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CHAPTER I 
 

Summaries and Recommendations 
 

 
Proposed adoption of 15A NCAC 02D .2700, Standards of Performance For Existing Electric 
Utility Generating Units Under Clean Air Act Section 111(d). 
 
BACKGROUND AND SUMMARY  
  
The Environmental Management Commission held three public hearings on December 16, 2015 
at 6:00 pm in Charlotte, NC, on December 17, 2015 at 6:00 pm in Raleigh, NC, and on January 
5, 2016 at 6:00 pm in Wilmington, NC. Commissioner Charles Carter served as hearing officer 
for the hearings. 
 
The hearings considered the proposed adoption of rules in 15A NCAC 02D .2700, Standards of 
Performance for Existing Electric Utility Generating Units under Clean Air Act (CAA) Section 
111(d), including 15A NCAC 02D .2701, Purpose and Applicability, 15A NCAC 02D .2702, 
Definitions, 15A NCAC 02D .2703, Standards of Performance Requirements for Carbon 
Dioxide, 15A NCAC 02D .2704, Permitting, and 15A NCAC 02D .2705, Monitoring, 
Recordkeeping and Reporting. The comment period on the proposed rules closed January 15, 
2016. 
 
The purpose of these rules is to implement the Section 111(d) provisions for best system of 
emission reductions (BSER) for existing fossil fuel-fired electric utility generating units (EGUs) 
to reduce carbon dioxide emissions through heat rate improvement in response to recent 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) guidelines.  
 
On August 3, 2015, the EPA signed a new rule for Carbon Dioxide Emission Guidelines for 
Existing EGUs under Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act, commonly referred to as the Clean 
Power Plan (CPP). The rule was published in the Federal Register on October 23, 2015 (80 FR 
64662).  Section 111(d) of the CAA requires EPA to identify the BSER that is adequately 
demonstrated and available to limit pollution and to set guidelines for states to reflect BSER.  
Based on its evaluation of BSER for existing EGUs, the EPA guidelines provide state specific 
goals for reducing carbon dioxide emissions for the power sector. States are then required to 
develop a plan including necessary rules to meet those goals. The goals in the CPP guidelines are 
based on three building blocks: building block one related to heat rate improvements at affected 
units; building block 2 based on increasing natural gas generation capacity factors; and building 
block 3 based on increasing renewable energy generation. The DEQ held a Special Information 
Session to provide a briefing on the requirements of the final guidelines on September 9, 2015.  
 
The North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) has consistently raised various 
legal concerns with the proposed and then final Clean Power Plan promulgated under the Clean 
Air Act (CAA) §111(d) (80 FR 64662).  In a January 27, 2014 letter to EPA Administrator Gina 
McCarthy, DEQ outlined various legal concerns in a Principles Document attached to this 
hearing record in Chapter VI.  In particular, DEQ affirms that EPA can only establish a unit-
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specific guideline that describes what control technologies have been demonstrated.  The DEQ 
agrees with the Sierra Club when it argued in Asarco v. EPA (1978) that §111 of the CAA cannot 
be applied to a combination of facilities within a plant site or the plant site as a whole.  It 
certainly cannot be expanded to include facilities outside the plant site, or to source categories 
outside the proposed §111 source category.  Consequently, the plain language of the Act as well 
as legal precedent precludes EPA and States from implementation of building blocks 2 and 3 - 
both designed to require emission reductions outside of the affected emissions unit. 
 
Given these legal concerns, the DEQ has joined 23 other states in petitioning the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit to review EPA’s final Clean Power Plan.  While the 
litigation is ongoing, DEQ has proceeded with the development of the proposed rules in an effort 
to produce a 111(d) state plan that is consistent with the Clean Air Act.  This plan represents the 
primary plan for North Carolina. 
 
The proposed rules were developed to produce a 111(d) state plan that is consistent with the 
Clean Air Act within the existing authority of the Environmental Management Commission. 
Applying the principles reflected in the North Carolina Principles Document in Chapter VI of 
this hearing record, the plan focuses on heat rate improvements and operational efficiencies at 
subject electric generating units that will reduce CO2 emissions. A technical analysis was 
performed on all EGUs subject to the CPP by DEQ to determine what constitutes BSER at each 
affected unit as reflected in the Supporting Basis document included in Chapter VI and the 
proposed rules. The proposed rules in Section .2700 represent the state’s primary plan to address 
heat rate improvement measures at existing electric generating units.  
 
Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2701, Purpose and Applicability, is proposed for adoption to implement 
the Section 111(d) guidelines for existing EGUs under 40 CFR 60 Subpart UUUU, Emission 
Guidelines for Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Compliance Times for Electric Utility Generating 
Units.  This rule specifies which fossil fuel-fired EGUs are subject to regulation under the 
Section 111(d) Rule in Section 15A NCAC 02D .2700. 
 
Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2702, Definitions, is proposed for adoption to define terms that are used 
in Section 15A NCAC 02D .2700. 
 
Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2703, Standards of Performance Requirements for Carbon Dioxide, is 
proposed for adoption to identify the BSER measures for carbon dioxide emissions at affected 
EGUs located in North Carolina. This rule also contains a compliance schedule for implementing 
the identified BSER measures. 
 
Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2704, Permitting, is proposed for adoption to define the permit 
requirements for affected EGUs under Section 15A NCAC 02D .2700. 
 
Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2705, Monitoring, Recordkeeping and Reporting, is proposed for 
adoption to specify the monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting requirements for each BSER 
measure implemented under 15A NCAC 02D .2703. 
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A fiscal note was approved by the Office of State Budget and Management (OSBM) in 
accordance with G.S. 150B-19.1, 150B-21.4, and E.O. 70 on November 3, 2015. The total fiscal 
impacts from the proposed rule adoptions are estimated to be substantial. The term “substantial 
economic impact” means an aggregate financial impact on all persons affected of at least one 
million dollars ($1,000,000) in a 12-month period.  
 
The analysis identified private sector measures for work practice standards that require the 
expenditure of capital, as well as annual operation and maintenance expenses. It also identifies 
benefits from using less coal with cost-savings due to heat rate improvements. No impacts on 
either the State of North Carolina nor any units of local governments occurred during the period 
of analysis of the proposed rules. Beginning in 2019, the annual net positive impacts to the 
private sector are estimated to change from $923,000 to $471,000 by 2030. 
 
Consistent with the Principles Document, the proposed rules in Section .2700 that are the subject 
of these hearings focus on heat rate improvement measures at existing electric generating units. 
In recognition that the outcome of ongoing litigation surrounding the Clean Power Plan is 
unknown, prior to proceeding to public notice the DEQ announced a subsequent stakeholder 
process to begin in March of 2016 to consider development of a backup plan to comprehensively 
address all requirements of the final Clean Power Plan. 
 
A summary of the comments received during the comment period on the proposed rules in 
Section .2700 which are the subject of these hearings and the resultant responses follow. The 
comments received are found in Chapter V of this hearing record. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENTS AND RESPONSES THERETO 
 
Similar comments have been grouped and a common response is provided where appropriate. 
 
EPA comments 
 
Comment:   EPA commented that the proposed revision to Section .2700 provides for measures 
to increase thermal efficiency at certain fossil fuel-fired power plants that are subject to the 
Clean Power Plan (CPP).  At this point, it is unclear whether the proposed rule is intended to 
constitute a portion of, or possibly the entirety of, North Carolina’s 111(d) state plan under the 
CPP (40 CFR Part 60, Subpart UUUU).  With this in mind, and because the EPA is committed to 
working with states in developing approvable plans, EPA prepared comments on North 
Carolina’s proposed rule.  The preliminary set of comments regarding the proposed rule, 
particularly in light of the possibility that this rule may be a part of a forthcoming state plan 
under the CPP. 
 
The comments are not intended to be exhaustive or comprehensive.  The issues raised in the 
comments include the level of CO2 emission reductions that the proposed rule will achieve; the 
adequacy of the emission standards in the proposed rule; monitoring, recordkeeping and 
reporting provisions; as well as two issues that would be relevant if this rule became a part of the 
CPP state plan. 
 

A-7



I-4 
 

  

Response:  The North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) has consistently 
raised the various legal concerns with the proposed and then final Clean Power Plan promulgated 
under the Clean Air Act (CAA) §111(d) (80 FR 64662).  In a January 27, 2014 letter to EPA 
Administrator Gina McCarthy, DEQ outlined various legal concerns in a Principles Document 
included in this hearing record.  In particular, DEQ affirms that EPA can only establish a unit-
specific guidelines that describe control technologies that have been demonstrated.  The DEQ 
agrees with the Sierra Club when it argued and prevailed in Asarco v. EPA (1978) that §111 of 
the CAA be applied to a combination of facilities within a plant site or the plant site as a whole.  
It cannot be expanded to include facilities outside the plant site or to source categories outside a 
§111 source category.  Consequently, the plain language of the Act as well as legal precedent 
precludes EPA and States from implementation of building blocks 2 and 3 – both designed to 
require emission reductions outside of the affected emissions unit. 
 
The DEQ has joined 23 other states in petitioning the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of 
Columbia Circuit to review EPA’s final Clean Power Plan.  While the litigation is ongoing, DEQ 
has proceeded with the development of the proposed rules in an effort to produce a 111(d) state 
plan that is consistent with the Clean Air Act.  This plan represents the primary plan for North 
Carolina, and if the plan is approved at all steps of the state’s Administrative Procedures Act 
process, DEQ plans to submit to EPA by the September 6, 2016 deadline.   
 
While the outcome of the litigation is unknown; the Department is also beginning the 
development of a backup plan that would comprehensively address all requirements of the final 
Clean Power Plan.  The stakeholder process for the development of the backup plan will begin in 
March of 2016, and DEQ anticipates completing the legislative and rulemaking efforts to 
effectuate the backup plan by mid-2018. 
 
Comment:   EPA commented that in accordance with 40 CFR §60.5790, to meet its obligations 
under the federal Clean Power Plan, North Carolina would be required to demonstrate that the 
emission standards on affected electric generating units (EGUs), alone or in conjunction with any 
State measures, will achieve the CO2 emission performance rates or statewide CO2 emissions 
goals described in 40 CFR §60.5855.  Standing alone, North Carolina’s draft rule does not 
appear to achieve either the CO2 emission performance rates or the statewide CO2 emission 
goals. 
 
Response:  As stated earlier, DEQ believes building block 1 is the only portion of the final Clean 
Power Plan that is authorized under the Clean Air Act. Therefore, the DEQ’s primary plan is an 
effort to produce a 111(d) state plan that is consistent with the statute.  The purpose of the 
primary plan is to identify those measures that can be undertaken from both a technological and 
cost effective standpoint to improve heat rate at the affected emission sources in North Carolina. 
 
With respect to the reference to the statewide goals described in 40 CFR 60.5855, DEQ looks 
forward to providing EPA all of the detail necessary to assure that the plan is compliant with the 
Clean Air Act.  This detail can be assessed following completion of the state rulemaking process 
and after EPA determines our submittal to be complete for processing purposes.  There will be a 
section in our submittal that addresses 40 CFR 60.5855 to satisfy the completeness criteria.  The 
EPA has stated that it “will not assess the content of those submissions” describing the 
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completeness determination process as “ministerial in nature and requir[ing] no exercise of 
discretion or judgment on the agency's part, nor does it reflect judgement on the sufficiency or 
adequacy of the submitted portions of a state plan.  The task is accomplished by simply 
comparing the materials provided by the state as its submittal against the required criteria to 
determine whether the plan is complete or not." 80 FR 65036.  As such, following the EPA’s 
determination of completeness, we expect the EPA to assess the plan and believe that they will 
then find that the plan satisfies the requirements of the Clean Air Act. 
 
Comment:   EPA commented that as explained in the final Clean Power Plan rulemaking at 80 
FR 64662, 64834 (Oct. 23, 2015), design, equipment, work practice, and operational standards 
cannot be considered to be "standards of performance" for purposes of a state plan under the 
Clean Power Plan. However, a state may include in its state plan an emission standard that is the 
rate or mass standard that results from the applicable operational or other standard.  North 
Carolina's draft rule would require affected EGUs to comply with various work practice or 
equipment requirements, but the draft rule does not appear to place enforceable CO2 emission 
limits or rates on these units. Such enforceable emission standards would be required as part of a 
final state plan submittal, to the extent a state required affected EGUs to comply with work 
practice or equipment standards to meet Clean Power Plan obligations. 
 
Response: The EPA points out at 80 FR 64854 that they have interpreted the term “standard of 
performance” to not include design, equipment, work practice and operational standards.  The 
DEQ notes that throughout EPA’s CPP, the Section 111(a)(1) definition of “standard of 
performance” is referenced and discussed extensively.  The definition reads: “…a standard for 
emissions of air pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through 
the application of the best system of emission reduction which (taking into account the cost of 
achieving such reduction and any nonair quality health and environmental impact and energy 
requirements) the Administrator determines has been adequately demonstrated” (emphasis 
added).  The EPA notes at 80 FR 64719 that “this 1990 CAAA version is the current definition, 
which is applicable at present.”  The Section 111(a)(1) definition of “standard of performance” 
contains the term “emission limitation.”  The term “emission limitation” is further defined in 
Section 302(k) of the CAA as “…a requirement established by the State or the Administrator 
which limits the quantity, rate or concentration of emissions of air pollutants on a continuous 
basis, including any requirement relating to the operation or maintenance of a source to assure 
continuous emission reduction and any design, equipment, work practice or operational standard 
promulgated under this Act” (emphasis added).  Further, Section 111(d) requires plans to 
“provide for implementation and enforcement of [the] standards of performance.”  This language 
does not preclude a plan from including design, equipment, work practice and operational 
standards, and allows them to be included so long as they are understood to provide for 
implementation of the standards of performance.  The EMC proposed rules satisfy that 
requirement.  The EPA also goes on to say that the “system must be limited to measures that can 
be implemented – “appl[ied] – by the sources themselves, that is, as a practical matter, by actions 
taken by the owners or operators of the sources.”  The measures proposed in the DEQ rules meet 
that criteria as well. 
 
Comment:   EPA commented that as specified in 40 C.F.R. §60.5745(a)(4), North Carolina's 
final Clean Power Plan submittal must include a demonstration that each affected EGU's 
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emission standard is quantifiable, non-duplicative, permanent, verifiable, and enforceable 
according to 40 C.F.R.§60.5775.  As explained previously, the work practice and equipment 
requirements in North Carolina's draft rule cannot be considered to be emission standards under 
the Clean Power Plan and - as related to enforceability - do not appear to be quantifiable, 
verifiable, permanent or enforceable because they rely on the affected EGUs complying with 
source-developed plans and manufacturers' recommended procedures, specifications, and 
guidelines that are not identified in the regulation. 
 
Response:  The proposed rules are in fact enforceable and do address the requirements necessary 
for determining compliance.  It should be noted that many of the measures selected were 
included in Table 2-13 “Sargent & Lundy Heat Rate Improvement Methods” on page 2-33 of 
EPA’s Technical Support Document (TSD) for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power 
Plants: Emission Guidelines for Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Existing Stationary Sources: 
Electric Utility Generating Units GHG Abatement Measures (June 10, 2014).  These measures 
can be deemed work practice standards for improving heat rate of an EGU (e.g., condenser 
cleaning, soot blowing, air heater and duct leakage control). 
 
Comment:   EPA commented that to be approvable, North Carolina's final plan submittal must 
include monitoring for affected EGUs that is no less stringent than described in 40 C.F.R. 
§60.5860. As currently written, North Carolina's draft rule does not appear to include 
monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting requirements that are as stringent as those specified in 
40 C.F.R. §60.5860. 
 
Response:  Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2705 requires the submittal of an annual compliance report 
for the affected units with applicable requirements.  The performance parameters required to be 
reported (e.g., carbon dioxide mass emissions/rate, net generation) are indicators of the 
efficiency improvements achieved as a result of heat rate improvement measures specified in 
Rule .2703.  The method used to conduct monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting of these 
performance indicators will be based on 40 CFR 60.5860.  The state’s proposed plan satisfies the 
monitoring of affected EGUs as stated in §60.5860(a), and ensures the measurement methods, 
data collection/reduction techniques, and related aspects of the monitoring program are 
consistent with federal regulations.   Furthermore, Rule .2705 contains several provisions 
associated with monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting of work practice standards to ensure 
the heat rate improvement measures are installed, operated, and maintained to achieve the best 
performance under the affected units’ operating conditions. 
 
Comment:   EPA commented that under 40 C.F.R. §60.5745(a)(12), North Carolina's final plan 
submittal must include documentation of any conducted community outreach and community 
involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. See also 80 FR at 64848. In 
developing its final plan, North Carolina must demonstrate that it meaningfully engaged with 
members of the public, including vulnerable communities. See 40 C.F.R. §60.574S(a)(12); 80 
FR at 64827, 64848, 64668. Documentation of this type of engagement is also required as part of 
the initial submittal which is due by September 6, 2016, for states seeking to request an extension 
of time in which to submit a final state plan. The EPA appreciates the state's efforts to seek 
public comment on the proposed rule as an initial step towards satisfying the meaningful 
engagement requirements for state plan development. 
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Response:  In order to complete the rulemaking process in North Carolina, including legislative 
review, this rulemaking followed the Administrative Procedures Act process contained in North 
Carolina General Statutes Section 150B. The primary plan is very similar to all other rulemaking 
actions and for which the Administrative Procedures Act has been deemed adequate by EPA.  In 
addition to normal administrative procedures, additional public meetings held to help educate the 
Environmental Management Commission on the requirements of the Clean Power Plan and the 
public and the legal concerns the DEQ had previously raised to EPA (Special Informational 
Session, September 9, 2015).  Additionally, DEQ Secretary Donald van der Vaart held several 
meetings with various stakeholder groups to discuss the Clean Power Plan.  Finally, as DEQ 
undertakes the development of the backup plan, appropriate steps will be taken to enhance the 
stakeholder process and further engage the public and interested groups. 
 
Comment:   EPA commented that North Carolina's draft regulation at 15A NCAC 02D.2701(f) 
contains an "automatic rescission clause" that would automatically remove provisions from the 
approved state plan in the wake of specified triggering events, such as a decision by the D.C. 
Circuit declaring a provision unlawful. Under 40 C.F.R. § 60.5785(a), EPA-approved state plans 
can be revised only with approval by the Administrator. Federal regulations further require 
that with limited exceptions, the state shall conduct one or more public hearings on a plan 
revision prior to adoption. See 40 C.F.R.§60.23(c)(l). Historically, the EPA has approved 
automatic rescission clauses into state implementation plans (SIPs) only if they include certain 
safeguards to ensure adequate public notice and EPA approval of any automatic change to the 
SIP that may result from the rescission clause's operation. 
 
Response:  The rescission clause is included in 15A NCAC 02D. 2701(f) in order to preserve 
limited resources repealing the 111(d) rules in the event that the federal Clean Power Plan is 
vacated by the courts.  EPA approval of this provision will not be requested when the primary 
plan is submitted. 
 
Comments Related to 15A NCAC 02D .2701 Purpose and Applicability 
 
Comment:  Mr. William Smith of Power Plant Management Services, Edgecombe Genco 
commented that the language in .2701(b) is unclear in the manner in which the rule implies that 
units are affected if they meet the criteria in .2701(b)(1), (2), and (3).  Mr. Smith further stated 
that this applicability criteria could be construed to imply that units which do not use combined 
cycle turbines are not subject to the rule.  Mr. Smith requested that the rule should incorporate 
the entire EGU applicability statement from 40 CFR 60.5845 and exemptions in 60.5850. 
 
Response:  After considering Mr. Smith’s comments and suggestions, Rule .2701(b) has been 
clarified to provide accurate applicability determinations for regulated entities  by revising it to 
include both steam generating units and stationary combustion turbines.  Additionally, 
.2701(b)(1) is added to make the requirement applicable to only those units that commence 
construction on or before January 8, 2014, a key applicability criteria to ensure only the 
“existing” EGUs are subject to the rules.  Similarly, .2701(b)(5) is added to make the criteria for 
affected EGU mirror the definition contained in proposed Rule .2702.  With these changes, the 
applicability criteria in .2701(b) are similar to 40 CFR 60.5845.  Furthermore, .2701(c) is revised 
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to enable the eligibility of all EGUs to be considered according to the exclusion criteria in 40 
CFR 60.5850.  
 
Comment:  Mr. Mark McIntire of Duke Energy commended the proposal for including the 
language in proposed rule .2701(f) in the event that the underlying federal rule is no longer in 
effect.  Mr. McIntire raised a concern that if the EPA disapproves the State Plan and imposes a 
Federal Plan, then the state rules would impose “dual or conflicting regulation… and sources 
may be required to implement measures not contemplated by the federal rule or a federal plan.”  
Mr. McIntire requested a revision to be made that would impose obligations on sources only 
when the state rules and State Plan are approved by the EPA. 
 
Response:  This plan represents the primary plan for North Carolina, and if the plan is approved 
at all steps of the state’s Administrative Procedures Act process, it will be submitted to EPA by 
the September 6, 2016 deadline.  Following the EPA’s determination of completeness, EPA 
should assess the plan and find that the plan satisfies the requirements of the Clean Air Act. 
 
Comments Related to 15A NCAC 02D .2702 Definitions  
 
Comment:  Mr. William Smith of Power Plant Management Services, Edgecombe Genco 
commented that the definition of “Affected EGU” in 15A NCAC 02D .2702 should be based on 
the applicability statement in 02D .2701(b). 
 
Response:  Consistent with the earlier response to comments related to .2701(b), the definition 
of an affected EGU in .2702(1) is revised to provide clarifications related to the applicability 
criteria.   
 
Comment:  Mr. Mark McIntire of Duke Energy requested changes to the definitions of heat rate 
improvement measures in 15A NCAC 02D .2702(2), (4), (6), (7), (10), and (11).   Mr. McIntire 
commented that the proposed definition language could potentially exclude other available 
options and new technologies that may arise in the future to provide improved control or 
performance.  Related to .2702(4), Mr. McIntire commented that the term “with neural network” 
be removed from the measure name to allow “other options such as advanced fuel and air 
measurements technologies” to be utilized.  Related to .2702(6), Mr. McIntire commented that 
the current definition is too limiting and should be expanded to include other options in addition 
to the current requirement of developing and implementing an efficiency improvement plan.  
Related to this comment, Mr. McIntire provided examples such as the “installation of additional 
instrumentation for enhanced data collection, development and monitoring of performance trends 
both on site and remotely, and potential use of new technologies.”   
 
Mr. McIntire provided the following suggested text changes to the definitions: 
 
.2702(2)  “Air heater leakage reduction (ALR)” means to reduce air leakage between the pre-
combustion air and the effluent flue gas of the rotary air heaters through improved sealing.”   
 
.2702(4)  “Combustion optimization (CO)” means addition of advanced fuel and/or air flow 
sensors to enhance the monitoring and control of the fuel and air flow distribution, furnace 

A-12



I-9 
 

  

exhaust gas temperatures, and/or boiler steam temperatures designed to maximize boiler 
efficiency and minimize air pollutant emissions.”   
 
.2702(6)  “Controllable loss reduction (CLR)” means developing and implementing a site-
specific plan for best operations and maintenance practices (O&M) to monitor and maintain unit 
efficiency. CLR involves a comprehensive effort to collect information that may not be readily 
collected through existing sensors and data collection systems, interpret all data collected, and 
make decisions regarding actions to be taken to improve or maintain performance.”  
 
.2702(7)  “Forced draft fan variable frequency drive (FDF)” means the use of electronic motor 
controllers to optimize the speed of the Forced Draft Fan motors to match demand when below 
full load operation resulting in reduced auxiliary power consumption.”   
 
.2702(10)  “Induced draft fan or booster fan variable frequency drive (IBD)” means the use of 
electronic motor controllers to optimize the speed of the Induced and/or Booster motors to match 
demand when below full load operation resulting in reduced auxiliary power consumption.”   
 
.2702(11)  “Intelligent sootblowing (ISB)” means the use of software, instrumentation, sensors, 
and/or automated controls to identify areas in the furnace wall and convective section heat 
transfer surfaces that have ash or slag buildup to activate sootblowers based on need rather than 
time intervals resulting in improved boiler efficiency.”   
 
Response:  After reviewing the suggested text changes and concluding that the changes do not 
alter the required heat rate improvement measure and the associated assumptions used to 
generate the Technical Supporting Basis and Fiscal Note, the rule language is revised to provide 
clarity to each definition.  The rule is also revised to provide additional clarity in achieving the 
intended performance improvement for each measure through the use of other existing and new 
technologies, methods or options.  The descriptions of existing technologies/methods currently in 
the rule are retained, but are revised as example options that the operator may utilize to achieve 
the required performance improvement for the intended measure.   
 
Comment:  Mr. Mark McIntire of Duke Energy recommended deletion of definition for 
“Condenser rebundle, retube, rebuild (CRR)” in 15A NCAC 02D .2702(5) and “Variable speed 
drives” in 15A NCAC 02D .2702(17) because they are not an identified measure for any affected 
units. 
 
Response:  The definitions in Rules .2702(5) and (17) are removed as they are not referenced 
anywhere else in the rules, and there is no regulatory reason to keep the definitions. 
 
Comment:  Mr. William Smith of Power Plant Management Services, Edgecombe Genco 
recommended a modification to the term “Net Generation” in 15A NCAC 2D .2702(15) to be 
changed to “Net Electric Output”.   
  
Response:  The proposed Rule .2702(15) refers to the EPA definition in 40 CFR 60.5880 for 
“Net Electric Output”.  To avoid confusion to the affected source and to provide clarity, the term 
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“Net Generation” is replaced with “Net Electric Generation.”  A corresponding correction is 
made in .2705(f)(1)(B) for consistency regarding annual reporting of this measured parameter. 
 
Comment:  Mr. William Smith of Power Plant Management Services, Edgecombe Genco 
commented that 02D .2702 should contain a definition for “Net Energy Output” as defined in 40 
CFR 60.5880 to allow reporting of a significant part of the company’s output as useful thermal 
energy.  Mr. Smith stated that the current definition does not account for steam or other useful 
thermal energy referred to in the term “Net Energy Output” per 40 CFR 60.58880.   
 
Response:  As currently written, the BSER for each affected unit was developed based only on 
the unit’s electrical generation portion.  Therefore, the current rule does not contain a 
requirement to account for thermal energy output of the affected Edgecombe Genco units.  
Although it is recognized that Edgecombe Genco is the only affected facility that generates in the 
form of steam to its host facility useful thermal energy whose “Net Electric Output” will be 
different than “Net Energy Output” (sum of net electric and useful thermal output), no change to 
the proposed Rule .2702(15) is being made to maintain consistency with the emission reduction 
calculations and the cost analysis basis.  Additionally, a clarification in the proposed Rule 
.2702(f) is being made to require the submittal of an annual compliance report by only those 
facilities with required BSER measures.  Since Edgecombe Genco is not require to implement a 
BSER measure, it is excluded from reporting requirements, and there is no related reason to 
report “Net Energy Output”.  
 
Comment:  Mr. William Smith of Power Plant Management Services, Edgecombe Genco 
commented that the term “Gross Electrical Generation” in .2705(f) is not defined in .2702.  
Specifically, Mr. Smith requested that a definition for “Gross Electrical Generation” be added 
and to include both plant electricity usage and useful thermal energy produced.  Mr. Smith 
suggested the following text for the definition: 
“Gross Electrical Generation” means the total electricity produced by an EGU, including usage 
within the plant. 
“Gross Generation” means to include both plant electricity usage and useful thermal energy 
produced.  
 
Response:  The term “Gross Electrical Generation” is recognized by the industry and is reported 
to the EPA under various air quality programs.  A definition for “Gross Electrical Generation” 
has been added in Rule .2702 as defined by the U.S. Energy Information Administration.   
 
Consistent with the previous response to report only those variables associated with electrical 
production, the commenter’s request to add a definition for “Gross Generation” which allows 
thermal energy to be accounted for, is not deemed necessary under the proposed regulatory 
requirements. 
 
Comment:  Mr. William Smith of Power Plant Management Services, Edgecombe Genco 
commented that the definition of “Heat Input” in 02D .2702(8) creates ambiguity due to an 
unspecified time period.  Mr. Smith offered the following revised definition. 
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.2702(8) “Heat input” from fuel is determined by multiplying the higher heating value of the fuel 
times the amount of fuel consumed over a specified time period.   
 
Response:  Clarifying language is added to the definition in .2702(8) to account for a specified 
time period during which heat input calculations are to be performed. 
 
Comments Related to 15A NCAC 02D .2703 Standards of Performance 
 
Comment:  Mr. William Smith of Power Plant Management Services, Edgecombe Genco 
commented that 02D .2703 lists two (2) units for Edgecombe, rather than the four (4) boilers that 
are affected units under the proposed rule.  Mr. Smith also stated that the proposed rule cites 
Generator Unit 1 (served by boilers ES-1-1A and ES-1-1B) and Generator Unit 2 (served by 
boilers ES-2-2A and ES-2-2B), which should be changed to list all four boilers, with appropriate 
unit IDs for the Edgecombe Genco – Battleboro facility. 
 
Response:  The list of affected units shown in .2703(a) was developed based on the list 
generated by the EPA in the final Clean Power Plan rule.  In the Technical Support Document – 
Goal Computation Data File (tsd-cpp-emission-performance-rate-goal-computation-appendix-1-
5.xls), EPA provides a listing of only the generator IDs.  After considering Mr. Smith’s 
comments, it is determined that listing both the combustion boiler IDs and their corresponding 
generator IDs is the most reasonable approach for providing clarity to the affected facilities.  The 
tables in 02D .2703 are revised accordingly. 
  
Comment:  Mr. Mark McIntire of Duke Energy requested changes to .2703(a) under "Best 
system of Emission Reduction Measure(s)" associated with Duke Energy – H.F. Lee, Duke 
Energy – L.V. Sutton and Duke Energy – Sherwood H. Smith, Jr..  Mr. McIntire recommended 
changing "NGCC operation firing natural gas" to "NGCC operation firing natural gas and/or 
distillate.”  Mr. McIntire stated that the specified Duke Energy NGCC units are dual fuel capable 
and permitted to use distillate fuel, as may be dictated by operational needs; gas may not be 
available when the units are called upon to generate electricity.   
 
Ms. Pamela F. Faggert of Dominion Resources Services made a similar comment that based on 
DAQ’s recognition in the Supporting Basis Document that BSER includes the use of distillate 
oil, the language in the proposed Rule .2703(a) should be revised to reflect the BSER 
determination.  Dominion Resource’s affected units at the Rosemary Power Station are permitted 
to operate with natural gas and No. 2 fuel oil. 
 
Response:  It was determined that an inconsistency exists between the Supporting Basis 
Document and the proposed text in .2703(a).  According to the Supporting Basis Document, 
efficient NGCC technology combined with the use of natural gas and distillate fuel was 
determined to be BSER.  This determination is consistent with EPA’s determination under 40 
CFR 60 Subpart UUUU for existing EGUs and Subpart TTTT for new, modified, and 
reconstructed EGUs.  To correct this error, .2703(a) is revised to reflect the use of natural gas or 
distillate fuels or combination of the two for those affected units that are permitted to burn dual 
fuels (i.e., Duke Energy H F Lee, Sherwood H Smith Jr, and Butler Warner and Dominion 
Resources Rosemary).  A detailed explanation is provided below. 
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All of the combined cycle (CC) combustion turbines at Dominion's Rosemary Power Station, and 
Duke Energy’s Lee, Sutton, and Richmond County (Sherwood H Smith) facilities, have been 
permitted to burn both natural gas and No. 2 fuel oil for significant hours in normal operation.  
Finally, Duke's CC turbines at its Dan River and Buck facilities have been permitted to burn only 
natural gas. 
 
As pointed out in the BSER determinations for each of the above facilities, supporting the NC's 
proposed Rule in 15A NCAC 02D .2700, for existing CC stationary combustion turbines regulated 
under the Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines ("Clean Power Plan", 40 CFR 60 Subpart 
UUUU), the EPA had “considered heat rate improvement opportunities at oil- and gas-fired steam 
EGUs and NGCC units and found that the available emission reductions would likely be more 
expensive or too small to merit consideration as a material component of the BSER.”1 Thus, EPA 
had explicitly declined including CC turbines and included only coal-fired boilers for availability 
of heat rate improvement opportunities in the Building Block (BB1) of the BSER under CPP. 
 
Also as discussed in the BSER determinations for these facilities, for new or reconstructed 
stationary combustion turbines regulated under the New Source Performance Standard (40 CFR 
60 Subpart TTTT), the EPA had determined, “For newly constructed and reconstructed base load 
natural gas-fired stationary combustion turbines, the BSER is the use of efficient NGCC 
technology.  For newly constructed and reconstructed non-base load natural gas-fired stationary 
combustion turbines, the BSER is the use of clean fuels (i.e., natural gas with an allowance for a 
small amount of distillate oil). For multi-fuel-fired stationary combustion turbines, the BSER is 
also the use of clean fuels (e.g., natural gas, ethylene, propane, naphtha, jet fuel kerosene, distillate 
oils 1 and 2, biodiesel, and landfill gas).”2 
 
In the above NSPS, the EPA stated for multi-fuel fired turbines that "it would not be reasonable to 
require affected EGUs to comply with a standard based on the use of natural gas during periods 
when significant quantities of non-natural gas fuels are being burned"3.  Moreover, the EPA 
determined that "without the ability to burn back up fuels, during natural gas curtailments, grid 
reliability could be jeopardized".4   Thus, EPA promulgated a separate emission standard based on 
the determination of use of clean fuels as BSER for multi-fuels-fired turbines.   
 
Consistent with EPA’s position, all of these turbines except CC at Dan River and Buck facilities 
are permitted to burn multi-fuels (natural gas and No. 2 fuel) for significant amount of time.  In 
addition, the DEQ's permission for burning No. 2 fuel oil for most of these turbines was based 
upon the consideration of natural gas curtailment issues (during cold and hot weather time periods).  
Thus for multi-fuel fired turbines (Rosemary, Lee, Sutton, and Richmond County (Sherwood 
Smith)), the efficient NGCC units with use of clean fuels (natural gas and No. 2 fuel oil) is the 
BSER for this type of turbine units. Finally, based on the above EPA determinations, for natural 
gas-fired only turbines (Dan River and Buck), the efficient NGCC with use of natural gas is the 
BSER.   

                                                 
1 Page 64728 (80 FR 64662, October 23, 2015). 
2 Page 64601 (80 FR 64510, October 23, 2015). 
3 Page 64612, Ibid.  
4 Page 64612, Ibid. 
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Comment:  Mr. Mark McIntire of Duke Energy recommended that the requirement to conduct 
ongoing maintenance in .2703(b) according to manufacturer’s recommended maintenance 
procedures be expanded to allow procedures derived through best engineering practices.  Mr. 
McIntire cited decades of operational experience resulting in variations in manufacturer’s 
recommended maintenance practices and frequencies that are needed to react to changes in 
operating conditions, run times, variability in fuels, and other site-specific conditions.   Mr. 
McIntire requested insertion of “or best engineering practices derived” after every instance of 
“in accordance with the manufacturers’ recommended”. 
 
Ms. Pamela F. Faggert of Dominion Resources Services commented that their units operate per 
the manufacturer’s guidelines and recommended procedures under normal circumstances.  Ms. 
Faggert further explained that “some of the original manufacturer’s parts may become obsolete 
or replaced with aftermarket parts or repairs, as a part of routine maintenance and repair.  As a 
result, the maintenance of these units does not always follow original manufacturer’s 
recommended maintenance practices.”  Ms. Faggert requested that the text be removed “at the 
prescribed frequency levels” be removed and add “or good engineering practices.”  
 
Response:  After considering the conditions under which the heat rate improvement measures 
are employed in the real world and recognizing that the use of replacement parts or other 
equipment require modifications to normal maintenance activities, Rules 02D .2703(b)(1) 
through (4) are revised to include the phrase “or per best engineering design practices for actual 
components in service.”  The application of best engineering design practice is commonly 
employed in the industry to retrofit existing operations with new or replacement parts with 
similar specifications to achieve an intended function.  It is routinely referenced in EPA New 
Source Performance Standards and National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants as 
a standard industry term to refer to activities associated with performance improvement.  
 
As requested by the commenter, the term “at the prescribed frequency levels” is not removed 
from the proposed rule because for a normal operation, a maintenance schedule must be adhered 
to whether it is recommended by the manufacturer or developed by the site operator using good 
engineering practices. 
 
Comment:  Mr. Mark McIntire of Duke Energy commented that the definition of the rule’s 
effective date in .2703(d) is not clear.  “Is it six months after promulgation by the Environmental 
Management Commission? Six months after EPA approves the State Plan?’  Mr. McIntire 
commented that six months is inadequate to properly define alternate BSER, and recommended 
no less than 36 months for this determination as measured from the final compliance date of the 
rule.  
 
Response:  The proposed text in .2703(d) states that “an alternative BSER demonstration shall 
be submitted no later than six months after the initial effective date of this Rule…”  The rules 
becomes effective upon the first of the month following approval by the Rules Review 
Commission (RRC), or following a legislative review process in the event greater than ten letters 
of objections are received by the RRC related to the subject rulemaking.  Since there will be only 
one effective date based on the action taken by the RRC and/or the General Assembly (if 
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required), the term “initial” is determined to be unnecessary, and is removed from the proposed 
rule .2703(d). 
 
The purpose of the Alternative BSER is to implement a BSER measure that is not defined in the 
proposed Rule .2703(a), provided that the alternative measure achieves equivalent or greater heat 
rate improvement than the measure listed in Rule .2703(a).  Since the proposed compliance 
schedule requires any BSER measure to be in place before September 1, 2019, the operator must 
decide whether to implement the measure in Paragraph (a) or propose an alternative measure 
well in advance to meet the compliance timeline.  Mr. McIntire’s request to extend the submittal 
of alternative demonstration 36 months beyond the compliance date would place the facility out 
of compliance with the September 1, 2019 deadline.  To additional time for an alternative 
demonstration, the rule has been revised to allow submittal no later than 9 months after the 
effective date of the Plan. 
 
Comment:  Mr. Mark McIntire of Duke Energy commented that .2703(g), Compliance Schedule 
- implementation date for the identified BSER measures, should be adjusted to be consistent with 
compliance dates in the federal Clean Power Plan.  Mr. McIntire stated that “the September 1, 
2019 date does not allow for adequate time for proper project planning, scheduling, and 
implementation based on outage cycles.  Outage planning is a complex, lengthy process and 
some equipment needed for compliance may have long lead times…unplanned or forced outages 
may impact HRI measure scheduling and installation.”  Mr. McIntire also stated that “Duke 
Energy believes that final compliance date of this rule should be aligned with dates in the federal 
rule, and recommended a final compliance date of December 31, 2024 (the end of the first 
compliance period in the federal rule).”  
 
Response:  The proposed rules developed to produce a 111(d) state plan that is consistent with 
the Clean Air Act.  Further, the Plan focuses on heat rate improvements and operational 
efficiencies at subject electric generating units (EGUs) that will reduce CO2 emissions.  A 
technical analysis was performed on all EGUs subject to the CPP by DEQ.  The technical 
analysis leading to the proposed rules considered:  the type of EGU, remaining useful life of the 
EGU, the unit's baseline data and future capacity factor, the feasibility of applying specific heat 
rate improvement measures on a given unit, whether the measure is adequately demonstrated, the 
degree of heat rate reduction potential for feasible heat rate improvement measures, site-specific 
limitations, and cost effectiveness.  Recognizing the complexity and logistical challenges 
associated with implementation of the measures required Plan, it should be noted that Duke 
Energy was successful in implementing a greater number of similar heat rate improvement 
measures in a 3-year window prior to July 31, 2015 during regularly scheduled maintenance 
outages.  Only 10 Duke units have requirements in rule 02D .2703 and all required measures 
have been implemented several times at other units in North Carolina since 2005.  Consequently 
the compliance timeline in the Plan will not be changed. 
 
Comment:  Mr. Mark McIntire of Duke Energy commented that Heat Rate Reduction for the 
BSER measure – FDF is not consistent with the likely heat rate improvement of 0.3%.  Heat 
Rate Reduction for IBD is inconsistent with the likely heat rate improvement of 0.7%. The 
benefit should be changed appropriately and results recalculated. 
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Response:  In developing the proposed rules, the DEQ and Duke Energy staff met on several 
occasions and exchanged operational data and technology specific information regarding the 
anticipated heat rate reductions for each candidate measure.  In the case of FDF and IBD, it was 
communicated that benefits should be estimated by assuming an inverse linear relationship 
between the 2019 projected capacity factors and the range of the heat rate reduction benefits 
provided by Duke Energy.  The DEQ’s final calculations and BSER determinations in the Plan 
are based on this recommendation.  The DEQ’s results correspond to a more conservative 
estimate of heat rate reduction.  If the load variability performance impacts were not accounted 
for and the static 0.3% and 0.7% reductions are used for FDF and IBD, respectively, as requested 
by the commenter, actual heat rate improvements would have been higher, resulting in greater 
emission reductions and fuel savings reported in the Supporting Basis document.  The 
conclusions remain the same regarding the application of FDF and IBD at the subject units, and 
no further changes are needed.  
 
Comment:  Mr. Mark McIntire of Duke Energy commented that Heat Rate Reduction for the 
Intelligent Sootblowers (ISB) shown for Marshall 3 and Marshall 4 are inconsistent.  Marshall 3 
shows the halved amount while Marshall 4 shows the full amount. The ISB benefit should be 
halved if the measure is implemented alongside a Combustion Optimization measure. 
 
Response:  In the Supporting Basis document, Table 2 for Marshall Unit 3 shows the benefit 
associated with ISB to be 50% of its value when used alone since it is used in conjunction with 
the CO2 measure.  Table 2 for Marshall Unit 4 shows the benefit when ISB measure is used 
alone.  However, Table 4 for Marshall Unit 4 reflects the benefits associated with the different 
possible combinations of measures.  Table 4, as well as the rest of the discussion of the BSER 
determination for Marshall 4, correctly uses the reduced heat rate reduction benefit of the ISB 
measure as requested by the commenter. 
 
Although Table 2 for both Marshall Unit 3 and 4 are not consistent with each other, the BSER 
determinations do not directly depend on this data.  Table 3 for Marshall Unit 3 and Table 4 for 
Marshall Unit 4 correctly summarize the different possible combinations of measures; and hence 
the subsequent BSER determination are based on these identification specifications, and are 
correctly applied.   
 
No changes to the BSER computation method are needed. 
 
Comments Related to 15A NCAC 02D .2704 Permitting 
 
Comment:  Related to proposed Rule .2704, Mr. Mark McIntire of Duke Energy commented 
that “the permitting requirements are unnecessary and redundant because the requirements and 
procedures to incorporate all applicable rules into a Title V permit are already established in 15A 
NCAC 02Q .0500.”   Mr. McIntire further commented that .2704 includes provisions which are 
not necessary to implement the requirements of the rule by requiring each affected source to 
submit a permit application that includes a “heat rate improvement evaluation” to comply with 
the requirements of the rule.  Mr. McIntire stated that “this requirement to provide a heat rate 
improvement evaluation is not referenced or defined anywhere else within the rule and does not 
seem to have any applicability to how these sources will be permitted, and therefore this does not 
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belong in the rule.”  Mr. McIntire commented that the Title V permit for a source can only 
include the applicable requirements established by the specific work practice standards identified 
in .2703.  Mr. McIntire further stated that “the only place where the rule would require an 
evaluation of the potential for heat rate improvement as part of a permit application would be if 
the source is proposing an alternative BSER…”  Mr. McIntire concluded that “.2704 should be 
deleted, or at most should simply require that an application must be submitted to incorporate the 
applicable requirements of Section .2700 into the Title V permit.” 
 
Response:  It is correct that a Title V permit for a source can only include those applicable 
requirements related to work practice standards identified in .2703.  For this reason, .2704 is 
included as an affirmation of the requirement to submit a Title V permit application by the 
affected entity such that the appropriate requirements can be incorporated into an operating 
permit.   
 
Mr. McIntire is correct that the phrase “heat rate improvement evaluation” in .2704(a) imposes 
an unnecessary requirement that is not referenced or defined in the rule.  It was not the intent of 
the proposed rule to require an “evaluation” as part of a Title V permit application process if the 
operator elects to employ a measure already specified in .2703.  Such an evaluation is only 
required if the operator chooses to employ an alternative measure under .2703(c), (d), (e) and (f).  
To remove this confusion, .2704(a) is clarified by removing the phrase “containing heat rate 
improvement evaluations.” 
 
Comments Related to 15A NCAC 02D .2705 Monitoring, Recordkeeping, and Reporting 
 
Comment:  Mr. Mark McIntire of Duke Energy stated that the requirement to maintain 
installation records in .2705(a) creates unnecessary ambiguity regarding a listing of photographic 
records.  Mr. McIntire also requested clarity in the broadly worded category stated as “other 
documentation routinely developed”.  Mr. McIntire further commented that this requirement to 
maintain records should be more focused and narrowly defined to identify only the specific 
records required to be maintained, and offered the following suggested changes. 
 
.2705(a) “The owner or operator shall document the installation of equipment or modification of 
existing equipment necessary to meet this standard, maintain the installation records on site for 
ten years, and the records shall be available for review by the Division of Air Quality.  
Documentation shall include work orders, invoices, permits, and engineering drawings or 
specifications developed to install or modify equipment or otherwise make plant improvements to 
comply with this rule.” 
 
Response:  It is not the intent of .2705(a) to require the site operator to maintain unnecessary 
records to show compliance with the installation of heat rate improvement measures.  To remove 
ambiguity and provide clarity to the site operator, .2705(a) is clarified by requiring 
documentation that assures the installation of equipment or modification of existing equipment 
complies with the required heat rate improvement measure. 
 
Comment:  Mr. Mark McIntire of Duke Energy stated that the requirement to record “all” 
operating parameters in .2705(b)(2) and (d)(1) is overly broad and may not be appropriate or 
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necessary.  Mr. McIntire also requested the flexibility to develop its own operating procedures 
based on best engineering practice.  
 
Response:  To provide a clear and focused instruction regarding the requirements in .2705(b)(2) 
and (d)(1), the rule is revised to allow monitoring and recordkeeping of only those records that 
are consistent with manufacturer’s recommended operating procedures and procedures 
developed based on site-specific best engineering practices at the affected unit.  The application 
of best engineering practice is commonly employed in the industry to retrofit existing operations 
with new or replacement parts with similar specifications to achieve an intended function.  It is 
routinely referenced in EPA New Source Performance Standards and National Emission 
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants as a standard industry term which refers to activities 
associated with performance improvement.  The clarification to .2705(b)(2) and (d)(1) aligns the 
rule text with corresponding clarifications made in .2703(b)(1) through (4), as discussed 
previously. 
 
Comment:  Mr. William Smith of Power Plant Management Services – Edgecombe Genco 
commented that reporting requirements in .2705(f) are nebulously defined in the proposed rule 
and requested specifications regarding (1) whether all facilities are required to report or only 
those with requirements, (2) if reporting for each affected unit or for the whole facility, and (3) if 
reporting is based on 40 CFR Part 75 monitoring or other requirements.   
 
Response:  The commenter raises valid concerns regarding the need for clarifications in 
.2705(f).  The text is revised to indicate that an annual compliance report is to be submitted only 
for those affected units with specific requirements in rule .2703.  The rule text is also revised to 
indicate that monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting of carbon dioxide emission, net electric 
generation, and carbon dioxide emission rate are to be based on methods described in 40 CFR 
60.5860 which refers to 40 CFR Part 75.   
 
Comment:  Related to .2705(f) and (f)(1), Mr. Mark McIntire of Duke Energy stated that the 
proposed rule will result in implementation of monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
activities as early as September 2017, a schedule far in advance of the federal requirements.  Mr. 
McIntire expanded that adherence to the terms and conditions in the federal rule will require 
extensive evaluation of current monitoring systems such as “net electrical generation,” possibly 
requiring installation of various upgrades to equipment which may impose significant cost and 
the installation of which may not be feasible by September 2017.   Mr. McIntire cited adherence 
to ANSI 12.20 standards for electrical generation measurements may require upgrades to 
metering equipment to assure compliance with that standard.  Mr. McIntire concluded with a 
recommendation that all recordkeeping and reporting requirements be implemented on the 
schedule required under the federal regulation. 
 
Response:  Mr. McIntire identifies a valid reason for clarifying the compliance reporting 
schedule.  The proposed rule .2705(f) is revised by requiring an annual report each year starting 
on the September 1, 2019 compliance date.  Regarding Mr. McIntire’s request to align the 
reporting schedule with the federal Clean Power Plan, please see response to comment under 
Rule .2703(g). 
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Comment:  Mr. Mark McIntire of Duke Energy commented that clarification is required on 
what is to be reported for “heat input” in .2705(f)(1).  Mr. McIntire stated that the definition as 
proposed does not allow for “heat input” for coal units as routinely reported under 40 CFR 75 
requirements based on stack monitoring systems which estimate the heat input based on F-Factor 
equations.  For clarification, Mr. McIntire recommended that the proposed rule be revised to 
specify that heat input, not electrical generation, and gross electrical generation be reported to 
NC DAQ as reported to the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission.  Mr. McIntire concluded 
that this will assure consistency with the data that NC DAQ evaluated to develop the proposed 
rule. 
 
Response:  Recognizing that alternative means for heat input monitoring and reporting are in 
place for other regulatory programs and to provide clarity, the definition of “heat input” in .2702 
(7) is revised to include the phrase “as reported under 40 CFR Part 75 requirements.”  The 
reporting of “net electrical generation” and “gross electrical generation” is not removed as 
requested because these parameters are considered necessary for reporting under the Clean 
Power Plan.  Additionally, they provide an indication of heat rate improvement achieved for the 
affected unit at the specific operating level corresponding to the reported performance. 
 
Comment:  Related to .2705(f)(2)(B), Mr. William Smith of Power Plant Management Services 
– Edgecombe Genco commented that the term “forced or operational outages” is not defined in 
the proposed rule, and requested a definition for this term to be added in .2702.  Mr. Smith also 
requested to clarify the requirement as follows: 
“Forced or operational outages of equipment related to the BSER measures lasting longer than 
ten days, the corresponding time period, and the reason(s) why;” 
 
Response:  The term “forced or operational outages” is a standard term that is well recognized in 
the industry, and thus, does not require a special definition in .2702.  The commenter’s 
recommended text change supports the need for providing clarifications in .2705(f)(2)(B).  It is 
true that forced or operation outages can occur related to a BSER measure.  However, it is more 
likely that such outages occur due to any number of reasons throughout the power plant (e.g., 
equipment failure, disruption in fuel supply, safety reasons).  To allow for the possibility of such 
events causing forced or operational outage, the term “related to the BSER measures” is deleted 
in .2705(f)(2)(B).   
 
Comment:  Related to the proposed text in .2705(f)(2)(C), Mr. Mark McIntire of Duke Energy 
requested clarification of the phrase “Instances where operational procedures associated with the 
BSER measures were not observed for an period lasting longer than ten days.” Mr. McIntire 
stated that as written, the meaning of this phrase is vague and open to varying interpretations. 
Mr. McIntire further commented that (f)(2)(C) is redundant with the Title V Permitting reporting 
requirements, where the operator must demonstrate compliance with all terms and conditions of 
the permit.  Mr. McIntire requested that this paragraph be deleted. 
 
Comment: Mr. William Smith of Power Plant Management Services – Edgecombe Genco 
commented that the text in .2705(f)(2)(C) is not clearly presented and suggested the following 
revision: 
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“Instances where operational procedures associated with the BSER measures were not followed 
for a period lasting longer than ten days and the reason(s) why;” 
 
Response:  Although it is true that deviations from the required permit terms and conditions 
must be reported in an annual Title V report, the language is retained to meet EPA reporting 
requirements under the Clean Power Plan.  Mr. Smith’s suggested clarification to .2705(f)(2)(C) 
provides a reasonable approach for reporting deviations due to operational procedure change.  
The term “observed” is replaced with “followed” as suggested by the commenter. 
 
Duke Law and Southern Environmental Law Center 
 
Comment:  David Schwartz, Duke Environmental Law & Policy Clinic commented that DAQ's 
independent determination of BSER is impermissible. 

Response:  Unlike 111(b) emission standards for new and modified sources, EPA's 111(d) 
guidelines do not have the purpose or effect of national emission standards.  They only serve as 
criteria for judging the adequacy of state plans under EPA’s 111(d) guidelines.  It is the state 
plans that establish the "standards of performance" after considering remaining useful life of the 
source, that are directly applicable to existing sources.  The proposed rules establish those 
standards of performance after careful scientific application of engineering principles on a unit-
by-unit basis. 

Comment:  David Schwartz, Duke Environmental Law & Policy Clinic commented that DAQ's 
conclusion that BSER consists solely of building block 1 heat rate improvement measures is 
erroneous.  It is essential that DAQ revise the proposed rule to incorporate emission reduction 
approaches from building blocks 2 and 3, in addition to the measures already selected under 
building block 1.  The "outside the fence-line" measures contained in building blocks 2 and 3 are 
legal.  DAQ has acted impermissibly in excluding building block 2 and 3 measures. 

Response:  DEQ has consistently raised the various legal concerns with the proposed and then 
final Clean Power Plan promulgated under the Clean Air Act (CAA) §111(d) (80 FR 64662).  In 
a January 27, 2014 letter to EPA Administrator Gina McCarthy, DEQ outlined various legal 
concerns in a Principles Document included in this hearing record.  In particular, DEQ affirms 
that EPA can only establish a unit-specific guidelines that describe control technologies that have 
been demonstrated.  DEQ agrees with the Sierra Club when it argued and prevailed in Asarco v. 
EPA (1978) that §111 of the CAA applied to a combination of facilities within a plant site or the 
plant site as a whole.  It cannot be expanded to include facilities outside the plant site, or to 
source categories outside a §111 source category.  Consequently, the plain language of the Act as 
well as legal precedent precludes EPA and States from implementation of building blocks 2 and 
3 – both designed to require emission reductions outside of the affected emissions unit.  

DEQ has joined 23 other states in petitioning the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of 
Columbia Circuit to review this very aspect of EPA’s final Clean Power Plan.  Three other states 
have petitioned separately.  While the litigation is ongoing, DEQ has proceeded with the 
development of the proposed rules in an effort to produce a 111(d) state plan that is consistent 
with the Clean Air Act.  This plan represents the primary plan for North Carolina, and if the plan 
is approved at all steps of the state’s Administrative Procedures Act process, DEQ plans to 
submit to EPA by the September 6, 2016 deadline.   
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While the outcome of the litigation is unknown; the Department is beginning the development of 
a backup plan that would comprehensively address all requirements of the final Clean Power 
Plan.  The stakeholder process for the development of the backup plan will begin in March of 
2016, and DEQ anticipates completing the legislative and rulemaking efforts to effectuate the 
backup plan by mid-2018. 

Comment:  David Schwartz, Duke Environmental Law & Policy Clinic commented DAQ erred 
in confining its consideration of BSER measures to those whose costs were less than or equal to 
$23/ton CO2 emission reduction. 

Response:  EPA has determined $23 per ton as a basis for CO2 emissions reduction from EGUs 
under building block 1 implementing HRI measures. EPA has further determined that this cost is 
reasonable because it achieves “an appropriate balance between cost and amount of reductions.” 
According to the EPA, a cost of $23 per ton of CO2 associated with building block 1 falls within 
the range of EPA’s social cost of carbon estimates at a 5% discount rate. The EPA uses the social 
cost of carbon as a broad range of estimated monetary value of impacts associated with marginal 
changes in CO2 emissions in a given year. The DEQ used the cost effectiveness threshold of $23 
per ton to determine reasonableness of cost for each of the technically feasible measure in 
determining standards of performance for each unit subject to the rule. 

Comment:  David Schwartz, Duke Environmental Law & Policy Clinic commented DAQ's 
determination that the BSER measure is no action for 14 of the 24 affected coal-fired EGUs in 
NC will disproportionately impact human health and environmental quality in low-income and 
minority communities. 

Response:  It should be noted that DEQ developed the proposed rules in an effort to produce a 
111(d) state plan that is consistent with the Clean Air Act.  Further, the proposed rules focus on 
heat rate improvements and operational efficiencies at subject electric generating units (EGUs) 
that will reduce CO2 emissions.  A technical analysis was performed on all EGUs subject to the 
CPP by DEQ.  The technical analysis leading to the proposed rules considered:  the type of EGU, 
remaining useful life of the EGU, the unit's baseline data and future capacity factor, the 
feasibility of applying specific heat rate improvement measures on a given unit, whether the 
measure is adequately demonstrated, the degree of heat rate reduction potential for feasible heat 
rate improvement measures, site-specific limitations, and cost effectiveness. 

Comment:  David Schwartz, Duke Environmental Law & Policy Clinic commented that full 
implementation of the CPP will benefit low-income and minority communities in the form of 
lower utility rates. 

Response:  The DEQ has announced that work will begin on a backup plan that would 
comprehensively address all requirements of the final Clean Power Plan.  The stakeholder 
process for the development of the backup plan will begin in March of 2016, and consider all 
relevant information. DEQ anticipates completing the legislative and rulemaking efforts to 
effectuate the backup plan by mid-2018. 

Comment:  David Schwartz, Duke Environmental Law & Policy Clinic commented that 
language in 02D .2701 gives NC a perverse incentive to challenge the CPP, rather than to 
comply with it. 
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Response:  The DEQ has joined 23 other states in petitioning the District of Columbia Circuit 
Court of Appeals to review EPA’s final Clean Power Plan.  Three other states have petitioned 
separately.  While the litigation is ongoing, DEQ has proceeded with the development of the 
proposed rules in an effort to produce a 111(d) state plan that is consistent with the Clean Air 
Act.  This plan represents the primary plan for North Carolina, and if the plan is approved at all 
steps of the state’s Administrative Procedures Act process, DEQ plans to submit to EPA by the 
September 6, 2016 deadline. 

Comment:  Myra Blake, Southern Environmental Law Center commented that the proposed rule 
fails to comply with the CPP and unnecessarily limits the state's flexibility to achieve carbon 
emissions reductions.  DEQ's submission of insufficient state plan and challenge EPA's rejection 
of that plan in court cannot be used as a collateral attack on the CPP. 

Response:  The DEQ has consistently raised the various legal concerns with the proposed and 
then final Clean Power Plan promulgated under the Clean Air Act (CAA) §111(d) (80 FR 
64662).  In a January 27, 2014 letter to EPA Administrator Gina McCarthy, DEQ outlined 
various legal concerns in a Principles Document included in this hearing record.  In particular, 
DEQ affirms that EPA can only establish a unit-specific guidelines that describe control 
technologies that have been demonstrated.  DEQ agrees with the Sierra Club when it argued and 
prevailed in Asarco v. EPA (1978) that §111 of the CAA cannot be applied to a combination of 
facilities within a plant site or the plant site as a whole.  It certainly cannot be expanded to 
include facilities outside the plant site, or to source categories outside the proposed §111 source 
category.  Consequently, the plain language of the Act as well as legal precedent precludes EPA 
and States from implementation of building blocks 2 and 3 – both designed to require emission 
reductions outside of the affected emissions unit.  

The DEQ has joined 23 other states in petitioning the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of 
Columbia Circuit to review EPA’s final Clean Power Plan.  Three other states have petitioned 
separately.  While the litigation is ongoing, DEQ has proceeded with the development of the 
proposed rules in an effort to produce a 111(d) state plan that is consistent with the Clean Air 
Act.  This plan represents the primary plan for North Carolina, and if the plan is approved at all 
steps of the state’s Administrative Procedures Act process, DEQ plans to submit to EPA by the 
September 6, 2016 deadline.   

While the outcome of the litigation is unknown; the Department is beginning the development of 
a backup plan that would comprehensively address all requirements of the final Clean Power 
Plan.  The stakeholder process for the development of the backup plan will begin in March of 
2016, and DEQ anticipates completing the legislative and rulemaking efforts to effectuate the 
backup plan by mid-2018. 

Comment:  Myra Blake, Southern Environmental Law Center commented that the process for 
developing the rule and submitting it for public comment was deficient. 

Response:   The DEQ is following the procedures for adopting a permanent rule found in G.S. 
150B-21.2.  The public comment period ran from November 16, 2015 through January 15, 2016.  
Three public hearings were held on December 16 & 17, 2015 and on January 5, 2016 in 
Charlotte, Raleigh and Wilmington, respectively. 
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Comment:  Myra Blake, Southern Environmental Law Center commented that NC's CPP 
emissions target is readily achievable, and NC has already achieved and committed to significant 
emission reductions.  Under plan, NC would miss out on the significant customer savings, job 
opportunities, and health improvements provided by the CPP. 

Response:   The DEQ agrees that NC has already achieved significant CO2 emission 
reductionsand anticipates that the emissions will continue to decrease under the current 
regulatory programs.  The proposed rules were developed to produce a 111(d) state plan that is 
consistent with the Clean Air Act.  DEQ has announced that work will begin on a backup plan 
that would comprehensively address all requirements of the final Clean Power Plan.  The 
stakeholder process for the development of the backup plan will begin in March of 2016, and 
DEQ anticipates completing the legislative and rulemaking efforts to effectuate the backup plan 
by mid-2018. 

Comment:  Myra Blake, Southern Environmental Law Center commented that DEQ's plan fails 
to take advantage of early action opportunities and extra credit for renewables and low income 
energy efficiency. 

Response:   The DEQ will consider the Clean Energy Incentive Program during the development 
of the backup plan. 

Comment:  Myra Blake, Southern Environmental Law Center commented that DEQ's heat rate 
improvements fall short of what is feasible.  The proposed rule fails to consider possible heat rate 
improvements measures.  There was no independent verification or analysis of critical 
assumptions. 

Response:   The DEQ developed the proposed rules in an effort to produce a 111(d) state plan 
that is consistent with the Clean Air Act.  Further, the proposed rules focus on heat rate 
improvements and operational efficiencies at subject electric generating units (EGUs) that will 
reduce CO2 emissions.  A comprehensive literature review, including the technical report from 
Sargent and Lundy that served as the basis for much of EPA's heat rate improvement work, was 
conducted by DEQ staff.  The literature review was followed by a technical analysis of all EGUs 
subject to the CPP by DEQ.  The technical analysis considered:  the type of EGU, remaining 
useful life of the EGU, the unit's baseline data and future capacity factor, the feasibility of 
applying specific heat rate improvement measures on a given unit, whether the measure is 
adequately demonstrated, the degree of heat rate reduction potential for feasible heat rate 
improvement measures, site-specific limitations, and cost effectiveness.  Also, it should be noted 
that many heat rate improvement projects had already been implemented in NC at the time that 
this analysis began.  This supports the metric included in DEQ's presentation to the EMC in 
September 2015 showing that NC's coal-fired EGUs are the best/most efficient fleet in the 
United States on a pounds of CO2 per megawatt-hour basis in 2012.  In its comments to the 
proposed CPP, DEQ explained that many of its EGUs have already implemented performance 
improvement measures during the implementation of the Clean Smokestacks Act.  As a result, 
the menu of technological options available to certain EGUs is limited, resulting in fewer 
efficiency improvements than the inappropriate one-size fits all approach EPA used in 
developing goals under building block 1.  The DEQ also had two independent consultants assist 
with the technical analysis.  The consultants, in working with DEQ, provided subject matter 
expertise on both the technical issues of the energy industry, as well as the economics and 
finance aspects of this industry.  One of the consultants has extensive public and private sector 
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experience in energy and air pollution control and assisted EPA with the review of technical 
methods and potential labor impacts of measures that might result from heat rate improvement 
regulations.  The other consultant group has extensive experience in both industry and higher 
education serving the energy industry, particularly fossil-fired power stations in North Carolina.  
The DEQ concludes that the resulting analysis and proposed rules correctly identify the 
technically available and cost effective heat rate improvement measures. 

Comment:  Myra Blake, Southern Environmental Law Center commented that the capital 
charge rate used by DEQ in the fiscal analysis was too high. 

Response: 

EPA References to “capital charge rate of 14.3%” is reasonable. 

Example 1: 

Technical Support Document (TSD) for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants: 
Emission Guidelines for Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Existing Stationary Sources: Electric 
Utility Generating Units Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2013-0602 GHG Abatement Measures 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Office of Air and Radiation June 10, 2014 

http://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2014-06/documents/20140602tsd-ghg-abatement-
measures.pdf 

EPA also notes, “Heat Rate Improvement Breakeven Economic Analysis presents a simple 
breakeven economic analysis for combined HRI methods using the assumptions described above, 
also assuming there is no CO2 emission cost that is reduced via HRI. Notes: Capital cost S/MWh 
assumes the following: HRI capital cost = $100/kW; capital charge rate = 14.3%; IPM projected 
2020 annual capacity factor = 78%.” 

Example 2: 

Technical Support Document (TSD) for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants: 
Emission Guidelines for Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Existing Stationary Sources: Electric 
Utility Generating Units Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2013-0602 Greenhouse Gas Mitigation 
Measures U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Office of Air and Radiation August 3, 2015 

http://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-11/documents/tsd-cpp-ghg-mitigation-
measures.pdf 

2.6.3 Heat Rate Improvement Breakeven Economic Analysis  

Figure 2-12 presents a simplified economic breakeven analysis for a 4 percent nationwide 
average heat rate improvement, assuming there is no CO2 emission allowance cost involved. 
Additional assumptions used in the breakeven calculation include: capital charge rate of 14.3 
percent, as used in the IPM Base Case modeling for this final rule; 2030 annual capacity factor 
of 78 percent, derived from IPM modeling; coal fleet generation-weighted average 2030 net heat 
rate of 10,250 Btu/kWh before heat rate improvement, also derived from IPM modeling. 

2.7.2 Estimated fleet wide CO2 reduction from and cost for heat rate improvements EPA derived 
the following illustrative order-of-magnitude estimate of the fleet wide cost effectiveness of a 4 
percent heat rate improvement from the IPM Base Case modeling: 2.7.2.1 Fleet wide 2030 
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assumptions derived from IPM Base Case for this final rule • Coal fleet capacity applying 
combined heat rate improvement methods: 213,000 MW • Average net heat rate: 10,250 
Btu/kWh net, before 4 percent heat rate improvement • Average capacity factor: 78 percent • 
Heat rate improvement Btu and CO2 reduction: 4 percent • Heat rate improvement capital cost: 
$50/kW (assumed) • Annual capital charge rate: 14.3 percent • Average coal cost: 
$2.70/mmBtu 

EMC Appointment of Hearing Officer 
 
Comment:  Ms. Gayle Goldsmith Tuch of Gayle Goldsmith Tuch, P.C. states that It has come to 
her attention that the Environmental Management Commission's Hearing Officer is attorney 
Charlie Carter whose current clients include entities which are anti-regulation and anti-
environment, supporting the interests of large corporations and the fossil fuel industry. In 
general, his job for them is to oppose regulations, especially air quality regulations such as the 
Federal Clean Power Plan. Since this rule directly impacts the financial interests of his firm's 
clients, it is not reasonable to expect Mr. Carter to change his perspective in his role as Hearing 
Officer on this rulemaking. It is his responsibility to this and recuse himself. Since this has not 
occurred, he should be removed from this position. 
 
Comment:  Ryke Longest of Duke Law states that the North Carolina Administrative Procedure 
Act ("APA") was enacted to grant procedural rights to all persons to "ensure that the functions of 
rule-making investigation, advocacy, and adjudication are not all performed by the same person 
in the administrative process." The APA's separation principle is reinforced by the Internal 
Operating Procedures of the EMC which counsels the Chair to consider objectivity in hearing 
officer appointments. For this particular rulemaking, EMC Hearing Officer Charlie Carter's 
professional interests, longstanding leadership role with the environmental regulation-averse 
John Locke Foundation, and well-documented, public statements demonstrating his personal 
hostility toward the regulatory subject in question all worsen the existing separation principles 
violation. 
 
The Ethics Commission's webpage does not reflect whether Mr. Carter has sought its guidance 
on this matter. The failure to seek guidance on this question before agreeing to serve as hearing 
officer for this rulemaking prejudices the outcome of the rulemaking from the very beginning. 
Mr. Carter serves on the board of the John Locke Foundation (the "Foundation"), a nonprofit 
organization with a stated libertarian policy perspective that publishes a wealth of anti-
regulation, anti-environment, and pro-industry literature. Specific to climate change and 
greenhouse gas regulation, the Foundation has long played a role in advocating against any such 
regulation of greenhouse gases, including carbon dioxide, the subject matter of the present 
rulemaking. 
 
In November of 2015, Mr. Carter claimed that the State's currently proposed CAA Section 
111(d) rule was the only legal course available to North Carolina.  Mr. Carter's public statements 
clearly indicate that he has his mind made up regarding the sufficiency of the proposed rule. The 
role of advocacy, rulemaking, and hearing officer is now residing in the same person on the 
EMC. The public cannot expect to get a fair hearing when the hearing officer decided the 
outcome of the rulemaking proceeding before the hearings were even held. Mr. Carter should 
have been disqualified from serving as hearing officer under the Internal Operating Procedures 
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of the EMC as it was clear that a hearing officer without personal bias was needed to hear and 
report on the public's comments. 
 
Comment:  Myra Blake of the Southern Environmental Law Center commented that the EMC 
appointed a hearing officer who has publically expressed his disdain for the Clean Power Plan. 
Commissioner Carter has made no secret of his opposition to the EPA’s Clean Power Plan and 
his support for DEQ’s strategy of submitting a noncompliant plan. Appointing someone to 
preside over the public hearings and review of the proposed rule who has already prejudged the 
pertinent issues does little to instill confidence in this body’s ability to independently review the 
shortcomings of DEQ’s actions. 
 
Comment:  Anne Jones and Peter Schilz commented that Mr. Carter should recuse himself from 
the process. 
 
Response:  The commenters confuse the role of the a hearing officer for the Environmental 
Management Commission in this rulemaking with requirements for quasi judicial proceedings, as 
well as attempting to collapse the state’s response to EPA’s Clean Power Plan into a truncated 
process that began in November.  The plan that the Commission sent to public notice and 
comment at its November meeting is the latest stage in a regulatory process that commenced in 
June 2013 with the announcement of the Obama Administration’s Climate Action Plan (CAP).  
A key component of the CAP is the imposing significant reductions in carbon dioxide (CO2) 
emissions from power plant, particularly existing power plants that are the primary focus of 
EPA’s Clean Power Plan.  
 
In response to the CAP and EPA’s announcement that it would use Section 111(d) to effectuate 
the reduction of power plant CO2 emissions, the Department developed its Principles Document 
which set out legal issues with the use of 111(d) for this purpose.  The Principles were forwarded 
to EPA by letter dated January 27, 2014 letter to Administrator Gina McCarthy.  In particular, 
the Principles set forth the legal limitations on use of 111(d), including preclusion of regulation 
of a source category previously regulated under Section 112 of the Act, which is the case with 
power plants, and that under Section 111(d) EPA is authorized only to establish a unit-specific 
guidelines that describe control technologies have been demonstrated and apply only within the 
fenceline of affected units.   In summary, the Principles point out that the plain language of the 
Act, as well as legal precedents, precludes EPA from imposing outside the fenceline requirement 
of building blocks 2 and 3.  
 
EPA issued its proposed Clean Power Plan (CPP) in June 2014, and included four building 
blocks – the three included in the final CPP plus a fourth building block that would have 
imposed demand-side management requirements.  Following issuance of the proposal, the 
Department developed comments on it that were filed with EPA in the public comment period in 
the fall of 2014.  Those comments included the same positions on the legal infirmities of EPA’s 
Section 111(d) approach in the CPP, as well additional technical, policy, and timing comments.  
EPA issued its final CPP on August 6, 2015, but delayed publication of it in the Federal Register 
until October 23, 2015.  
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With issuance of the final CPP, the Department began development of the plan submitted to the 
Commission and approved for public notice and comment on November 5th.  As such, the state’s 
proposed plan is the culmination of the two and one-half year regulatory process that began with 
announcement of the CAP in June 2013.  The legal positions supporting the proposal were 
developed over that time and did not simply begin at the November consideration by the 
Commissions.  As such, comments and comments by members of the Commission and the 
hearing officer are the result of that multi-year process and entirely consistent with the principles 
applicable to rulemaking matters committed to the Commission.  Consequently, the public 
hearing process and oversight by the hearing officer have been entirely consistent with those 
principles.  
 
One of the commenters recently filed a similar challenge to a rulemaking action by the former 
Chairman of the Commission.  The challenge was litigated in the Wake County Superior Court, 
Hallie Turner v. EMC, 15 CVS 2488, with a final dismissing the challenge issued on December 
11, 2015.  The commenter argued that the Chairman should have recused himself and not acted 
on the petition due to bias and conflicts of interest, similar to those raised here, due to 
involvement in and representation of client on greenhouse gas and climate change issues.  The 
judge dismissed those allegations as well as all other legal issues involved in that rulemaking 
challenge.  Similar to that decision, there is no ethical issue precluding the hearing officer from 
participating in this rulemaking or requiring his recusal.   
 
If commenters believed some ethical issue existed, it should have been raised in a timely manner 
rather than delaying any mention of it until the final public hearing in January, which was the 
case for only one commenter.  The other four commenters did not mention this question until 
their written comments were filed at the end of the comment period on January 15th.   
 
Commenters have also mischaracterized the role of the hearing officer as acting as a “filter” with 
respect to the hearing record for this rulemaking.  Nothing could be farther from the facts.  All 
comments, both written and oral from the public hearings are included in the hearing record and 
fully considered in the report and recommendations to the Commission on final action.  Nothing 
is “filtered” by the hearing officer or the Department in developing the report and 
recommendations. 
 
NC Conservation Network, Environmental Defense Fund, et. al Comments 
 
Comment:  The NC Conservation Network, Environmental Defense Fund and 18 other 
organizations commented that they oppose the proposed rules and encourage full compliance 
with the CPP.  The commenters urge DEQ to include mechanisms for increasing renewable 
energy production and energy efficiency, grid upgrades, participation in the CEIP and 
consideration of a mass-based approach to enable market mechanisms to achieve emission 
reductions at the least cost.  The commenters note climate change threatens NC’s environment 
and economy; the CPP presents an economic opportunity; and DEQ’s draft rules are inadequate.  
The commenters note several recommendations to ensure the sufficiency of NC’s CPP rules, 
including a robust stakeholder process.   
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Response:  The DEQ developed the proposed rules in an effort to produce a 111(d) state plan 
that is consistent with the Clean Air Act.  Further, the proposed rules focus on heat rate 
improvements and operational efficiencies at subject electric generating units (EGUs) that will 
reduce CO2 emissions.  A technical analysis was performed on all EGUs subject to the CPP by 
DEQ.  The technical analysis leading to the proposed rules considered:  the type of EGU, 
remaining useful life of the EGU, the unit's baseline data and future capacity factor, the 
feasibility of applying specific heat rate improvement measures on a given unit, whether the 
measure is adequately demonstrated, the degree of heat rate reduction potential for feasible heat 
rate improvement measures, site-specific limitations, and cost effectiveness. 
 
The DEQ has announced that work will begin on a backup plan that would comprehensively 
address all requirements of the final Clean Power Plan.  The stakeholder process for the 
development of the backup plan will begin in March of 2016, and DEQ anticipates completing 
the legislative and rulemaking efforts to effectuate the backup plan by mid-2018.  The DEQ will 
give the Clean Energy Incentive Program consideration during the development of the backup 
plan. 
 
NRDC Comments 
 
Comment:  The Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC) commented that they do not 
support the proposed rules and rather than offering suggestions on how to repair an intentionally 
deficient plan, they provide recommendations for meaningful public engagement that would lead 
to a real plan.   A robust state planning process involving all stakeholders and in particular 
vulnerable, frontline communities is necessary to an effective rule in NC under the CPP.  NRDC 
suggests a stakeholder process similar to the one underway in South Carolina and outlines 
recommendations to meet EPA requirements for consultation and involvement of vulnerable and 
frontline communities. 
 
Response:   The DEQ believes that the primary plan presented to the EMC on November 5, 
2015 represents what is currently authorized by the Clean Air Act. The DEQ has joined other 
states in petitioning the District of Columbia Circuit Court of Appeals to review EPA’s final 
Clean Power Plan.  While the litigation is ongoing, DEQ has proceeded with the development of 
the proposed rules in an effort to produce a 111(d) state plan that is consistent with the Clean Air 
Act.  This plan represents the primary plan for North Carolina, and if the plan is approved at all 
steps of the state’s Administrative Procedures Act process, DEQ plans to submit to EPA by the 
September 6, 2016 deadline.   
 
While the outcome of the litigation is unknown; the Department is also beginning the 
development of a backup plan that would comprehensively address all requirements of the final 
Clean Power Plan.  The stakeholder process for the development of the backup plan will begin in 
March of 2016, and DEQ anticipates completing the legislative and rulemaking efforts to 
effectuate the backup plan by mid-2018.  
 
The suggestions provided by NRDC will be considered as DEQ develops the backup plan. 
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Included in Chapter VI of the hearing record are the legal briefs filed by the NRDC and several 
other states opposing the EPA’s use of Section 111(d) to regulate emissions from electric steam 
generating units. 
 
Clean Energy Incentive Program 
 
Comment:  Mal Maynard commented that we need a plan that takes advantage of the Clean 
Energy Incentive Plan (CEIP) to provide programs that bring strong energy efficiency programs 
that target low income communities. If implemented correctly, energy efficiency programs can 
provide the least expensive way to help low income consumers reduce utility bills while also 
providing the benefit of lowering overall energy demands, that can help keep energy costs down 
as well. The CEIP provides an opportunity to design renewable wind and solar energy programs 
that will benefit low income communities. 
 
Comment:  Peter Ledford of the North Carolina Sustainable Energy Association (NCSEA) 
commented that NCSEA does not support approval of the proposed state rules because they (1) 
do not comply with the Clean Power Plan; (2) do not utilize renewable energy or energy 
efficiency as methods for complying with the Clean Power Plan; and (3) do not allow North 
Carolina to participate in the CEIP.  NCSEA does not support approval of the proposed state 
rules because they do not allow North Carolina to participate in the CEIP. The Clean Power Plan 
creates the CEIP, which rewards investments in renewable energy and energy efficiency in low-
income communities in 2020 and 2021, at no cost to the states. All a state needs to do to 
participate in the CEIP is to indicate in their state plan that they wish to participate. Despite the 
numerous upsides to North Carolina participating in the CEIP, DEQ declined to opt-in to the 
CEIP in the proposed state rules and provides no justification for its decision not to participate. 
 
Comment:  Samuel Gunter of the North Carolina Housing Coalition encouraged the DEQ to 
include investments in energy efficiency for low-income communities in the state’s CPP 
implementation plan. Right now at least 14% of NC households spend at least half of their 
income on housing and utilities. Nearly 95% of those households are extremely low to low 
income. Too often, severely cost burdened households live in older and less energy efficient 
homes. North Carolina’s CPP plan can play a role through the CEIP. The CEIP was created to 
reward early investments in demand-side energy efficiency programs implemented in low-
income communities. Even though energy efficiency is not a CPP building block for compliance, 
demand-side energy efficiency is a proven and cost-effective way for NC to comply with carbon 
reduction target. 
 
Comment:  Greg Kirkpatrick of the Habitat for Humanity of North Carolina commented that 
Environmental stewardship and sustainability are a part of Habitat’s core principles. Energy 
efficiency in the homes we build is one measure our commitment to responsible homebuilding. 
Hence, we were disappointed to learn that the DEQ’s proposed implementation plan under the 
Clean Power Plan does nothing to promote or incentivize additional investments in energy 
efficiency for low-income communities. If made, these investments would not only reduce 
carbon pollution, but would also pay immediate dividends by saving consumers money on their 
power bills. The EPA’s Clean Power Plan includes an optional program, the CEIP, to incentivize 
low-income energy efficiency. As you know, under the CEIP, North Carolina could get “extra 
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credit” for investments in energy efficiency that benefit low income populations, making it easier 
to comply with the Plan’s carbon pollution reduction targets. States that do not opt-in to the 
CEIP risk losing out to those that do, leaving Habitat NC and other affordable housing providers 
without additional resources to invest in cost-saving energy efficiency upgrades for those we 
serve. 
 
Response:  The DEQ will consider the Clean Energy Incentive Program during the development 
of the backup plan. 
 
Cost of Electricity 
 
Comment:  Stefan Nowicki of Domtar commented that Domtar is most concerned with the 
many different costs associated with the federal Clean Power Plan, and implementing it. Any 
costs that utilities will occur as a result of this rule, they can easily pass on to their customers via 
rate increases. While estimates vary, and experts suggests these numbers to be undervalued, 
studies by NERA suggest a 11-14% increase for retail customers and a study by NMA suggests a 
23.7% increase for wholesale customers. In a declining business that is energy/resource 
intensive, as well as trade exposed, we are challenged to find further cost savings to be achieved 
to absorb higher electricity prices. Domtar is always open to work with partners in the utilities 
industry to both be part of articulating a solution. What we fear may happen in a few years is an 
iteration of the clean power plan for “general manufacturing” that would effectively result in 
being regulated twice. 
 
Comment:  Sam Phillips of Nucor stated that Nucor’s concerns regarding the rule the EPA is 
proposing on the federal level are that: 1) it will drive up energy costs for North Carolina's 
families and its manufacturers who employ them; and 2) the rule will compromise the reliable 
delivery of electricity to consumers. First, regarding costs, the proposed rule is going to have 
huge financial consequences for both residential consumers and manufacturers. Steelmaking is 
an energy-intensive process. Nucor uses anywhere from 50 megawatts to 150 megawatts to melt 
scrap metal in electric arc furnaces to create new steel products. Because we are a large energy 
user, energy consumption accounts for up to 20 percent of the cost of making each ton of steel. 
One study by Energy Ventures Analysis, projects industrial power rates in North Carolina will 
increase by 26 percent by 2020. Every one cent increase in electricity costs translates into a cost 
increase of millions per year for Nucor Steel Hertford. 
 
The dramatic increase in natural gas production in the U.S. has kept prices low and helped spur a 
wave of manufacturing investment in this country. With the rule driving increased natural gas 
usage for electricity generation, there is a risk that price volatility in the natural gas market, 
particularly during periods of strong demand such as the winter heating season, will drive up 
both our natural gas and electricity costs. If these proposed air regulations encourage fuel 
switching, while regulations on hydraulic fracturing discourage natural gas production, it will 
drive up natural gas costs for industrial consumers. A study by NERA Economic Consulting 
estimates that the increase reliance on gas-fired generation could increase natural gas prices by 
up to 29 percent. 
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The rapid retirement of coal-fired generation required under the proposed rule and tight timelines 
for implementation run the real risk of severely compromising reliability, leading to blackouts in 
various parts of the country. Coal and nuclear power are required to provide the level of base-
load generation needed to maintain reliable, affordable power delivery for businesses and 
residential consumers. Nucor believes EPA should scrap the Clean Power Plan and start over to 
create a plan that is more realistic in its treatment of base-load power and timelines for 
implementation. 
 
Comment:  Walte Emery and Kevin Shinalt commented that they live on a fixed income. They 
are concerned about electricity costs. They do not support the Clean Power Plan. 
 
Comment:  PJ Lofland commented that he does not support the Clean Power Plan. The Clean 
Power Plan will ultimately more than double the cost of natural gas and electricity. 
 
Comment:  Rex Foster and Jan Comer commented that the plan will increase the cost of 
electricity. 
 
Response:  DEQ has proceeded with the development of the proposed rules in an effort to 
produce a 111(d) state plan that is consistent with the Clean Air Act.  This plan represents the 
primary plan for North Carolina, and if the plan is approved at all steps of the state’s 
Administrative Procedures Act process, DEQ plans to submit to EPA by the September 6, 2016 
deadline.  The proposed rules represent cost-effective and adequately demonstrated measures 
that will not compromise electric system reliability. Based on DAQ’s fiscal analysis in Chapter 
VI of this hearing record, it is anticipated that implementation of the proposed rules will result in 
fuel savings for the affected EGU’s 
 
Energy Efficiency 
 
Comment:  Bill Jenson of the Apex Town Council commented that the state needs to get 
directly involved with renewable energy systems on public building and properties. We should 
already have solar PV systems on all state owned buildings. We can continue to rely on private 
industry to achieve the necessary goals in reducing carbon dioxide. The private sector receives 
tax-credits and depreciation allowances that towns are not availed of. If the state would provide 
the same assistance to towns as grants, we could install these systems ourselves, and keep all 
public money in the public sector. 
 
Comment:  Jennifer Kefer of the Alliance for Industrial Efficiency commented that the EPA has 
confirmed that states can use industrial efficiency as one way to meet their emissions targets 
under the Clean Power Plan. By including policies that advance industrial efficiency in its plan, 
North Carolina will strengthen its manufacturing base, promote economic growth, increase grid 
reliability, and reduce emissions while lowering everyone’s electric bills. Studies have estimated 
that up to 32 percent of industrial energy use could be saved through cost-effective efficiency 
measures.  
 
By generating both heat and electricity from a single fuel source, CHP dramatically lowers 
emissions and increases overall fuel efficiency – allowing utilities and companies to effectively 
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“get more with less.” CHP can operate using more than 70 percent of fuel inputs. As a 
consequence, combined heat and power (CHP) can produce electricity with roughly one-quarter 
the emissions of an existing coal power plant. Waste heat to power (WHP) can generate 
electricity with no additional fuel and no incremental emissions. Due to its scale, a single CHP or 
WHP investment can achieve significant emission reductions. 
 
Despite the many benefits of industrial efficiency, a number of barriers impede greater adoption, 
including the internal competition for capital that often undervalues efficiency investments, 
utility business models that dis-incentivize utilities to fully promote industrial efficiency and 
CHP, and information barriers that make it harder for manufacturers to make informed decisions. 
As North Carolina develops its Clean Power Plan compliance strategy, we urge you to consider 
strong complementary policies that address these hurdles to full deployment of all cost-effective 
energy efficiency in the industrial sector, and provide programs and incentives that reflect the 
true value of efficiency. Such policies will further allow power companies to meet compliance 
obligations under the CPP in a cost-effective manner. 
 
Comment:  Melissa Malkin-Weber stated that she would like to focus on an opportunity to 
expand the benefits of the Clean Power Plan to the state by investing in energy efficiency. We 
know that low and moderate income families often face very high energy bills because they can’t 
afford to make investments in energy efficiency that are available to higher income families. 
Low income families on average spend 13% of their take-home pay on energy costs, nearly 
double the national average. With innovative methods of financing, energy efficiency can be 
accessible to even low and moderate income people. Self-Help Credit Union seeks to connect 
our lending experience to broader public policy impacts. We’d like to work with DEQ to extend 
the benefits of energy efficiency to more NC families. 
 
Comment:  Evan Auld of the Energy QA and the Building Performance Industry of North 
Carolina commented that the CPP provides 3 core avenues to help curb our power plant 
emissions. One of those tenets is the adoption of renewable energy generation. I’d like to offer 
for consideration the unequivocal best form of renewable energy: Building performance and 
usage efficiency. Very few think of efficiency as a renewable resource, but dollar for dollar 
upgrading our usage efficiency has the largest return on investment compared to investing in new 
PV or Wind generation, or tightening down on coal fired efficiencies. Supporting the clean 
power plan’s renewables option via building efficiency as a compliance route will finally help 
galvanize the building performance industry. Thousands of contractors, experts and generations 
of those entering the workforce will be able succeed and flourish. 
 
Comment:  Tate Rust, Richard Harkrader and Beth Henry commented that the plan should 
address energy efficiency. 
 
Response:  The DEQ will consider energy efficiency during the development of the backup 
plan. 
 
  

A-35



I-32 
 

  

Renewable Energy 
 
Comment: Bruce Burcat of the Mid-Atlantic Renewable Energy Coalition (MAREC) and Gus 
Preschle stated that MAREC strongly believes that including wind energy as a means to help 
meet the CPP would bring significant value to the State and would also be a cost-effective tool 
for compliance. According to the National Renewable Energy Laboratory, which produced these 
maps, the state has a resource potential under current technology to produce an additional 2,201 
MW of onshore wind capacity and 50,000 MW of offshore nameplate wind capacity. Wind 
energy consistently emerged as the lowest cost option for reducing carbon emissions to support 
compliance with the CPP. Importantly, grid operator studies, including this region’s grid 
operator, PJM, confirm that these levels of renewable energy can be reliably integrated into their 
transmission grids. The benefits of switching to wind are easily measured and verifiable. One 
megawatt hour (MWh) of wind energy avoids .75 tons, or 1,500 pounds, of carbon dioxide 
emissions on average. A typical 2 megawatt (MW) wind turbine avoids around 4,000-4,500 tons 
of carbon emissions annually, equivalent to the annual carbon emissions of more than 700 cars.  
 
Comment:  Gus Simmons of Cavanaugh commented that the conversion of organic waste into 
biogas, which may easily be refined to renewable natural gas, is an extremely positive approach 
to addressing carbon emissions. Such organic-waste derived renewable natural gas allows us to 
continue utilizing existing electricity generating infrastructure (existing power plants that use 
natural gas to make electricity) and supports the electric utilities continuing to do what they do 
best – convert fuel into electrons. The final Clean Power Plan rule by EPA recognizes that 
carbon emissions from the decomposition of organic waste has a net neutral impact on 
greenhouse gas emissions. Perhaps this is why I see a strategy to addressing the Clean Power 
Plan so obviously before us – harvest the renewable natural gas potential of our immense organic 
waste resources, use this Renewable Natural Gas to fuel our energy needs, and buy North 
Carolina fuel created by North Carolina resources. 
 
Comment:  Keith Wilson commented that the move from water intensive fossil fuel and nuclear 
energy to renewable energy is key, as solar and wind energy need not be water reliant to create 
power. The need to move to renewable energy is more than a climate change issue, it is a water 
issue. 
 
Comment:  Gautam Desie, Rodney Sadler, Jonathan Hudson, Elizabeth Adams, Robert van der 
Dribb, Marc Dreyfors, Scott Skowronski, Kate Cardawone, Gerald DeVito, Matt Rudolf, Ben 
Kerr, Julie Johnson and Lauren Gayre commented that the plan should address renewable 
energy. 
 
Response:  The DEQ will consider renewable energy during the development of the backup 
plan. 
 
 
General Comments 
 
Comment:  Katie Todd of the North Carolina League of Conservation Voters (NCLCV) 
submitted a letter on behalf of 780 members of the NCLCV.  They commented that the draft rule 
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from the NC Department of Environmental Quality fails to clean up dangerous carbon pollution 
from our air; ignores our state’s capability and progress in generating electricity from renewable 
energy sources and increasing energy-efficiency programs; and fails to have an inclusive 
stakeholder process so all voices, especially from our most vulnerable communities, can be 
heard. 
 
Comment:  Heather Hahn of Audubon North Carolina commented that the Environmental 
Protection Agency’s (EPA) Clean Power Plan under Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act has 
established reasonable emissions reductions goals and provides states with significant flexibility 
in choosing how to meet those goals. We respectfully request that the Environmental 
Management Commission (EMC) not approve the proposed rules as submitted and instead 
encourage the Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) to prepare and resubmit a new rule 
or ‘backup plan’ that fully complies with the emissions reduction goals that have been set by 
EPA. The proposed ‘backup plan’ should be informed by a wide range of stakeholder groups and 
public opinion prior to release. 
 
Comment:  Steve Copulsky of the NC Chapter of the Sierra Club commented that there is no 
renewable energy component in the DEQ proposed state rules to comply with the Clean Power 
Plan. There was also no stakeholder process leading up to the proposed state rules and no 
consultation with vulnerable communities as required. Finally, the proposed rules come nowhere 
close to meeting the required carbon dioxide emissions reductions. For these reasons, the EMC 
should not approve the proposed rules to implement Clean Air Act Section 111(d). We ask the 
EMC to require DEQ to affirmatively say, in the proposed rules that North Carolina plans to 
participate in the Clean Energy Incentives Program (CEIP). The CEIP offers states incentives, 
such as double credits, to develop clean energy and energy efficiency projects for low income 
communities. 
 
Comment:  June Blotnick of Clean Air Carolina stated that the response the state has already 
taken to reduce North Carolina’s carbon emissions is in direct opposition to the leadership shown 
by Republican and Democratic leaders in 2002 when the Clean Smokestacks legislation was 
passed to clean up our coal plants. Instead of ignoring the problems of extreme air pollution in 
the cities and acid rain and haze in our mountains, state officials convened a large group of 
stakeholders including physicians, university researchers, representatives from utility companies, 
environmental groups, the legislature, the governor's office, state agencies, and electric rate 
payers' associations. This highly inclusive stakeholder process ensured all viewpoints were 
represented and resulted in landmark legislation. The Clean Power Plan offers us the opportunity 
to reduce carbon pollution from existing coal plants and improve air quality and public health by 
taking advantage of our abundant sunshine and wind power on the coast. 
 
Comment:  Harvey Richmond of the NC Chapter of the NC Sierra Club commented that the 
EMC should insist that DEQ develop a real plan for our state that 1) reduces carbon dioxide 
emissions in accordance with the federal requirements, 2) includes clean energy solutions, 3) 
protects our communities health and the environment, and 4) includes vulnerable communities 
and public stakeholders in the development of a substantive plan that meets the EPA targets for 
the year 2030.  
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Comment:  Lloyd Smith of Cortech Solutions submitted a common on behalf of 43 NC 
businesses. The undersigned businesses have deep concerns about the State Implementation Plan 
proposed by the NC DEQ. We believe that the proposed State Implementation Plan is likely to 
be rejected by EPA as insufficient, which will lead to an almost certain federal takeover of North 
Carolina’s Clean Power Plan. This creates considerable uncertainty about the future business 
environment while substituting the judgment of local stakeholders here in North Carolina for 
unelected bureaucrats in Washington. The proposed State Implementation Plan, which is likely 
to be rejected, misses an opportunity to maximize the economic benefit of compliance through 
the creation of new industries. The proposed State Implementation Plan, once rejected, could 
raise the cost of compliance, as the Federal plan will not be optimized to North Carolina’s unique 
generation mix and local ecosystem. 
 
Comment:  Dr. Mani Berenji, Dr, Gerald Strope, Lauren Kyle Horton, and Alison Jones of 
Mothers & Other for Clean Air commented that the Clean Power Plan is a step in the right 
direction. It will not only reduce carbon pollution, but will also reduce other harmful pollutants 
that cause heath issues to both children and adults. 
 
Comment:  Debra Baker, Karen Richardson, Harry Taylor, E. Winters Mabry, Henry Fansler, 
Karen Bearden, Charles Humble, Priss Endo, Jane Watson, Joel Olsen, Ken Kneidel, Brian 
Magi, Jeff Botz, Jared Burton, Hallie Turner, Robert Bruck, Stephen Jurovico, Morgan Malone, 
Caroline Blythe, Adam Kay, Jasmine Gregory, Anita Simna, Lib Hutchby, Holly Hardin, Roy 
McIlmal, Peter Gillman-Bryan, Roger Shew, Ashley Daniels, Scott Johnson, Nancy Sharp, 
Nelson Bealier, Jim Nesbit, Lora Sharkey, and Deborah Ginsberg supported a complete plan that 
reduces harmful carbon pollution. 
 
Comment:  Harvard Ayers, Rob Chew, Brian Kashler, LaNesha Wright, Richard Fireman, 
Roger Diedrich, Sally Kneidel, Rick Glazier of North Carolina Justice Center, Sig Hutchinson, 
Sheila Read,  John Murawski, Ed Ablard, Yvonne Moody, Mac Montgomery, David Pollock, 
Calvin Cupini, Nancy Allison, Eliza Lubach, John Calhoun, Steve Rundall, Britten Cleveland, 
Marvin Wall, Therese Vick, Carson Harkrader, Arya Pontula, Michelle Nowlin, Kyra Moore, 
Ewan Kingston, Rob Zapple, Jack Spruill, Peter Key, and Ann Prince supported the full 
implementation of the Clean Power Plan as outlined by the EPA. The DEQ’s proposed rules do 
not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. Renewable 
energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan. 
 
Comment:  Dr. James Kenny of Medical Advocates for Healthy Air (MAHA) submitted a 
comment on behalf of MAHA and was signed by 171 medical professionals.  They expressed 
concern about the impact of air pollution on human health. We strongly support the full 
implementation of the Clean Power Plan as outlined by the EPA. The Clean Power Plan’s 
flexible “building blocks” (reducing power plant CO2 emissions, increasing renewable energy 
generation, and moving from coal to natural gas) enable North Carolina to continue our 
leadership in the renewable sector, which has the additional advantages of providing clean jobs 
and lowering energy bills.  We call on you to fully implement the Clean Power Plan and 
strengthen North Carolina’s investment in emission-free energy production. It is the right thing 
to do for the health of the people who live, grow, study, and work in our state. Laura Wenzel 
submitted an individual comment on behalf of MAHA. 
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Comment:  Liz Kazal and Dave Rogers of Environment North Carolina submitted separate 
comments that were signed by 1657 people. They supported the Environmental Protection 
Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). 
We are well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the CPP if we build upon our solar success 
and wind potential. Not only is there no clean energy in DEQ’s current proposal, but the 
administration is also setting the state up for failure by knowingly submitting a substandard plan. 
 
Comment:  Hanah Ehrenreich of Sustainable Sandhills, Lloyd Smith, Thom Kay and Mal 
Maynard commented that DEQ’s plan lack of support for solar industry growth and utilization of 
renewable energy sources in the state. The Clean Power Plan neglects to provide a Clean Energy 
Incentive Plan as recommended by the US EPA to make clean, affordable energy available to 
low-income homeowners. DEQ’s dismissal of Building Blocks 2 and 3 of the Federal Clean 
Power Plan represents a danger to the health, safety and economic well-being of North Carolina's 
citizens. 
 
Comment:  Max Stone of Dogwood Alliance supported the full implementation of the Clean 
Power Plan as outlined by the EPA. The DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to achieving 
the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. Renewable energy and energy efficiency 
should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan. The state plan must also include 
documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community involvement, 
including engagement with vulnerable communities. 
 
Comment:  John Bachman and Paul Namaste commented that the DEQ should use the 
opportunity presented by the Clean Power Plan and begin now to work with stakeholders and 
surrounding states to develop and analyze comprehensive approaches to reducing carbon dioxide 
emissions from power generation. 
 
Comment:  There were 399 people who sent a postcard that had three main comments. They 
commented that there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal. Renewable energy and energy 
efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan. They also stated that the DEQ 
failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.  The EPA Clean Energy 
Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy and 
energy efficiency projects for low income communities. Also, North Carolina should prioritize 
participation in this EPA Program. The draft rules not take advantage of this program. 
 
Comment:  12,002 people sent email comments. Most of the commenters expressed one or more 
of the following comments in their response: 

• DEQ needs to develop a complete and comprehensive plan. 
• Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s plan. 
• DEQ failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. 
• The Clean Energy Incentive Program offers incentives to develop clean energy and 

energy efficiency projects for low income communities. The state plan does not take 
advantage of this program. 

• The proposed plan does not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions 
required by EPA. 
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Response:  The majority of the commenters have expressed a need for DEQ to develop a 
complete and comprehensive plan to comply with EPA’s Clean Power Plan. The DEQ believes 
that the primary plan presented to the EMC on November 5, 2015 represents what is currently 
authorized by the Clean Air Act. The DEQ has joined other states in petitioning the District of 
Columbia Circuit Court of Appeals to review EPA’s final Clean Power Plan. While the litigation 
is ongoing, DEQ has proceeded with the development of the only portion of the federal plan that 
is currently authorized under the CAA and the North Carolina General Statutes, that is a building 
block 1 only plan, focused on heat rate improvements at the affected facilities in North Carolina.  
This plan represents the primary plan for North Carolina, and if the plan is approved at all steps 
of the state’s Administrative Procedures Act process, DEQ plans to submit to EPA by the 
September 6, 2016 deadline.   
 

While the outcome of the litigation is unknown; the Department is beginning the development of 
a backup plan that would comprehensively address all requirements of the final Clean Power 
Plan.  The stakeholder process for the development of the backup plan will begin in March of 
2016, and DEQ anticipates completing the legislative and rulemaking efforts to effectuate the 
backup plan by mid-2018.  

In developing the backup plan, some of the issues that will need to be considered are:   

• What type of plan is best for North Carolina – rate based or mass based?   
• What additional legislative action and rulemaking action are needed to effectuate 

the backup plan? 
• What should the role of renewable energy sources be in the plan? 
• What should the role of energy efficiency be in the plan? 
• Which option(s) provide the most cost-effective, technically feasible and reliable 

electricity supply to the citizens of North Carolina? 
• Should North Carolina participate in the Clean Energy Incentive Program? 

The DEQ is committed to working with stakeholders to develop a plan that makes sense for 
North Carolina.  The DEQ will work to complete a backup plan that is fully compliant with the 
requirements of the federal Clean Power Plan. 
 
Comment:  Gary King commented that embracing the failed policies of foreign governments, it 
has become even more of an imperative that we reverse regulations that further the decline of 
plant growth which will eventually starve and impoverish millions. He does not support the 
Clean Power Plan. 
 
Comment:  Amos Elvis, Kevin Shinault, and Ron Lafond supported the North Carolina and the 
state’s push back against an overbearing EPA on air quality. 
 
Comment:  Katharine Kollins commented that DEQ’s current compliance proposal is best for 
the state of North Carolina in terms of the future of our electricity prices and economic 
development. 
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Comment:  Susan McBride comment that she did not support the federal Clean Power Plan. 
 
Response:  Thank you for your comment. 
 
 
 
SUMMARY OF COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 
 
 

Comments Response 
Unclear whether the proposed rule is intended to 
constitute a portion of, or possibly the entirety of, 
North Carolina’s 111(d) state plan under the 
Clean Power Plan. 

DEQ believes that EPA can only establish a 
unit-specific guideline that describes what 
control technologies have been demonstrated. 
DEQ has proceeded with the development of a 
primary plan that is consistent with the Clean 
Air Act. Outcome of litigation is unknown. 
DEQ is beginning development of backup plan 
to address all requirements of CPP. 

North Carolina’s draft rule does not appear to 
achieve either the CO2 emission performance 
rates or the statewide CO2 emission goals. 

DEQ believes building block 1 is the only 
portion of the final Clean Power Plan that is 
authorized under the Clean Air Act. Purpose of 
the primary plan is to identify those measures 
that can be undertaken from both a 
technological and cost effective standpoint to 
improve heat rate at the affected emission 
sources in North Carolina. 

Design, equipment, work practice, and 
operational standards cannot be considered to be 
"standards of performance" for purposes of a state 
plan under the Clean Power Plan. Draft rule does 
not appear to place enforceable CO2 emission 
limits or rates on EGUs. 

North Carolina’s rules satisfy the requirements 
of Section 111 of the Clean Air Act. 

North Carolina's final Clean Power Plan submittal 
must include a demonstration that each affected 
EGU's emission standard is quantifiable, non-
duplicative, permanent, verifiable, and 
enforceable according to 40 C.F.R.§60.5775. 

DEQ believes that the proposed rules are in fact 
enforceable and do address the requirements 
necessary for determining compliance. 

North Carolina's draft rule does not appear to 
include monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting 
requirements that are as stringent as those 
specified in 40 C.F.R. §60.5860. 

The performance parameters required to be 
reported under Rule .2705 (e.g., carbon dioxide 
mass emissions/rate, net generation) are 
indicators of the efficiency improvements 
achieved as a result of heat rate improvement 
measures specified in Rule .2703.  The method 
used to conduct monitoring, recordkeeping, and 
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Comments Response 
reporting of these performance indicators will 
be based on 40 CFR 60.5860. 

Under 40 C.F.R. §60.5745(a)(12), North 
Carolina's final plan submittal must include 
documentation of any conducted community 
outreach and community involvement, including 
engagement with vulnerable communities. 

This rulemaking followed the Administrative 
Procedures Act process contained in North 
Carolina General Statutes Section 150B. The 
primary plan is very similar to all other 
rulemaking actions and for which the 
Administrative Procedures Act has been 
deemed adequate by EPA. .  In addition to 
normal administrative procedures, additional 
public meetings held to help educate the 
Environmental Management Commission on 
the requirements of the Clean Power Plan and 
the legal concerns with the final rule. 

North Carolina's draft regulation at 15A NCAC 
02D.2701(f) contains an "automatic rescission 
clause" that would automatically remove 
provisions from the approved state plan in the 
wake of specified triggering events, such as a 
decision by the D.C. Circuit declaring a provision 
unlawful. 

The rescission clause in 15A NCAC 02D. 
2701(f) is included in order to preserve limited 
resources repealing the 111(d) rules in the event 
that the federal Clean Power Plan is vacated by 
the courts.  EPA approval of this provision will 
not be requested when the primary plan is 
submitted. 

Language in .2701(b) is unclear in the manner in 
which the rule implies that units are affected if 
they meet the criteria in .2701(b)(1), (2), and (3). 
rule should incorporate the entire EGU 
applicability statement from 40 CFR 60.5845 and 
exemptions in 60.5850. 

Rule 15A NCAC 02Q .2701 was revised per the 
comment. 

Requested a revision that would impose 
obligations on sources only when the state rules 
and State Plan are approved by the EPA. 

This plan represents the primary plan for North 
Carolina, and if the plan is approved at all steps 
of the state’s Administrative Procedures Act 
process, it will be submitted to EPA by the 
September 6, 2016 deadline. Following the 
EPA’s determination of completeness, EPA 
should assess the plan and find that the plan 
satisfies the requirements of the Clean Air Act. 

Definition of “Affected EGU” in 15A NCAC 
02D .2702 should be based on the applicability 
statement in 02D .2701(b). 

Definition was revised. 

Requested changes to the definitions of heat rate 
improvement measures in 15A NCAC 02D 
.2702(2), (4), (6), (7), (10), and (11). 

Rule language is revised to provide clarity to 
each definition. 

Recommended deletion of definition for 
“Condenser rebundle, retube, rebuild (CRR)” in 
15A NCAC 02D .2702(5) and “Variable speed 
drives” in 15A NCAC 02D .2702(17). 

Definitions were removed. 
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Comments Response 
Recommended a modification to the term “Net 
Generation” in 15A NCAC 2D .2702(15) to be 
changed to “Net Electric Output”. 

“Net Generation” is replaced with “Net Electric 
Generation.” 

15A NCAC 02D .2702 (f) is unclear whether all 
facilities are required to report or only those with 
requirements and if reporting is for each affected 
unit or for the entire facility. 

Clarification to Rule .2702(f) is being made to 
require the submittal of an annual compliance 
report for only those units with required BSER 
measures. 

15A NCAC 02D .2702 should contain a 
definition for “Net Energy Output” as defined in 
40 CFR 60.5880 to allow reporting of a 
significant part of the company’s output as useful 
thermal energy. 

This addition is not made because none of the 
affected EGUs with requirements are producing 
useful thermal energy. 

“Gross Electrical Generation” in .2705(f) is not 
defined in .2702. 

A definition for “Gross Electrical Generation” 
has been added in Rule .2702 as defined by the 
U.S. Energy Information Administration. 

“Heat Input” in 02D .2702(8) creates ambiguity 
due to an unspecified time period. 

Clarifying language is added to the definition in 
.2702(8) to account for a specified time period 
during which heat input calculations are to be 
performed. 

02D .2703 lists two (2) units for Edgecombe, 
rather than the four (4) boilers that are affected 
units under the proposed rule. 

Listing both the combustion boiler IDs and their 
corresponding generator IDs is the most 
reasonable approach for providing clarity to the 
affected facilities.  The tables in 02D .2703 are 
revised accordingly. 

Recommended changing "NGCC operation firing 
natural gas" to "NGCC operation firing natural 
gas and/or distillate.” 

Rule 02D .2703(a) is revised to reflect the use 
of natural gas or No. 2 Fuel Oil or combination 
of the two for those affected units that are 
permitted to burn dual fuels, consistent with the 
final federal rule. 

Recommended that the requirement to conduct 
ongoing maintenance in .2703(b) according to 
manufacturer’s recommended maintenance 
procedures be expanded to allow procedures 
derived through best engineering practices. 

Rules 02D .2703(b)(1) through (4) are revised 
to include the phrase “or per best engineering 
design practices for actual components in 
service.”   

Definition of the rule’s effective date in .2703(d) 
is not clear. 

Term “initial” is determined to be unnecessary, 
and is removed from the proposed rule 
.2703(d). 

Six months is inadequate to properly define 
alternate BSER, and recommended no less than 
36 months for this determination as measured 
from the final compliance date of the rule. 

Since the proposed compliance schedule 
requires any BSER measure to be in place 
before September 1, 2019, the operator must 
decide whether to implement the measure in 
Paragraph (a) or replace it with an alternative 
measure well in advance to meet the 
compliance timeline. DEQ recognizes the need 
for additional time for an alternative 
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Comments Response 
demonstration, and has revised the rule to allow 
submittal no later than 9 months after the 
effective date. 

Rule 02D .2703(g), Compliance Schedule - 
implementation date for the identified BSER 
measures, should be adjusted to be consistent 
with compliance dates in the federal Clean Power 
Plan. 

Based on consultation with utility industry 
experts and a review of Duke Energy’s rate of 
successful implementation of heat rate 
improvement measures at multiple units in 
North Carolina, it is determined that the 
September 1, 2019 compliance timeline is 
adequate to implement measures at 10 out of  
22 affected units.  Compliance deadline is not 
changed. 

Heat Rate Reduction for the BSER measure – 
FDF is not consistent with the likely heat rate 
improvement of 0.3%.  Heat Rate Reduction for 
IBD is inconsistent with the likely heat rate 
improvement of 0.7%. 

In the case of FDF and IBD, it was 
communicated that benefits should be estimated 
by assuming an inverse linear relationship 
between the 2019 projected capacity factors and 
the range of heat rate reduction benefits 
provided by Duke Energy.  The DEQ’s final 
calculations and BSER determinations are 
based on this recommendation, and produces a 
more conservative estimate of heat rate 
reduction and CO2 emission reductions. 

Heat Rate Reduction for the Intelligent 
Sootblowers (ISB) shown for Marshall 3 and 
Marshall 4 are inconsistent. 

In the Supporting Basis document, Table 3 for 
Marshall Unit 3 and Table 4 for Marshall Unit 4 
correctly summarize the different possible 
combinations of measures; and hence the 
subsequent BSER determination are based on 
these identification specifications, and are 
correctly applied. 

The permitting requirements are unnecessary and 
redundant because the requirements and 
procedures to incorporate all applicable rules into 
a Title V permit are already established in 15A 
NCAC 02Q .0500. 

Rule 02D .2704 is proposed as an affirmation of 
the requirement to submit a Title V permit 
application by the affected entity such that the 
appropriate requirements can be incorporated 
into an operating permit. 

Requirement to provide a heat rate improvement 
evaluation is not referenced or defined anywhere 
else within the rule and does not seem to have 
any applicability to how these sources will be 
permitted, and therefore this does not belong in 
the rule. 

Rule 02D .2704(a) is clarified by removing the 
phrase “containing heat rate improvement 
evaluations.” 

Requirement to maintain installation records in 
.2705(a) creates unnecessary ambiguity regarding 
a listing of photographic records. Requirement to 
maintain records should be more focused and 

It is not the intent of .2705(a) to require the site 
operator to maintain unnecessary records to 
show compliance with the installation of heat 
rate improvement measures. Rule 02D .2705(a) 
was clarified. 
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Comments Response 
narrowly defined to identify only the specific 
records required to be maintained 
Requirement to record “all” operating parameters 
in .2705(b)(2) and (d)(1) is overly broad and may 
not be appropriate or necessary. 

Rule 02D .2705 is revised to allow monitoring 
and recordkeeping of only those records that are 
consistent with manufacturer’s recommended 
operating procedures and procedures developed 
based on site-specific best engineering practices 
at the affected unit. 

Requested specifications regarding (1) whether 
all facilities are required to report or only those 
with requirements, (2) if reporting for each 
affected unit or for the whole facility, and (3) if 
reporting is based on 40 CFR Part 75 monitoring 
or other requirements. 

The rule is revised to indicate that an annual 
compliance report is to be submitted only for 
those affected units with specific requirements 
in rule .2703.  The rule is also revised to 
indicate that monitoring, recordkeeping, and 
reporting of carbon dioxide emission, net 
electric generation, and carbon dioxide 
emission rate are to be based on methods 
described in 40 CFR 60.5860 which refers to 40 
CFR Part 75. 

Proposed rule will result in implementation of 
monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
activities as early as September 2017, a schedule 
far in advance of the federal requirements.   

The proposed rule .2705(f) can cause confusion 
as to when an annual report is required.  The 
rule is revised by requiring an annual report 
each year starting on the September 1, 2019 
compliance date. 

Clarification is required on what is to be reported 
for “heat input” in .2705(f)(1). 

Definition of “heat input” in .2702 (7) is revised 
to include the phrase “as reported under 40 CFR 
Part 75 requirements.” 

In .2705(f)(2)(B), the term “forced or operational 
outages” is not defined, and requested a definition 
for this term to be added in .2702. 

The term “forced or operational outages” is a 
standard term that is well recognized in the 
industry, and thus, does not require a special 
definition in .2702. To allow for the possibility 
of non-BSER measured related events causing 
forced or operational outage, the term “related 
to the BSER measures” is deleted in 
.2705(f)(2)(B).   

The text in .2705(f)(2)(C) is not clearly presented. Suggested clarification to .2705(f)(2)(C) 
provides a reasonable approach for reporting 
deviations due to operational procedure change.  
The term “observed” is replaced with 
“followed” as suggested by the commenter. 

DAQ's independent determination of BSER is 
impermissible. 

Unlike 111(b) emission standards for new and 
modified sources, EPA's 111(d) guidelines do 
not have the purpose or effect of national 
emission standards.  They only serve as criteria 
for judging the adequacy of state plans under 
EPA’s 111(d) guidelines. 
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Comments Response 
DAQ's conclusion that BSER consists solely of 
building block 1 heat rate improvement measures 
is erroneous. 

DEQ outlined various legal concerns in a 
Principles Document included in this hearing 
record. While the litigation is ongoing, DEQ 
has proceeded with the development of the 
proposed rules in an effort to produce a 111(d) 
state plan that is consistent with the Clean Air 
Act.  This plan represents the primary plan for 
North Carolina. 

DAQ erred in confining its consideration of 
BSER measures to those whose costs were less 
than or equal to $23/ton CO2 emission reduction. 

EPA has determined a cost estimate of $23 per 
ton reasonable for CO2 emissions reduction 
from EGUs under building block 1 
implementing HRI measures. The DEQ used 
the cost effectiveness threshold of $23 per ton 
to determine reasonableness of cost for each of 
the technically feasible measure in determining 
standards of performance for each unit subject 
to the rule. 

DAQ's determination that the BSER measure for 
14 of the 24 affected coal-fired EGUs in NC is no 
action will disproportionately impact human 
health and environmental quality in low-income 
and minority communities. 

DEQ developed the proposed rules in an effort 
to produce a 111(d) state plan that is consistent 
with the Clean Air Act.  Further, the proposed 
rules focus on heat rate improvements and 
operational efficiencies at subject electric 
generating units (EGUs) that will reduce CO2 
emissions. 

Full implementation of the CPP will benefit low-
income and minority communities in the form of 
lower utility rates. 

DEQ has announced that work will begin on a 
backup plan that would comprehensively 
address all requirements of the final Clean 
Power Plan. 

Language in 02D .2701 gives NC a perverse 
incentive to challenge the CPP, rather than to 
comply with it. DEQ's proposed rule fails to 
comply with the CPP and unnecessarily limits the 
state's flexibility to achieve carbon emissions 
reductions. 

While the litigation is ongoing, DEQ has 
proceeded with the development of the 
proposed rules in an effort to produce a 111(d) 
state plan that is consistent with the Clean Air 
Act.  This plan represents the primary plan for 
North Carolina, and if the plan is approved at 
all steps of the state’s Administrative 
Procedures Act process, DEQ plans to submit to 
EPA by the September 6, 2016 deadline. 

Process for developing the rule and submitting it 
for public comment was deficient. 

DEQ is following the procedures for adopting a 
permanent rule found in G.S. 150B-21.2. 

NC's CPP emissions target is readily achievable, 
and NC has already achieved and committed to 
significant emission reductions. 

DEQ acknowledges that NC has already 
achieved significant CO2 emission reductions.  
It should be noted that DEQ developed the 
proposed rules in an effort to produce a 111(d) 
state plan that is consistent with the Clean Air 
Act. 
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Comments Response 
DEQ's plan fails to take advantage of early action 
opportunities and extra credit for renewables and 
low income energy efficiency. 

DEQ will consider the Clean Energy Incentive 
Program during the development of the backup 
plan. 

DEQ's heat rate improvements fall short of what 
is feasible.  The proposed rule fails to consider 
possible heat rate improvements measures.  There 
was no independent verification or analysis of 
critical assumptions. 

The DEQ concludes that the resulting analysis 
and proposed rules correctly identify the 
technically available and cost effective heat rate 
improvement measures for North Carolina’s 
power plants.  

Capital charge rate used by DEQ in the fiscal 
analysis was too high. 

EPA References to “capital charge rate of 
14.3%” is reasonable. 

Mr. Carter should recuse himself from the 
process. 

 

Majority of the commenters have expressed the 
need for DEQ to develop a complete and 
comprehensive plan that will comply with EPA’s 
Clean Power Plan. Many of the commenters 
included one or more of the following comments: 
Renewable energy and energy efficiency should 
be a core part of the state’s plan; DEQ failed to 
engage stakeholders as required by the Clean 
Power Plan, The Clean Energy Incentive Program 
offers incentives to develop clean energy and 
energy efficiency projects for low income, and 
the proposed plan does not come close to 
achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required 
by EPA. 

DEQ believes that the primary plan presented to 
the EMC on November 5, 2015 represents what 
is currently authorized by the Clean Air Act. 
While the outcome of the litigation is unknown; 
the Department is beginning the development of 
a backup plan that would comprehensively 
address all requirements of the final Clean 
Power Plan.  The stakeholder process for the 
development of the backup plan will begin in 
March of 2016, and DEQ anticipates 
completing the legislative and rulemaking 
efforts to effectuate the backup plan by mid-
2018. 

 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Significant interest in this topic in general was evident by receipt of over 15,000 comments from 
a wide range of commenters. One hundred twenty people spoke at three public hearings. 
Commenters included members of the general public, environmental organizations, health-based 
organizations and members of the medical community, faith-based organizations, community 
organization representatives, representatives from the renewable energy sector, the regulated 
community, the industrial community, some members of local or city councils and economic 
development boards, and those who work with members of low-income communities among 
others as can be seen in Chapter V. 
 
The EPA commented that the proposed revision to Section 02D .2700 provides for measures to 
increase thermal efficiency at certain fossil fuel-fired power plants that are subject to the Clean 
Power Plan (CPP). The issues raised in their comments include the level of CO2 emission 
reductions that the proposed rule will achieve; the adequacy of the emission standards in the 
proposed rule; monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting provisions; as well as two issues that 
would be relevant if this rule became a part of the CPP state plan.   
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Three comments were received that addresses specific language in the rule. The comments 
include recommended changes to the definitions, clarification of rule requirements and requested 
changes to the compliance schedule. DEQ reviewed those recommendations to the rule and 
incorporated clarifying language to the definitions and requirements in the rule. Based on 
consultation with utility industry experts and a review of Duke Energy’s rate of successful 
implementation of heat rate improvement measures at multiple units in North Carolina, it is 
determined that the September 1, 2019 compliance timeline is adequate to implement measures 
at 10 out of 24 affected units and is consistent with other 111(d) timelines.  Therefore, the 
compliance deadline is not changed. 
 
Several comments were received that expressed legal concerns that North Carolina’s Plan does 
not meet the requirements of the CPP promulgated under the Clean Air Act §111(d). Several 
comments were also received on the appointment of the hearing officer. All comments, both 
written and oral from the public hearings are included in the hearing record and fully considered 
in the report and recommendations to the Commission on final action. 
 
The vast majority of commenters expressed general support for the federal Clean Power Plan and 
its various components. Many of the commenters included one or more of the following 
comments: Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s plan; 
DEQ failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan; the Clean Energy 
Incentive Program offers incentives to develop clean energy and energy efficiency projects for 
low income; and the proposed plan does not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide 
reductions required by EPA. Relatively few commenters provided comments on specific text of 
the proposed rules and related supporting documents. A few commenters expressed support for 
the proposed North Carolina rules. A summary table of the number of comments received at the 
public hearing and by email can be found in Chapter VI of the hearing record. 
 
The DEQ has proceeded with the development of the proposed rules in an effort to produce a 
111(d) state plan that is consistent with the Clean Air Act.  This plan represents the primary plan 
for North Carolina, and if the plan is approved at all steps of the state’s Administrative 
Procedures Act process, DEQ plans to submit to EPA by the September 6, 2016 deadline. 
Further, the Department is also beginning the development of a backup plan that would 
comprehensively address all requirements of the final Clean Power Plan.  The stakeholder 
process for the development of the backup plan will begin in March of 2016, and DEQ 
anticipates completing the legislative and rulemaking efforts to effectuate the backup plan by 
mid-2018. 
 
HEARING OFFICER’S RECOMMENDATION 
 
The Hearing Officer recommends that the proposed adoptions as presented in Chapter II of this 
hearing report be adopted by the Environmental Management Commission. 
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CHAPTER II 

 

Rule Change Formatting Key 

 

Chapter IV of this hearing record represents the proposed rules as noticed in the North Carolina Register for public 

comment. 

 

Chapter II represents the proposed rules as published with changes made in response to comments received during 

the public comment period incorporated. 

 

 

For Rule Amendments: 

 

Text = deleted text 

Text = added text 

Text = existing text in what was published in the North Carolina Register (NCR) that is  

proposed to be deleted following the comment period 

Text = text proposed to be added to what was published in the NCR following the  

comment period 

Text = text initially proposed in the NCR to be deleted that is restored following 

the comment period 

[Text] = text proposed in the NCR to be added that is deleted following the comment  

period 

 

Note: For new rules proposed for adoption, all text is initially underlined. If there are changes to the proposed new 

rule following publication in the NCR, the underlining is removed, deleted text is struck through, added text is 

underlined, and there is no highlighting. 
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15A NCAC 02D .2701 is proposed for adoption with changes as published in 30:10 NCR 1111 as follows: 1 

 2 

SECTION .2700 – STANDARDS OF PERFORMANCE FOR EXISTING ELECTRIC UTILITY GENERATING 3 

UNITS UNDER CLEAN AIR ACT SECTION 111(d) 4 

15A NCAC 02D .2701  PURPOSE AND APPLICABILITY 5 

(a)  Purpose. The purpose of this Section is to implement the provision(s) in Clean Air Act Section 111(d) for Best 6 

System of Emission Reduction for Existing Electric Generating Units to reduce the emissions of carbon dioxide through 7 

heat rate improvement. 8 

(b)  Applicability. This Section applies to the following, that are fossil fuel-fired steamfollowing electric utility 9 

generating units (EGUs) that are either steam generating units or stationary combustion turbines to the extent they are 10 

subject to regulation in 40 CFR Part 60.5845 that: 11 

 (1) Commence construction on or before January 8, 2014; 12 

(1)(2) Serve a generator connected to a utility power distribution system with a nameplate capacity of 25 13 

MW-net or greater and capable of selling greater than 25 MW of electricity;  14 

(2)(3)  Have a base load rating or design heat input capacity greater than 250 MMBtu/hr or greater heat input 15 

of fossil fuel either alone or in combination with any other fuel; and 16 

(3)(4) Are stationary combustion turbines that meet the definition of either a natural gas combined cycle or 17 

combined heat and power combustion turbine.turbine defined in 40 CFR 60.5880; and  18 

(5) Include, and shall not extend beyond, the following systems: fuel combustion system, combustion air 19 

system, steam system, draft system, turbine system, air pollution control system, cooling system, and 20 

auxiliary equipment contained within the facility that uses electrical power. 21 

(c)  Excluded units.  This Section does not apply to the fossil fuel-fired steam EGUs that are excluded underpursuant to 22 

40 CFR Part 60.5850. 23 

(d)  Retired unit exemption. Any unit that is permanently retired shall be exempted from this Section as of its retirement 24 

date.  25 

(e)  Effect on other authorities. No provision of this Section, any application submitted or any permit issued pursuant to 26 

Rule .2704 of this Section shall be construed as exempting any unit or source covered under this Section or the owner or 27 

operator from complying with any other requirements of this Subchapter or 15A NCAC 02Q. 28 

(f)  In the event all or any portion of 40 CFR 60 Subpart UUUU containing the guidelines is: 29 

(1) Declared or adjudged to be invalid or unconstitutional or stayed by the United States Court of Appeals 30 

for the Fourth Circuit, by the District of Columbia Circuit, or by the United States Supreme Court: or  31 

(2) Withdrawn, repealed, revoked or otherwise rendered of no force and effect by the United States 32 

Environmental Protection Agency, Congress, or Presidential Executive Order. 33 

Such action shall render the regulation as incorporated herein, or that portion thereof that may be affected by such action, 34 

as invalid, void, stayed, or otherwise without force and effect for purposes of this Rule upon the date such action 35 

becomes final and effective; provided, further, that such declaration, adjudication, stay, or other action described herein 36 

shall not affect the remaining portions, if any, of the regulation as incorporated herein, which shall remain of full force 37 
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and effect as if such portion so declared or adjudged invalid or unconstitutional or stayed or otherwise invalidated or 1 

effected were not originally a part of this Rule.   2 

 3 

History Note:  Authority G.S. 143-215.3(a); 143-215.107(a)(5), (10); 4 

Eff. April 1, 2016. 5 
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15A NCAC 02D .2702 is proposed for adoption with changes as published in 30:10 NCR 1111-1112 as follows: 1 

 2 

15A NCAC 02D .2702  DEFINITIONS 3 

For the purpose of this Section, the following definitions apply.  4 

(1) "Affected electric generating unit (EGU)" means a fossil fuel fired steam generating unit or stationary 5 

combustion turbine specified in Rule .2701(b) of this Section that: 6 

 (a)  commenced construction on or before January 8, 2014; 7 

(a)(b) serves a generator connected to a utility power distribution system with a nameplate capacity 8 

of 25 MW-net or greater and capable of selling greater than 25 MW of electricity;  9 

(b)(c)  has a base load rating or design heat input capacity greater than 250 MMBtu/hr or greater heat 10 

input of fossil fuel either alone or in combination with any other fuel;  11 

(c)(d) is a stationary combustion turbine that meets the definition of either a natural gas combined 12 

cycle or combined heat and power combustion turbine;turbine defined in 40 CFR 60.5880; 13 

and  14 

(d)(e) includes, and shall not extend beyond, the following systems: fuel combustion system, 15 

combustion air system, steam system, draft system, turbine system, air pollution control 16 

system, cooling system, and auxiliary equipment contained within the facility that uses 17 

electrical power. 18 

(2) “Air heater leakage reduction (ALR)” means to reduce air leakage between the pre-19 

combustioncombustion air and the effluent flue exhaustgas of Lungstrom, orthe rotary air heaters 20 

through improved sealing, including by removal of existing air preheater seals and replacing them with 21 

newer high performance seals.seals or other options and new technologies to reduce air heater leakage.  22 

(3) “Best system of emission reduction (BSER)” means a design, equipment, work practice, or operational 23 

standard, or combination thereof, which reflects the best technological system of continuous emission 24 

reduction taking into consideration the cost of achieving such reduction, and any non-air quality health 25 

and environmental impact and energy requirements. 26 

(4)        “Combustion optimization with neural network (CO)” means a system that consists of the addition of 27 

advanced fuel or air flow sensors to enhance conducts real-time monitoring and controlscontrol of fuel 28 

and air flow distribution, furnace exhaust gas temperatures, and boiler steam 29 

temperaturestemperatures, or any combination of these measurements to maximize heat recovery and 30 

minimize air pollutant emissions such as carbon monoxide emissions and nitrogen oxides emissions.  31 

CO systems aremay incorporate a neural network that is based on nonlinear, multivariable steady-state 32 

models derived from historical unit operating data that identify the best combination of independent 33 

operating variables that produce optimum combustion and thermal efficiency with low emissions. 34 

(5) “Condenser rebundle, retube, rebuild (CRR)” means to replace, repair or reconfigure tube elements, 35 

tube sheets, the condenser shell and other condenser components in order to correct leaks, plugging 36 

and debris build up to increase effective heat transfer surface area, or to otherwise improve heat 37 
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transfer and fluid flow in the condenser.  CRR results in greater and more consistent condenser 1 

vacuum under the range of boiler operating conditions and available cooling water temperatures.   2 

(6)(5) “Controllable loss reduction (CLR)” means developing and implementing a site-specific plan for best 3 

operations and maintenance practices (O&M) to monitor and maintain unit efficiency performance.  4 

CLR involves a comprehensive effort to collect information that may not be readily collected through 5 

existing sensors and data collection systems, interpret all data collected, and make decisions regarding 6 

actions to be taken to improve or maintain performance.  CLR consists of implementing a plan and 7 

instructing staff in the value and practice of collecting and reporting information regarding the ongoing 8 

performance of all the pieces of equipment comprising the power plant and implementing changes to 9 

operating or maintenance practices that are determined to improve heat rate. Other CLR efforts may 10 

consist of additional installation of equipment for enhanced data collection and the use of new 11 

technologies or performance monitoring techniques or a combination of new technologies and 12 

monitoring techniques. 13 

(7)(6) “Forced draft fan variable frequency drive (FDF)” means equipment the useduse of to reduce fan 14 

power consumption by electronicallyelectronic motor controllingcontrollers to optimize the speed of 15 

the fan motors to match demand when below full load operation. combustion air flowrate.  FDF may 16 

utilizesutilize a silicon controlled rectifier or equivalentother technologies device to control electrical 17 

frequency and voltage to the fan motor, thereby matching fan speed and combustion air flowrate with 18 

operating load.load to achieve better control or performance. 19 

(7) “Gross generation” means total amount of electric energy produced by generating units and measured 20 

at the generating terminal pursuant to 40 CFR Part 75. 21 

(8)  “Heat input” from fuel is determined by multiplying the higher heating value of the fuel times the 22 

amount of fuel consumed over that a specified time.time period or as pursuant to 40 CFR Part 75.   23 

(9) “Heat rate" means the amount of fuel thermal energy or heat input in million Btu (MMBtu) used by an 24 

electrical generator or power plant to generate one kilowatt-hour (kWh) of electricity.  For this rule, 25 

heat input is expressed in units of Btu heat input per net kWh generated.   26 

(10) “Induced draft fan or booster fan variable frequency drive (IBD)” means equipmentthe useduse of to 27 

reduce fan power consumption by electronically electronic motor controllers to optimize the speed of 28 

the fan motors to match demand when below full load operation.controlling exhaust gas flowrate.  IBD 29 

may utilizesutilize a silicon controlled rectifier or other technologies an equivalent device to control 30 

electrical frequency and voltage to the fan motor, thereby matching fan speed and exhaust gas flowrate 31 

with operating load.load to achieve better control or performance.  32 

(11) “Intelligent soot blowing (ISB)” means the use of software, instrumentation, sensors, and automated 33 

controlscontrols, or any combination of software, instrumentation, sensors and automated controls to 34 

identify areas in achieve more effective cleaning of furnace wall and convective section heat transfer 35 

surfaces.surfaces that have ash or slag buildup to activate sootblowers based on need rather than time 36 

intervals to improve boiler efficiency.  The ISB system may consist of devices for monitoring furnace 37 
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exhaust gas temperatures, steam temperatures, and furnace wall temperatures at different locations, a 1 

control system, and furnace cleaning devices.  The ISB’s control system may digitally 2 

processesprocess the received information to evaluate the effects of real-time heat transfer performance 3 

in order to allocate high pressure steam or high pressure air to cleaning devices in specified heat 4 

transfer zones.  The ISB activates furnace cleaning devices (also known as “soot blowers”) when  5 

measurement sensors indicate the need to remove ash or slag deposits from the furnace location where 6 

it is most effective to do so, resulting in improved boiler efficiency as well as reduced energy demand 7 

from soot blower and furnace cleaning systems. 8 

(12) "Nameplate capacity” means nameplate capacity as defined in 40 CFR 60.5880.  9 

(13) "Natural gas” means natural gas as defined in 40 CFR 60.5880. 10 

(14)   “Natural gas combined cycle (NGCC)” means an electric generating unit that uses a stationary 11 

combustion turbine firing natural gas from which the heat from the combustion turbine exhaust gas is 12 

recovered by a heat recovery steam generating unit to generate additional electricity.  13 

(15) “Net electric generation” means net electric output as defined in 40 CFR 60.5880. 14 

(16) “Steam generating unit” means any furnace, boiler or other device used for combusting fossil fuel and 15 

producing steam plus any integrated equipment that provides electricity or useful thermal energy 16 

output to the affected unit or auxiliary equipment.  17 

(17) “Variable speed drives” means a system to increase and decrease the operating speed of fluid moving 18 

equipment such as fans or pumps by reducing the drives’ rotational speed in revolutions per minute to 19 

meet required changes in fluid flow rates. 20 

 21 

History Note:  Authority G.S. 143-215.3(a); 143-215.107(a)(5), (10); 22 

Eff. April 1, 2016. 23 
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15A NCAC 02D .2703 is proposed for adoption with changes as published in 30:10 NCR 1113-1116 as follows: 1 

 2 

15A NCAC 02D .2703  STANDARDS OF PERFORMANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR CARBON DIOXIDE  3 

(a)  This Section applies to affected electric generating units (EGUs) listed below.  The owner or operator shall apply the 4 

following heat rate improvement measures, identified as Best System of Emission Reduction (BSER) measures for 5 

carbon dioxide emissions at the affected EGU or an alternative BSER approved pursuant to Paragraph (e) of this Rule at 6 

the affected EGU. 7 

 8 

Affected Units - Coal-fired EGUs 

Utility Company -  Facility  Affected 
EGU ID 

Generato
r Unit ID Best System of Emission Reduction Measure(s) 

Duke Energy - Asheville 1 1 none 

Duke Energy - Asheville 2 2 none 

Duke Energy - Belews Creek ES-1 1 CLR and FDF 

Duke Energy - Belews Creek ES-2 2 CLR and FDF  

Duke Energy - Cliffside ES-5 5  none 

Duke Energy - Cliffside ES-6 6  ALR, CO, FDF, and ISB 

Duke Energy - G G Allen ES-1 1 none 

Duke Energy - G G Allen ES-2 2 none 

Duke Energy - G G Allen ES-3 3 none  

Duke Energy - G G Allen ES-4 4 none 

Duke Energy - G G Allen ES-5 5 none  

Duke Energy - Marshall ES-1 1  ISB 

Duke Energy - Marshall ES-2 2  ISB 

Duke Energy - Marshall ES-3 3  ALR, CO, FDF and ISB  

Duke Energy - Marshall ES-4 4  ALR, CO, FDF and ISB 

Duke Energy - Mayo 1A & 1B 1A & 1B1 none  

Duke Energy - Roxboro ES-1 1 none  

Duke Energy - Roxboro ES-2 2  FDF, IBD and ISB 

Duke Energy - Roxboro ES-3A 
ES-3B 3A&3B3 ISB 

Duke Energy - Roxboro ES-4A 
ES-4B 4A & 4B4 ISB 

Edgecombe Genco - Battleboro ES-1-1A 
ES-1-1B 1 none  

Edgecombe Genco - Battleboro ES-2-2A 
ES-2-2B 2 none  

Westmoreland Partners - Roanoke 
Valley Energy Facility I 

E-1 1 none 

Westmoreland Partners - Roanoke 
Valley Energy Facility II 

E-15 1 none  
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 1 

Affected Units -Natural Gas Combined Cycle EGUs  

Utility Company -  Facility  Affected 
EGU ID 

Generator 
Unit ID 

Best System of Emission Reduction 
Measure(s)     

 

Dominion Resources - Rosemary  ES1-CT1 GEN1  

NGCC operation firing natural gas or No. 

2 fuel oil or combination of natural gas and 

No. 2 fuel oil 

Dominion Resources - Rosemary   ES2-CT2 GEN2 

Dominion Resources - Rosemary  
 

GEN3 

Duke Energy - Buck ES-11 CT11 

NGCC operation firing natural gas 

Duke Energy - Buck ES-12 CT12 

Duke Energy - Buck  ST10 

Duke Energy - Dan River ES-11 CT8 

Duke Energy - Dan River ES-12 CT9 

Duke Energy - Dan River  ST7 

Duke Energy - H F Lee  1A 1A 

NGCC operation firing natural gas or No. 

2 fuel oil or combination of natural gas and 

No. 2 fuel oil 

Duke Energy - H F Lee  1B 1B 

Duke Energy - H F Lee  1C 1C 

Duke Energy - H F Lee   ST1 

Duke Energy - L V Sutton 1A 1A 

Duke Energy - L V Sutton 1B 1B 

Duke Energy - L V Sutton  ST1 

Duke Energy - Sherwood H Smith Jr  7 7 

Duke Energy - Sherwood H Smith Jr  8 8 

Duke Energy - Sherwood H Smith Jr  ES-13 9 

Duke Energy - Sherwood H Smith Jr  ES14 10 

Duke Energy - Sherwood H Smith Jr   ST4 

Duke Energy - Sherwood H Smith Jr   ST5 

Public Works Commission, Butler Warner  GT-1(1) 1 

Public Works Commission – Butler Warner  GT-2(2) 2 

Public Works Commission – Butler Warner  GT-3(3) 3 

Public Works Commission – Butler Warner  GT-6(6) 6 

Public Works Commission – Butler Warner  GT-7(7) 7 

Public Works Commission – Butler Warner  GT-8(8) 8 

Public Works Commission – Butler Warner   9 

Southern Company - Rowan 4 4 

Southern Company - Rowan 5 5 

Southern Company - Rowan  STG 
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 1 

(b)  The following work practice standards shall be applied for each BSER measure identified for the affected EGUs:  2 

(1) Air heater leakage reduction (ALR), Forced draft fan variable frequency drive (FDF), Induced draft fan 3 

and/or booster fan variable frequency drive (IBD), and Condenser rebundle, retube, rebuild (CRR).    4 

(A)  Installation shall be performed according to each manufacturer’s installation procedures.  The 5 

owner or operator shall follow each manufacturer’s performance acceptance test procedures, 6 

assure the performance test acceptance criteria are met, and document the acceptance test 7 

results.   8 

(B)  Ongoing maintenance shall be performed according to each manufacturer’s recommended 9 

maintenance procedures or per best engineering design practices for actual components in 10 

service at the prescribed frequency levels.  11 

(2)  Intelligent soot blowing (ISB) and Combustion Optimization. 12 

(A) Installation shall be performed in accordance with each manufacturer’s specification and           13 

site-specific design.  The owner or operator shall verify performance of each BSER measure 14 

in accordance with each manufacturer’s performance acceptance test procedures, assure the 15 

performance acceptance test criteria are met, and document the acceptance test results.   16 

(B) Plant personnel responsible for the operation of each BSER measure shall follow procedures 17 

to best utilize the measure per each manufacturer’s operating guidelines and to best achieve 18 

the goal of reducing heat rate.  19 

(C) Ongoing maintenance shall be performed according to each manufacturer’s recommended 20 

maintenance procedures or per best engineering design practices for actual components in 21 

service at the prescribed frequency levels. 22 

(3)  Controllable loss reduction (CLR).   23 

(A) The owner or operator shall develop an EGU-specific CLR plan and submit an electronic 24 

copy of the plan to the Director of the Division of Air Quality within one year of the initial 25 

effective date of this rule.  This plan shall include the devices and methods for measuring 26 

performance parameters; requirements for the frequency of data collection; method(s) for 27 

collecting and reporting the data; procedures for identifying a loss in EGU efficiency 28 

including any calculations; actions identified to improve EGU heat rate including equipment 29 

optimization or maintenance or changes to EGU operating methods; and a schedule for 30 

implementation of the actions to be taken. 31 

(B)  The owner or operator shall implement actions identified by the CLR plan within the    32 

timeframe specified by the plan.  The owner or operator shall maintain all sensors, 33 

instrumentation, information technology, or other equipment used by the CLR plan in 34 

accordance with the equipment manufacturers’ maintenance procedures and schedule or per 35 

best engineering design practices for actual components in service. 36 

(4) Natural gas combined cycle operation (NGCC).   37 
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(A) The owner or operator shall operate the NGCC unit, including the combustion turbine and the 1 

associated heat recovery steam generator, using natural gas or No. 2 fuel oil as fuel during 2 

normal operation in accordance with the manufacturers’ recommended procedures.     3 

(B) Ongoing maintenance shall be performed according to the manufacturer’s recommended 4 

maintenance procedures or per best engineering design practices for actual components in 5 

service at the prescribed frequency levels. 6 

(c)  Alternative BSER. The owner or operator of an affected unit may apply one or more alternative measures that 7 

constitute the best system of emissions reduction for carbon dioxide emissions from coal-fired EGUs on a unit- specific 8 

basis upon approval by the Director by demonstrating to the Director that application of the alternative measures on a 9 

unit-specific basis would achieve an equivalent or greater heat rate improvement than application of the measures 10 

identified in Paragraph (a) of this Rule. 11 

(d)  Any alternative BSER demonstration shall be submitted no later than six nine months after the initial effective date 12 

of this Rule and shall include: 13 

(1) the name and address of the company and the name and telephone number of a company officer over 14 

whose signature the demonstration is submitted; 15 

(2) a description of all operations conducted at the location to which the demonstration applies and the 16 

purpose that the equipment serves within the operations; 17 

(3) the type of EGU;  18 

(4) the remaining useful life of the EGU ; 19 

(5) the unit’s calendar year 2015 baseline data including net heat rate, net generation, annual capacity 20 

factor, and carbon dioxide emissions; 21 

(6) the unit’s projected 2019 capacity factor based on heat input and net generation; 22 

(7) reference to the specific operational and equipment controls or measures in the Tables in Paragraph (a) 23 

of this Rule for which alternative operational or equipment controls or measures are proposed; 24 

(8) a description of the proposed alternative operational or equipment controls or measures, the magnitude 25 

of carbon dioxide emission reduction that will be achieved, and the quantity of carbon dioxide that will 26 

be emitted if the alternative operational or equipment controls or measures are instituted;  27 

(9) whether the proposed measure is adequately demonstrated pursuant to Clean Air Act Section 111(a)(1) 28 

to reduce heat rate;  29 

 (10) the feasibility of applying a specific heat rate improvement measure on a given unit; 30 

 (11) the degree of heat rate reduction potential for a specific feasible heat rate improvement measure; 31 

 (12) a description of any site-specific limitations;  32 

(13) the associated costs of the proposed alternative equipment or measure including capital, fixed and 33 

variable operational and maintenance (O&M) costs and fuel savings; 34 

 (14) the cost per ton of carbon dioxide emissions reduction; 35 

 (15) any non-air quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements; 36 
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(16) a schedule for the installation or institution of the alternative operational or equipment controls or 1 

measures to achieve compliance by the date specified in Paragraph (g) of this Rule including 2 

increments of progress specified in 40 CFR 60.21(h); and 3 

(17) certification in the form of a written statement signed by the responsible official as defined in 15A 4 

NCAC 02Q .0502 that emissions of all other air contaminants from the subject source are in 5 

compliance with all applicable local, state and federal laws and regulations. 6 

(18)  the company’s basis of the alternative control capability to achieve equivalent or greater carbon 7 

dioxide emission reductions than the measure included in Paragraph (a) of this Rule. 8 

The demonstration may include a copy of the permit application and need not duplicate information in the permit 9 

application. 10 

(e)  The Director shall approve a demonstration for alternative control if: 11 

(1) The demonstration is submitted in accordance with Paragraph (d) of this Rule; 12 

(2) All other air contaminant emissions from the facility are in compliance with, or under a schedule for 13 

compliance with, all applicable local, state, and federal regulations;  14 

(3) Based on the Division’s technical analysis of the unit-specific information provided under Paragraph 15 

(d) of this Rule, the Director determines that application of the alternative measures on a unit-specific 16 

basis would achieve an equivalent or greater heat rate improvement than application of the measures 17 

identified in Paragraph (a) of this Rule; and 18 

(4) The demonstration contains a schedule, including increments of progress specified in 40 CFR 60.21(h), 19 

for the installation or institution of the alternative operational or equipment controls or measures to 20 

achieve the heat rate improvement by the compliance date specified in Paragraph (g) of this Rule. 21 

(f)  When measures different from those specified in the Tables in Paragraph (a) of this Rule are approved by the 22 

Director, the permit shall contain a condition stating such controls and associated monitoring, recordkeeping, and 23 

reporting requirements to verify implementation of the measures.  24 

(g)  Compliance schedule. Owners and operators of the affected facilities in Paragraph (b) of this Rule shall implement 25 

the identified BSER measures or alternative BSER approved pursuant to Paragraph (e) of this Rule by September 1, 26 

2019 that were not in place prior to the following date for the corresponding affected utility company(s):  27 

 (1) July 31, 2015 for all affected EGUs for Duke Energy, 28 

(2) August 31, 2015 for all affected EGUs for both Edgecombe Genco - Battleboro and Westmoreland 29 

Partners - Roanoke Valley Energy Facility.  30 

(h)  All alternative BSER demonstrations, and any modifications or changes to those determinations, approved or 31 

determined by the Division pursuant to Paragraphs (c) through (e) of this Rule shall be submitted by the Division to the 32 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) as a revision to the state plan. No alternative BSER demonstration, nor any 33 

modification or change to a demonstration, approved or determined by the Division pursuant to Paragraphs (c) through 34 

(e) of this Rule shall revise the state plan or be used as a state plan credit, until it is approved by the U.S. EPA as a state 35 

plan revision. 36 

 37 
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History Note:  Authority G.S. 143-215.3(a); 143-215.65; 143-215.66; 143-215.107(a)(5), (10); 1 

Amended Eff. April 1, 2016. 2 
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15A NCAC 02D .2704 is proposed for adoption with changes as published in 30:10 NCR 1116 as follows: 1 

 2 

15A NCAC 02D .2704   PERMITTING 3 

(a)  The owner or operator of any source covered under this Section shall submit permit applications as required 4 

containing heat rate improvement evaluations for each affected unit to comply with the requirements of this Section 5 

following the procedures and requirements in 15A NCAC 02Q .0500 containing Title V permitting procedures for each 6 

affected source.  The owner or operator may determine that an alternative BSER measure would achieve an equivalent or 7 

greater heat rate reduction than achieved under the requirements of the BSER measures identified in Rule .2703(a) of 8 

this Section.  In such a situation the owner or operator shall follow the procedures contained in Rule .2703(c) and (d) of 9 

this Section. 10 

(b)  The Director shall review applications submitted under Paragraph (a) of this Rule and issue permits for compliance 11 

with this Section following the procedures and requirements in 15A NCAC 02Q .0500 (Title V permitting procedures) 12 

for each affected source.  In the event that the owner or operator submits a permit application with an alternative BSER 13 

following the procedures contained in Rule .2703(c) and (d) of this Section, the Director shall review applications 14 

submitted under Paragraph (a) of this Rule and issue permits for compliance with this Section following the procedures 15 

and requirements contained in Rule .2703(e) of this Section. 16 

 17 

History Note:  Authority G.S. 143-215.3(a); 143-215.107(a)(5), (10); 143-215.108; 18 

Eff. April 1, 2016. 19 

 20 
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15A NCAC 02D .2705 is proposed for adoption with changes as published in 30:10 NCR 1116-1117 as follows: 1 

 2 

15A NCAC 02D .2705 MONITORING, RECORDKEEPING AND REPORTING 3 

(a)  For measures implemented under Rule .2703(a) of this Section, the following monitoring, recordkeeping and 4 

reporting activities shall be performed for each air heater leakage reduction (ALR), forced draft fan variable frequency 5 

drive (FVD), induced draft fan or booster fan variable frequency drive (IBD) and condenser rebundle, retube, rebuild 6 

(CRR):   7 

(1)  The owner or operator shall record document installation of equipment or modification of existing 8 

equipment associated with each measure, activities completed, including the corresponding dates of 9 

completion, maintain the installation records on site for ten years, and the records shall be available for 10 

review by the Division of Air Quality.  Documentation shall include Installation records refers to work 11 

orders, invoices, permits, and photographs, engineering drawings or specifications and other 12 

documentation routinely developed to install or modify equipment or otherwise make plant 13 

improvements.  14 

2)  The owner or operator shall record maintenance activities completed, including the corresponding 15 

dates, maintain the records on site for ten years, and the records shall be available for review by the 16 

Division of Air Quality. 17 

(b)  For measures implemented under Rule .2703(a) of this Section, the following monitoring, recordkeeping and 18 

reporting activities shall be performed for each intelligent soot blowing (ISB) and combustion optimization with neural 19 

network (CO): 20 

(1)  The owner or operator shall record document installation of equipment or modification of existing 21 

equipment associated with each measure, activities completed, including the corresponding dates of 22 

completion, maintain the installation records on site for ten years, and the records shall be available for 23 

review by the Division of Air Quality. Installation Documentation shall include records refers to work 24 

orders, invoices, permits, and photographs, engineering drawings or specifications and other 25 

documentation routinely developed to install or modify equipment or otherwise make plant 26 

improvements. 27 

(2) The owner or operator shall monitor and record all operating parameters associated with each BSER 28 

measure required in Rule .2703(a) of this Section and their respective control systems in accordance 29 

with the manufacturer’s recommended operating procedures.procedures or procedures developed by 30 

the owner or operator in accordance with best engineering practice for application at the facility.  The 31 

owner or operator shall record forced or operational outages of the BSER measures, the corresponding 32 

time period and the reason(s) why.  The owner or operator shall maintain the operating records on site 33 

for ten years and the operating records shall be available for review by the Division of Air Quality. 34 

(3)  The owner or operator shall record maintenance activities completed, including the corresponding 35 

dates, maintain the records on site for ten years, and the records shall be available for review by the 36 

Division of Air Quality. 37 
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(c)  The following monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting activities shall be performed for controllable loss reduction 1 

(CLR): 2 

(1) The owner or operator shall submit an electronic copy of the CLR plan to the Director of the Division 3 

of Air Quality within one year of the initial effective date of this Rule.   4 

(2) The owner or operator shall monitor and record all parameters defined in the CLR plan in accordance 5 

to the procedures defined in the plan.  The owner or operator shall maintain electronic records of the 6 

data collected and any calculations associated with the CLR plan and the records shall be available for 7 

review by the Division of Air Quality. 8 

(3) The owner or operator shall record instances where the CLR plan identified a loss in EGU heat rate 9 

and any actions taken or the rationale and related information as to why action was not taken.   10 

(d)  The following monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting activities shall be performed for natural gas combined cycle 11 

(NGCC): 12 

(1) The owner or operator shall monitor and record all operating parameters associated with NGCC and its 13 

respective control systems in accordance with the manufacturer’s recommended operating 14 

procedures.procedures or procedures developed by the owner or operator in accordance with best 15 

engineering practice for application at the facility.  The owner or operator shall maintain the operating 16 

records on site for ten years and the operating records shall be available for review by the Division of 17 

Air Quality. 18 

(2) The owner or operator shall record maintenance activities completed, including the corresponding 19 

dates, maintain the records on site for ten years, and the records shall be available for review by the 20 

Division of Air Quality. 21 

(e)  In the event that the owner or operator submits a permit application with an alternative BSER following the 22 

procedures contained in Rule .2703(c) and (d) of this Section, then the owner or operator shall submit a permit 23 

application that includes monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting activities for the installation, operation and 24 

maintenance of the alternative BSER measure in accordance with the manufacturer’s recommended procedures.  25 

(f)  For affected EGU with requirements in Rule .2703 of this Section, monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting of 26 

parameters listed in Paragraph (1) shall be based on 40 CFR 60.5860. The owner or operator shall submit an annual 27 

compliance report to the Director of the Division of Air Quality each year starting on the September 1, 2019 compliance 28 

date.one year from the initial effective date of this Rule.  The annual compliance report shall include:  29 

(1)  The following parameters on an annual average basis: 30 

(A) Carbon dioxide emissions in short tons; 31 

(B) Net electrical generation in MWh-net; 32 

(C) Heat input in MMBtu; 33 

(D) Gross electrical generation in MWh-gross; 34 

(E) Calculated heat rate in Btu/kWh-net; and   35 

(F) Calculated carbon dioxide emission rate in lb/MWh-net.  36 

  (2) Activities resulting from compliance with this Rule and the corresponding date(s) including:   37 
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(A) Installation of equipment related to the BSER measures; 1 

(B) Forced or operational outages of equipment lasting longer than ten daysdays,related to the 2 

BSER measures, the corresponding time period and the reason(s) why; 3 

(C) Instances where operational procedures associated with the BSER measures were not 4 

observed followed for ana period lasting longer than ten days and the reason(s) why; and 5 

(D) Instances where a loss in EGU heat rate was identified in the CLR plan and the resulting 6 

actions taken or, the rationale and related information as to why no action was taken. 7 

 8 

History Note:  Authority G.S. 143-215.3(a); 143-215.65; 143-215.66; 143-215.107(a)(5), (10); 9 

Eff. April 1, 2016. 10 
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CHAPTER III 
 

REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS 
 

Introduction 
 
The Department of Environmental Quality, Division of Air Quality, held three public hearing on 
December 16, 2015 at 6:00 pm in Charlotte, NC, on December 17, 2015 at 6:00 pm in Raleigh, 
NC, and on January 5, 2016 at 6:00 pm in Wilmington, NC. 
 
The hearing considered the proposed adoptions of Rules 15A NCAC 02D .2701, Purpose and 
Applicability, 15A NCAC 02D .2702, Definitions, 15A NCAC 02D .2703, Standards of 
Performance Requirements for Carbon Dioxide, 15A NCAC 02D .2704, Permitting, and 15A 
NCAC 02D .2705, Monitoring, Recordkeeping and Reporting. 
 
 The proposed effective date for these rules is projected to April 1, 2016. 
 
A public notice announcing this hearing was emailed to each person on the interested party email 
distribution list. The public notice was also published in the North Carolina Register at least 15 
days before the public hearing and posted on the North Carolina Division of Air Quality website 
at least 30 days prior to the public hearing. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT COMMISSION 

 
 

NORTH CAROLINA 
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

 
 
 
 
 

         Gerard P. Carroll 
               Chairman 
             Kevin Martin 
           Vice Chairman 

    
    

 
Pat  McCrory, Governor David W. Anderson Dr. Lawrence W. Raymond 
Donald R. van der Vaart, Secretary Charles Carter Dr. Albert R. Rubin 
 Tommy Craven Clyde E. Smith, Jr. 
 Daniel  E. Dawson John D. Solomon 
 Charles B. Elam  

E. O. Ferrell 
Steve W. Tedder  
Julie A. Wilsey 

 Manning Puette  
  
 

November 5, 2015 

 
MEMORANDUM 

 
 

To:   Charles Carter 
 
From: Gerard Carroll 
 
Subject:  Hearing Officer Appointment 
 
      Public hearings have been scheduled for December 16, 2015 at 6:00 p.m. in Charlotte, 
December 17, 2015 at 6:00 p.m., in Raleigh, and January 5, 2016 at 6:00 p.m. in Wilmington to 
receive public comments on proposed rules to implement standards of performance for carbon 
dioxide (CO2) emissions from existing electric utility generating units (EGUs) under Clean Air 
Act Section 111(d).  The attached public notice describes the hearings’ purpose.  
 
      I am hereby appointing you to serve as hearing officer for this hearing.  Please receive all 
relevant public comment and report your findings and recommendations to the Environmental 
Management Commission.  Ms. Joelle Burleson will provide staff support for you. 
 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Joelle Burleson at (919) 707-8720, or 
me. 

 
SCH/jb 
 
Attachment 
 
cc:  Sheila Holman 

 Lois Thomas 
   Hearing Record File 

 
 
 

An Equal Opportunity Affirmative Action Employer 
 

 

III-2 A-66



NORTH CAROLINA ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT COMMISSION 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

Notice is hereby given for three public hearings to be heard by the North Carolina 
Department of Environmental Quality, Division of Air Quality concerning the proposed 
adoption of air quality rules. 

PURPOSE: To receive comments on adoption of proposed rules 
to implement standards of performance for carbon 
dioxide (C02) emissions for existing electric utility 
generating units (EGUs) under Clean Air Act Section 
111 ( d). On October 23, 2015, the Environmental 
Protection Agency promulgated a new rule for Carbon 
Dioxide Emission Guidelines for Existing Electric 
Utility Generating Units requiring states to develop a 
plan, including necessary rules, to address C02 
emissions from existing EGUs. A new section of rules, 
15A NCAC 02D .2700, Standards of Performance for 
Existing Electric Utility Generating Units under Clean 
Air Act Section 111(d), is proposed for adoption to 
implement the Section 111(d) provisions through 
application of the best system of emission reductions 
(BSER) for existing fossil fuel-fired EGUs in order to 
reduce C02 emissions through heat rate 
improvement. 

Rule 15A NCAC 020 .2701 , Purpose and 
Applicability, is proposed for adoption to specify fossil 
fuel-fired EGUs are subject to regulation under the 
Section 111 (d) Rule in Section 15A NCAC 02D .2700. 

Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2702, Definitions, is proposed 
for adoption to define terms that are used in Section 
15A NCAC 02D .2700. 

Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2703, Standards of 
Performance Requirements for Carbon Dioxide, is 
proposed for adoption to identify the BSER measures 
for carbon dioxide emissions at affected EGUs 
located in North Carolina and contains a compliance 
schedule for implementing the identified BSER 
measures. 

Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2704, Permitting, is proposed 
for adoption to define the permit requirements for 
affected EGUs under Section 15A NCAC 02D .2700. 
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DATES AND LOCATION: 

COMMENT PROCEDURES: 

INFORMATION: 

Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2705, Monitoring, 
Recordkeeping and Reporting, is proposed for 
adoption to specify the monitoring, recordkeeping and 
reporting requirements for each BSER measure 
implemented under 15A NCAC 02D .2703. 

NOTE: The proposed adoptions, repeals and 
amendments considered in these hearings, if 
adopted, will be effective statewide and submitted to 
the Environmental Protection Agency to be included 
in the North Carolina State Plan; if they are later 
adopted by a local air pollution control agency, then 
that agency will enforce them in its area of jurisdiction. 

December 16, 2015, 6:00 P.M. 
The Chamber at the Charlotte-Mecklenburg 
Government Center 
600 East Fourth Street 
Charlotte, NC 28202 

December 17, 2015, 6:00 P.M. 
Archdale Building, Ground Floor Hearing Room 
512 N. Salisbury St. 
Raleigh, NC 27604 

January 5, 2016, 6:00 P.M. 
Roland Grise Middle School Auditorium 
4412 Lake Ave 
Wilmington, NC 28403 

All persons interested in these matters are invited to 
attend the public hearings. Any person desiring to 
comment is requested to submit a written 
statement for inclusion in the record of 
proceedings at the public hearing. The hearing 
officer may limit the length of oral presentations if 
many people want to speak. The hearing record will 
remain open until January 15, 2016 to receive 
additional written statements. To be included, the 
statement must be received by the Division by 
January 15, 2016. 

Copies of the proposed rule changes may be 
downloaded at http://www.ncair.org/rules/hearing/. 
Copies of the proposals may also be reviewed at the 
regional offices of the North Carolina Department of 
Environmental Quality, Division of Air Quality, located 
at the following cities: 
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Asheville 
Fayetteville 
Mooresville 
Raleigh 
Washington 
Wilmington 
Winston-Salem 

828/296-4500 
910/433-3300 
704/663-1699 
919/791-4200 
252/946-6481 
910/796-7215 
336/776-9800 

Comments should be sent to and additional 
information concerning the hearings or the proposals 
may be obtained by contacting: 

Ms. Joelle Burleson 
Division of Air Quality 
1641 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1641 
(919) 707-8720 Phone/Fax 
daq. publiccomments@ncdenr.gov 
(Please type "111 (d)" in subject line) 

Sheila Holman, 
DAQ Director 
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Transcript 
 
A transcript of the December 16, 2015 hearing in Charlotte, NC, has not been prepared; 
however, an audio recording of the proceeding will be kept on file with the Division of 
Air Quality for one year from the date of the final actions by the Environmental 
Management Commission. 
 
A list of those attending the hearing as follows: 
 
Hearing Officer:   
 
Mr. Charles Carter, Environmental Management Commission 
 
Staff Members of the Division of Air Quality or other state or local employees at the 
Charlotte hearing:  
  
Ms. Sheila Holman, DAQ, DEQ 
Ms. Joelle Burleson, DAQ, DEQ 
Mr. Patrick Knowlson, DAQ, DEQ 
Mr. Glenn Sappie, DAQ, DEQ 
Mr. Vladimir Zaytsev, DAQ, DEQ 
Mr. Tom Mather, DAQ, DEQ 
Mr. Booker Pullen, DAQ, DEQ 
Mr. Mike Rusher, DEQ Public Affairs 
Mr. John Caudle, Mooresville Regional Office, DEQ 
Mr. Ronald Slack, Mooresville Regional Office, DEQ 
Ms. Carlotta Adams, Mooresville Regional Office, DEQ 
Mr. Matt Wilson, Mooresville Regional Office, DEQ 
Mr. Ryan Mills, Mooresville Regional Office, DEQ 
Ms. Tonisha Dawson, Mooresville Regional Office, DEQ 
Mr. Chuck Greco, Mecklenburg County Air Quality 
Ms. Lexin Murphy, Mecklenburg County Air Quality 
Mr. Jason Rayfield, Mecklenburg County Air Quality 
Ms. Leslie Rhodes, Mecklenburg County Air Quality 
 
Members of the General Public that spoke at the hearing: 
 
Brian Kasher  
LaNesha Wright, Prosperity Unlimited Inc. 
Richard Fireman, Alliance for Energy Democracy 
E. Winters Mabry, MD, Mecklenburg County Health Dept. 
Keith Wilson  
Steve Copulsky, NC Chapter of the Sierra Club 
Harvard Ayers, The Climate Times 
June Blotnick, Clean Air Carolina 
Calvin Cupini  
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Joel Olsen, O2emc 
Nancy Allison, Holy Covenant United Church of Christ 
Tata Ruast, Water Furnace Intl. – NCSEA-member 
Ken Kneidel  
Sally Kneidel  
Beth Henry  
Roger Diedrich  
Brian Magi  
Gus Preschle  
Max Stone, Dogwood Alliance 
Debra A. Baker  
David Underwood, Sierra Club 
Eliza Laubach, Appalachian Voices 
Gautam Desert, NC Warm/Green Peace 
Tina Ketsamos  
Lauren Gayre  
Rodney Sadler, Union Presbyterian Seminary/Justice Action Mobilization Network 
Kevn Shinawlt  
John Calhoun  
Rex Foster  
Jan Comer  
Henry Fansler  
Steve Rinlove, NADSP 
Britten Cleveland, NC Sierra Club 
Jonathan Hudson, Charlotte Green Initiative 
Susan McBride, 60 Plus 
Rich Greene, Citizen’s Climate Lobby 
 
Members of the General Public that did not speak at the hearing: 
 
Ruth Frost, Dogwood Alliance 
Terence Muhammad, Hip Hop Caucus 
Marco Wertheimer, League of Conservation Voters 
Raymond Deese  
Ken Clausen  
Michael Zytkow, Justice Action Mobilization Network 
Renee Reese, Sierra Club 
Mary Ann Lawler, U.U. Church of Charlotte 
Jim Mitchem  
Maureen Kivnes, Sierra Club 
Michael Amy Ora, UUCC 
Stefan Nowicki, Domtar Corporation 
Lexin Murphy, Mecklenburg County 
Mary Klenz, LWUNC 
Mary Lou Buck, Sierra Club, MPBC Earthkeepers 
George B. Book, Myers Park Baptist Church 
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Larry Hennon  
Bob Blalock, Sierra Club 
Carl Ed Allstun, Sierra Club 
Thomas Croft  
Emma Greenbaum, Sierra Club 
Aisander Puda, NC League of Conservation Voters 
Katie Todd, NC League of Conservation Voters 
Tony Jabon  
Sam Stone  
Alfred Ripley, NC Justice Center 
Pat Moore, NC WARN 
Hanna Mitchell  
Jeff Botz  
Lawrence Raymond, NC Environmental Mgmt. Commission 
Roger D. Coates  
Nicole Revels  
Mitchell Smith  
Karen Hodges, Jungian Analytic Praxis, Inc. 
Terry Lansdell, Clean Ari Carolina 
Jo Elvis  
Nakisa Glover, JAMN 
Heidi Magi  
Kathy Shaaf, 60 Plus 
Fern Paterson  
Patrick Buffkin, NCAEC 
Trey Peterson  
Estelle Toby Spike  
Melanie Bussard  
Christine Carrell, MCEMC 
S. Daniel, NC Citizens for Public Health 
Henry Trexler  
Dori Bowman, Sierra Club 
Cornelia Cornils  
Jane Towns  
Roxie Towns  
Terence Muhammad 
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Transcript 

 

A transcript of the December 17, 2015 hearing in Raleigh, NC, has not been prepared; 

however, an audio recording of the proceeding will be kept on file with the Division of 

Air Quality for one year from the date of the final actions by the Environmental 

Management Commission. 

 

A list of those attending the hearing as follows: 

 

Hearing Officer:   

 

Mr. Charles Carter, Environmental Management Commission 

 

Staff Members of the Division of Air Quality or other state employees at the Raleigh 

hearing:  

  

Ms. Sheila Holman, DAQ, DEQ 

Mr. Michael Abrazinskis, DAQ, DEQ 

Ms. Joelle Burleson, DAQ, DEQ 

Mr. Patrick Knowlson, DAQ, DEQ 

Mr. Glenn Sappie, DAQ, DEQ 

Mr. Vladimir Zaytsev, DAQ, DEQ 

Mr. Tom Mather, DAQ, DEQ 

Mr. Ed Martin, DAQ, DEQ 

Mr. Joseph Voelker, DAQ, DEQ 

Mr. Rahul Thaker, DAQ, DEQ 

Ms. Stephanie Hawco, DEQ Public Affairs 

 

Members of the General Public that spoke at the hearing: 

 

John Bachmann  

Jared Burton, New Belgium Brewing 

Marvin Wall  

Samuel Gunter, NC Housing Coalition 

Theresa Vick, BREDL 

Sig Hutchinson  

Hallie Turner  

Robert Bruck  

Debby Bruck  

Jasper Cobb  

Gerald L. Strope, MAHA 

Harvey Richmond, NC Chapter of Sierra Club 

Laura Wenzel Medical Advocates for Healthy Air 

Elizabeth Adams  

Karen Bearden 

Stephen Jurovics, NC Intrafaith Power & Light 
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Carson Harkrader, Carolina Solar Energy 

Richard Harkrader, NC Clean Energy Business Alliance 

David Schwaftz, Duke Environmental Law & Policy Clinic 

Alison Jones, Mothers & Others for Clean Air – ALA 

Morgan Malone, NCSU Fossil Free 

Carolina Blythe, ACE Action Fellowship 

Robert van der Dribb, ACE Action Fellowship 

Adam Kay, ACE Action Fellowship 

Jasmine Gregory, Alliance for Climate Education 

Arya Pontula, Alliance for Cllimate Education 

Charles Humble, PhD  

Dave Rogers, Environment NC 

Evan Michael Auld, Energy QA 

Sheila Read  

Melissa Malkin-Weber, Self Help Credit Union 

Al Ripley, NC Justice Center speaking for Exec. Director Rick Glazier 

Michelle Nowlin, Duke Environmental Law & Policy Clinic 

Katharine Kollins, Southeastern Wind Coalition 

Anita Simna  

Karen Richardson Dunn, Creation Care Alliance of WNC 

Kyra Moore  

Lib Hutchby  

William Jensen  

Thom Kay, Appalachian Voices 

Rachael Estes, NC Conservation Network 

Bruce Burcat, Mid-Atlantic Renewable Energy Coalition 

Manijeh Berenji  

Paul Namaste  

Ewan Kingston  

Holly Hardin, Durham Public Schools 

Marc Dreyfors, Carolina Biodiesel, LLC 

Roy McIlmal, Appalachian Voices 

PJ Lofland  

Kevin Shinault  

Susan McBride, 60 Plus 

Walte Emery  

Beverly C. Luna 

 

Members of the General Public that did not speak at the hearing: 

 

Greg Kirkpatrick, Habitat for Humanity of NC 

Ben Inskeep  

Jane Watson  

Ken Rose, Headwaters Group Sierra Club 

Karen Kemp, Citizen of NC  
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Transcript 
 
A transcript of the January 5, 2016 hearing in Wilmington, NC, has not been prepared; 
however, an audio recording of the proceeding will be kept on file with the Division of 
Air Quality for one year from the date of the final actions by the Environmental 
Management Commission. 
 
A list of those attending the hearing as follows: 
 
Hearing Officer:   
 
Mr. Charles Carter, Environmental Management Commission 
 
Staff Members of the Division of Air Quality or other state employees at the Wilmington 
hearing:  
  
Ms. Sheila Holman, DAQ, DEQ 
Ms. Joelle Burleson, DAQ, DEQ 
Mr. Patrick Knowlson, DAQ, DEQ 
Mr. Glenn Sappie, DAQ, DEQ 
Mr. Vladimir Zaytsev, DAQ, DEQ 
Mr. Tom Mather, DAQ, DEQ 
Mr. Brad Newland, Wilmington Regional Office, DEQ 
Mr. Ashby Armistead, Wilmington Regional Office, DEQ 
Mr. Mike Rusher, DEQ Public Affairs 
 
Members of the General Public that spoke at the hearing: 
 
Mac Montgomery, NC League of Conservation Voting 
Peter Gillman-Bryan  
L.Kyle Horton  
Lloyd Smith, Cape Fear Economic Development Council 
Priss Endo, Cape Fear Group of Sierra Club 
Roger Shew  
Ashley Daniels  
Scott Johnson, Chair Cape Fear Economic Development Council 
Yvonne Moody, Coastal Water Watch (Southport NC) 
David Pollock  
Ed Ablard, Green Building Council NC 
Nancy Sharp  
Ryhe Longest, Duke Law 
Scott Skowronski  
Nelson Bealier  
Mal Maynard  
Rob Zapple, New Hanover County Commission Member 
Kate Cardawone  
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Gerald Devito  
Jack Spruill, Spruill Farm Conservation Project 
Katie Todd, NC League of Conservation Voters 
Pete Key  
Robert Parr, Medical Advocates for Healthy Air 
Gus Simmons, Cavanaugh 
Matt Rudolf, The Earth Partners 
Jim Nesbit 
Keenen Altic, The Peoples Water Power 
Ben Kerr, Self- Sufficient Water And Power 
Julie Johnson   
Lora Sharkey  
 
Members of the General Public that did not speak at the hearing: 
 
Eric DeYoung  
Eugene Sinclair, Sierra Club 
Maggie Parish 
Kathleen Sinclair, Sierra Club / LWV 
Valerie Robertson, Cape Fear’s Going Green Magazine 
Ariadne De Carvalho, Carolina Altunyay 
Mark Moore 
Shannon Arata , Duke Environmental Law & Policy Clinic  

III-12 A-76



CHAPTER IV 
 
 

EXHIBITS 
 
 

 
 
 
EXHIBIT PAGE 

Proposed Regulations as Published in the North Carolina Register and Presented at the 
Hearing 

IV-2 

Hearing Officer comments at the public hearing IV- 11 

     
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

IV-1 A-77



 
 

 

This publication is printed on permanent, acid-free paper in compliance with G.S. 125-11.13 
 

 

NORTH CAROLINA 

REGISTER 
 

VOLUME 30  ●  ISSUE 10  ●  Pages  1104 - 1211 
 

November 16, 2015 

 
 I. IN ADDITION 

  Building Code Council – Notice of Rulemaking Proceedings ........................... 1104 – 1107 

  Social Services Commission – Public Notice ..................................................... 1108 

  

 II. PROPOSED RULES 

  Administrative Hearings, Office of 

   Hearings Division ........................................................................................... 1160 – 1163 

  Environmental Quality, Department of 

   Environmental Management Commission ...................................................... 1110 – 1117 

   Wildlife Resources Commission ..................................................................... 1117 – 1159 

  Insurance, Department of 

   Department...................................................................................................... 1109 – 1110 

  Occupational Licensing Boards and Commissions 

   Medical Board................................................................................................. 1159 – 1160 

   Nursing, Board of ........................................................................................... 1160 

  

 III. RULES REVIEW COMMISSION ................................................................. 1164 – 1173 

  

 IV. CONTESTED CASE DECISIONS 
  Index to ALJ Decisions ...................................................................................... 1174 – 1180 

  Text of ALJ Decisions 

   15 DOJ 00214 ................................................................................................. 1181 – 1185 

   15 DOJ 00215 ................................................................................................. 1186 – 1193 

   15 DOJ 00216 ................................................................................................. 1194 – 1201 

   15 DOJ 02730 ................................................................................................. 1202 – 1205 

   15 DOJ 03448 ................................................................................................. 1206 – 1211 

 

 

 

PUBLISHED BY 

The Office of Administrative Hearings 

Rules Division 

6714 Mail Service Center 

Raleigh, NC  27699-6714 

Telephone (919) 431-3000 

Fax (919) 431-3104 

 

 

Julian Mann III, Director 

Molly Masich, Codifier of Rules 

Dana Vojtko, Publications Coordinator 

                     Lindsay Woy, Editorial Assistant 

Kelly Bailey, Editorial Assistant 

 

 

IV-2 A-78



PROPOSED RULES 

 

 

30:10                                                             NORTH CAROLINA REGISTER                                NOVEMBER 16, 2015 

1110 

11 NCAC 20 .0404 APPLICATION (READOPTION  

WITHOUT SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES) 

 

11 NCAC 20 .0410 DELEGATION OF  

CREDENTIAL VERIFICATION ACTIVITIES  

(READOPTION WITHOUT SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES) 

 

SECTION .0600 - SIGNIFICANT MODIFICATIONS TO 

HMO OPERATIONS 

 

11 NCAC 20 .0601 APPLICATIONS FOR  

MODIFICATIONS TO SERVICE AREAS OR PRODUCT  

LINES (READOPTION WITHOUT SUBSTANTIVE  

CHANGES) 

 

CHAPTER 21 - THIRD PARTY ADMINISTRATORS 

 

SECTION .0100 - GENERAL PROVISIONS 

 

11 NCAC 21 .0106 PAYMENT OF CLAIMS  

(READOPTION WITHOUT SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES) 

 

 

TITLE 15A – DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL 

QUALITY 

 

Notice is hereby given in accordance with G.S. 150B-21.2 that the 

Environmental Management Commission intends to adopt the 

rules cited as 15A NCAC 02D .2701-.2705. 

 

Link to agency website pursuant to G.S. 150B-19.1(c):  

http://www.ncair.org/rules/hearing/ 

 

Proposed Effective Date:  April 1, 2016 

 

Public Hearing: 

Date:  December 16, 2015 

Time:  6:00 p.m. 

Location:  The Chamber at the Charlotte-Mecklenburg 

Government Center, 600 East Fourth Street, Charlotte, NC 28202 

 

Date:  December 17, 2015 

Time:  6:00 p.m. 

Location:  Archdale Building, Ground Floor Hearing Room, 512 

N. Salisbury St., Raleigh, NC 27604 

 

Date:  January 5, 2016 

Time:  6:00 p.m. 

Location:  Roland Grise Middle School Auditorium, 4412 Lake 

Ave, Wilmington, NC 28403 

 

Reason for Proposed Action:  To receive comments on adoption 

of proposed rules to implement standards of performance for 

carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions for existing electric utility 

generating units (EGUs) under Clean Air Act Section 111(d).  On 

October 23, 2015, the Environmental Protection Agency 

promulgated a new rule for Carbon Dioxide Emission Guidelines 

for Existing Electric Utility Generating Units requiring states to 

develop a plan, including necessary rules, to address CO2 

emissions from existing EGUs. A new section of rules, 15A NCAC 

02D .2700, Standards of Performance for Existing Electric Utility 

Generating Units under Clean Air Act Section 111(d), is proposed 

for adoption to implement the Section 111(d) provisions through 

application of the best system of emission reductions (BSER) for 

existing fossil fuel-fired EGUs in order to reduce CO2 emissions 

through heat rate improvement. 

Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2701, Purpose and Applicability, is 

proposed for adoption to specify fossil fuel-fired EGUs are 

subject to regulation under the Section 111(d) Rule in Section 15A 

NCAC 02D .2700. 

Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2702, Definitions, is proposed for adoption 

to define terms that are used in Section 15A NCAC 02D .2700. 

Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2703, Standards of Performance 

Requirements for Carbon Dioxide, is proposed for adoption to 

identify the BSER measures for carbon dioxide emissions at 

affected EGUs located in North Carolina and contains a 

compliance schedule for implementing the identified BSER 

measures. 

Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2704, Permitting, is proposed for adoption 

to define the permit requirements for affected EGUs under Section 

15A NCAC 02D .2700. 

Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2705, Monitoring, Recordkeeping and 

Reporting, is proposed for adoption to specify the monitoring, 

recordkeeping and reporting requirements for each BSER 

measure implemented under 15A NCAC 02D .2703. 

 

Comments may be submitted to:  Joelle Burleson, 1641 Mail 

Service Center, Raleigh, NC 27699-1641, phone (919) 707-8720, 

fax (919) 707-8720, email daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov 

(Please type 111(d) in subject line). 

 

Comment period ends:  January 15, 2016 

 

Procedure for Subjecting a Proposed Rule to Legislative 

Review: If an objection is not resolved prior to the adoption of the 

rule, a person may also submit written objections to the Rules 

Review Commission after the adoption of the Rule. If the Rules 

Review Commission receives written and signed objections after 

the adoption of the Rule in accordance with G.S. 150B-21.3(b2) 

from 10 or more persons clearly requesting review by the 

legislature and the Rules Review Commission approves the rule, 

the rule will become effective as provided in G.S. 150B-21.3(b1). 

The Commission will receive written objections until 5:00 p.m. 

on the day following the day the Commission approves the rule. 

The Commission will receive those objections by mail, delivery 

service, hand delivery, or facsimile transmission. If you have any 

further questions concerning the submission of objections to the 

Commission, please call a Commission staff attorney at 919-431-

3000. 

 

Fiscal impact (check all that apply). 

 State funds affected 

 Environmental permitting of DOT affected 

 Analysis submitted to Board of Transportation 

 Local funds affected 

 Substantial economic impact (≥$1,000,000) 

 Approved by OSBM 

 No fiscal note required by G.S. 150B-21.4 
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CHAPTER 02 – ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT 

 

SUBCHAPTER 02D – AIR POLLUTION CONTROL 

REQUIREMENTS 

 

SECTION .2700 – STANDARDS OF PERFORMANCE 

FOR EXISTING ELECTRIC UTILITY GENERATING 

UNITS UNDER CLEAN AIR ACT SECTION 111(D) 

 

15A NCAC 02D .2701  PURPOSE AND APPLICABILITY 

(a)  Purpose. The purpose of this Section is to implement the 

provision(s) in Clean Air Act Section 111(d) for Best System of 

Emission Reduction for Existing Electric Generating Units to 

reduce the emissions of carbon dioxide through heat rate 

improvement. 

(b)  Applicability. This Section applies to the following, that are 

fossil fuel-fired steam electric utility generating units (EGUs) to 

the extent they are subject to regulation in 40 CFR Part 60.5845 

that: 

(1) Serve a generator connected to a utility power 

distribution system with a nameplate capacity 

of 25 MW-net or greater and capable of selling 

greater than 25 MW of electricity;  

(2) Have a base load rating or design heat input 

capacity greater than 250 MMBtu/hr or greater 

heat input of fossil fuel either alone or in 

combination with any other fuel; and 

(3) Are stationary combustion turbines that meet 

the definition of either a natural gas combined 

cycle or combined heat and power combustion 

turbine.  

(c)  Excluded units.  This Section does not apply to the fossil fuel-

fired steam EGUs that are excluded under 40 CFR Part 60.5850. 

(d)  Retired unit exemption. Any unit that is permanently retired 

shall be exempted from this Section as of its retirement date. 

(e)  Effect on other authorities. No provision of this Section, any 

application submitted or any permit issued pursuant to Rule .2704 

of this Section shall be construed as exempting any unit or source 

covered under this Section or the owner or operator from 

complying with any other requirements of this Subchapter or 15A 

NCAC 02Q. 

(f)  In the event all or any portion of 40 CFR 60 Subpart UUUU 

containing the guidelines is: 

(1) Declared or adjudged to be invalid or 

unconstitutional or stayed by the United States 

Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit, by the 

District of Columbia Circuit, or by the United 

States Supreme Court: or  

(2) Withdrawn, repealed, revoked or otherwise 

rendered of no force and effect by the United 

States Environmental Protection Agency, 

Congress, or Presidential Executive Order. 

Such action shall render the regulation as incorporated herein, or 

that portion thereof that may be affected by such action, as invalid, 

void, stayed, or otherwise without force and effect for purposes of 

this Rule upon the date such action becomes final and effective; 

provided, further, that such declaration, adjudication, stay, or 

other action described herein shall not affect the remaining 

portions, if any, of the regulation as incorporated herein, which 

shall remain of full force and effect as if such portion so declared 

or adjudged invalid or unconstitutional or stayed or otherwise 

invalidated or effected were not originally a part of this Rule.   

 

Authority G.S. 143-215.3(a); 143-215.107(a)(5),(10). 

 

15A NCAC 02D .2702  DEFINITIONS 

For the purpose of this Section, the following definitions apply.  

(1) "Affected electric generating unit (EGU)" 

means a fossil fuel fired steam generating unit 

that: 

(a) serves a generator connected to a 

utility power distribution system with 

a nameplate capacity of 25 MW-net or 

greater and capable of selling greater 

than 25 MW of electricity;  

(b) has a base load rating or design heat 

input capacity greater than 250 

MMBtu/hr or greater heat input of 

fossil fuel either alone or in 

combination with any other fuel;  

(c) is a stationary combustion turbine that 

meets the definition of either a natural 

gas combined cycle or combined heat 

and power combustion turbine; and  

(d) includes, and shall not extend beyond, 

the following systems: fuel 

combustion system, combustion air 

system, steam system, draft system, 

turbine system, air pollution control 

system, cooling system, and auxiliary 

equipment contained within the 

facility that uses electrical power. 

(2) "Air heater leakage reduction (ALR)" means to 

reduce air leakage between the combustion air 

and the exhaust gas of Lungstrom, or rotary air 

heaters by removal of existing air preheater 

seals and replacing them with newer high 

performance seals.  

(3) "Best system of emission reduction (BSER)" 

means a design, equipment, work practice, or 

operational standard, or combination thereof, 

which reflects the best technological system of 

continuous emission reduction taking into 

consideration the cost of achieving such 

reduction, and any non-air quality health and 

environmental impact and energy requirements. 

(4) "Combustion optimization with neural network 

(CO)" means a system that conducts real-time 

monitoring and controls fuel and air flow 

distribution, furnace exhaust gas temperatures, 

and boiler steam temperatures to maximize heat 

recovery and minimize carbon monoxide 

emissions and nitrogen oxides emissions.  CO 

systems are based on nonlinear, multivariable 

steady-state models derived from historical unit 

operating data that identify the best 

combination of independent operating variables 
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that produce optimum combustion and thermal 

efficiency with low emissions. 

(5) "Condenser rebundle, retube, rebuild (CRR)" 

means to replace, repair or reconfigure tube 

elements, tube sheets, the condenser shell and 

other condenser components in order to correct 

leaks, plugging and debris build up to increase 

effective heat transfer surface area, or to 

otherwise improve heat transfer and fluid flow 

in the condenser.  CRR results in greater and 

more consistent condenser vacuum under the 

range of boiler operating conditions and 

available cooling water temperatures.   

(6) "Controllable loss reduction (CLR)" means 

developing and implementing a site-specific 

plan for best operations and maintenance 

practices (O&M) to maintain performance.  

CLR involves a comprehensive effort to collect 

information that may not be readily collected 

through existing sensors and data collection 

systems, interpret all data collected, and make 

decisions regarding actions to be taken to 

improve or maintain performance.  CLR 

consists of implementing a plan and instructing 

staff in the value and practice of collecting and 

reporting information regarding the ongoing 

performance of all the pieces of equipment 

comprising the power plant and implementing 

changes to operating or maintenance practices 

that are determined to improve heat rate.  

(7) "Forced draft fan variable frequency drive 

(FDF)" means equipment used to reduce fan 

power consumption by electronically 

controlling combustion air flowrate.  FDF 

utilizes a silicon controlled rectifier or 

equivalent device to control electrical 

frequency and voltage to the fan motor, thereby 

matching fan speed and combustion air flowrate 

with operating load. 

(8) "Heat input" from fuel is determined by 

multiplying the higher heating value of the fuel 

times the amount of fuel consumed over that 

time.   

(9) "Heat rate" means the amount of fuel thermal 

energy or heat input in million Btu (MMBtu) 

used by an electrical generator or power plant 

to generate one kilowatt-hour (kWh) of 

electricity.  For this rule, heat input is expressed 

in units of Btu heat input per net kWh 

generated.   

(10) "Induced draft fan or booster fan variable 

frequency drive (IBD)" means equipment used 

to reduce fan power consumption by 

electronically controlling exhaust gas flowrate.  

IBD utilizes a silicon controlled rectifier or an 

equivalent device to control electrical 

frequency and voltage to the fan motor, thereby 

matching fan speed and exhaust gas flowrate 

with operating load.  

(11) "Intelligent soot blowing (ISB)" means the use 

of software, instrumentation, sensors, and 

automated controls to achieve more effective 

cleaning of furnace wall and convective section 

heat transfer surfaces.  The ISB system may 

consist of devices for monitoring furnace 

exhaust gas temperatures, steam temperatures, 

and furnace wall temperatures at different 

locations, a control system, and furnace 

cleaning devices.  The ISB's control system 

digitally processes the received information to 

evaluate the effects of real-time heat transfer 

performance in order to allocate high pressure 

steam or high pressure air to cleaning devices in 

specified heat transfer zones.  The ISB activates 

furnace cleaning devices (also known as "soot 

blowers") when  measurement sensors indicate 

the need to remove ash or slag deposits from the 

furnace location where it is most effective to do 

so, resulting in improved boiler efficiency as 

well as reduced energy demand from soot 

blower and furnace cleaning systems. 

(12) "Nameplate capacity" means nameplate 

capacity as defined in 40 CFR 60.5880.  

(13) "Natural gas" means natural gas as defined in 

40 CFR 60.5880. 

(14) "Natural gas combined cycle (NGCC)" means 

an electric generating unit that uses a stationary 

combustion turbine firing natural gas from 

which the heat from the combustion turbine 

exhaust gas is recovered by a heat recovery 

steam generating unit to generate additional 

electricity.  

(15) "Net generation" means net-electric output as 

defined in 40 CFR 60.5880. 

(16) "Steam generating unit" means any furnace, 

boiler or other device used for combusting 

fossil fuel and producing steam plus any 

integrated equipment that provides electricity 

or useful thermal energy output to the affected 

unit or auxiliary equipment.  

(17) "Variable speed drives" means a system to 

increase and decrease the operating speed of 

fluid moving equipment such as fans or pumps 

by reducing the drives’ rotational speed in 

revolutions per minute to meet required 

changes in fluid flow rates. 

 

Authority G.S. 143-215.3(a); 143-215.107(a)(5),(10). 
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15A NCAC 02D .2703  STANDARDS OF PERFORMANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR CARBON DIOXIDE  

(a)  This Section applies to affected electric generating units (EGUs) listed below.  The owner or operator shall apply the following heat 

rate improvement measures, identified as Best System of Emission Reduction (BSER) measures for carbon dioxide emissions at the 

affected EGU or an alternative BSER approved pursuant to Paragraph (e) of this Rule at the affected EGU. 

 

Affected Units - Coal-fired EGUs 

Utility Company -  Facility  Unit ID Best System of Emission Reduction Measure(s) 

Duke Energy - Asheville 1 none 

Duke Energy - Asheville 2 none 

Duke Energy - Belews Creek 1 CLR and FDF 

Duke Energy - Belews Creek 2 CLR and FDF 

Duke Energy - Cliffside 5 none 

Duke Energy - Cliffside 6 ALR, CO, FDF, and ISB 

Duke Energy - G G Allen 1 none 

Duke Energy - G G Allen 2 none 

Duke Energy - G G Allen 3 none 

Duke Energy - G G Allen 4 none 

Duke Energy - G G Allen 5 none 

Duke Energy - Marshall 1 ISB 

Duke Energy - Marshall 2 ISB 

Duke Energy - Marshall 3 ALR, CO, FDF and ISB 

Duke Energy - Marshall 4 ALR, CO, FDF and ISB 

Duke Energy - Mayo 1A & 1B none 

Duke Energy - Roxboro 1 none 

Duke Energy - Roxboro 2 FDF, IBD and ISB 

Duke Energy - Roxboro 3A & 3B ISB 

Duke Energy - Roxboro 4A & 4B ISB 

Edgecombe Genco - Battleboro 1 none 

Edgecombe Genco - Battleboro 2 none 

Westmoreland Partners - Roanoke Valley 

Energy Facility I 
1 none 

Westmoreland Partners - Roanoke Valley 

Energy Facility II 
1 none 

 

Affected Units -Natural Gas Combined Cycle EGUs  

Utility Company - Facility  Unit ID Best System of Emission Reduction Measure(s)  

Dominion Resources - Rosemary  GEN1 

 

NGCC operation firing natural gas 

 

 

Dominion Resources - Rosemary   GEN2 

Dominion Resources - Rosemary  GEN3 

Duke Energy - Buck CT11 

Duke Energy - Buck CT12 

Duke Energy - Buck ST10 

Duke Energy - Dan River CT8 

Duke Energy - Dan River CT9 

Duke Energy - Dan River ST7 

Duke Energy - H F Lee  1A 

Duke Energy - H F Lee  1B 

Duke Energy - H F Lee  1C 

Duke Energy - H F Lee  ST1 

Duke Energy - L V Sutton 1A 

Duke Energy - L V Sutton 1B 

Duke Energy - L V Sutton ST1 
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Duke Energy - Sherwood H Smith Jr  7 

Duke Energy - Sherwood H Smith Jr  8 

Duke Energy - Sherwood H Smith Jr  9 

Duke Energy - Sherwood H Smith Jr  10 

Duke Energy - Sherwood H Smith Jr  ST4 

Duke Energy - Sherwood H Smith Jr  ST5 

Public Works Commission – Butler Warner  1 

Public Works Commission – Butler Warner  2 

Public Works Commission – Butler Warner  3 

Public Works Commission – Butler Warner  6 

Public Works Commission – Butler Warner  7 

Public Works Commission – Butler Warner  8 

Public Works Commission – Butler Warner  9 

Southern Company - Rowan 4 

Southern Company - Rowan 5 

Southern Company - Rowan STG 

 

(b)  The following work practice standards shall be applied for 

each BSER measure identified for the affected EGUs:  

(1) Air heater leakage reduction (ALR), Forced 

draft fan variable frequency drive (FDF), 

Induced draft fan and/or booster fan variable 

frequency drive (IBD), and Condenser 

rebundle, retube, rebuild (CRR).  

(A) Installation shall be performed 

according to each manufacturer's 

installation procedures.  The owner or 

operator shall follow each 

manufacturer's performance 

acceptance test procedures, assure the 

performance test acceptance criteria 

are met, and document the acceptance 

test results.   

(B) Ongoing maintenance shall be 

performed according to each 

manufacturer's recommended 

maintenance procedures at the 

prescribed frequency levels.  

(2) Intelligent soot blowing (ISB) and Combustion 

Optimization and Neural Networks (CO). 

(A) Installation shall be performed in 

accordance with each manufacturer’s 

specification and site-specific design.  

The owner or operator shall verify 

performance of each BSER measure in 

accordance with each manufacturer's 

performance acceptance test 

procedures, assure the performance 

acceptance test criteria are met, and 

document the acceptance test results.   

(B) Plant personnel responsible for the 

operation of each BSER measure shall 

follow procedures to best utilize the 

measure per each manufacturer's 

operating guidelines and to best 

achieve the goal of reducing heat rate.  

(C) Ongoing maintenance shall be 

performed according to each 

manufacturer's recommended 

maintenance procedures at the 

prescribed frequency levels. 

(3) Controllable loss reduction (CLR).   

(A) The owner or operator shall develop 

an EGU-specific CLR plan and submit 

an electronic copy of the plan to the 

Director of the Division of Air Quality 

within one year of the initial effective 

date of this Rule.  This plan shall 

include the devices and methods for 

measuring performance parameters; 

requirements for the frequency of data 

collection; method(s) for collecting 

and reporting the data; procedures for 

identifying a loss in EGU efficiency 

including any calculations; actions 

identified to improve EGU heat rate 

including equipment optimization or 

maintenance or changes to EGU 

operating methods; and a schedule for 

implementation of the actions to be 

taken. 

(B) The owner or operator shall 

implement actions identified by the 

CLR plan within the timeframe 

specified by the plan.  The owner or 

operator shall maintain all sensors, 

instrumentation, information 

technology, or other equipment used 

by the CLR plan in accordance with 

the equipment manufacturers' 

maintenance procedures and schedule. 

(4) Natural gas combined cycle operation (NGCC). 

(A) The owner or operator shall operate 

the NGCC unit, including the 

combustion turbine and the associated 

heat recovery steam generator, using 
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natural gas as fuel during normal 

operation in accordance with the 

manufacturers' recommended 

procedures. 

(B) Ongoing maintenance shall be 

performed according to the 

manufacturer's recommended 

maintenance procedures at the 

prescribed frequency levels. 

(c)  Alternative BSER. The owner or operator of an affected unit 

may apply one or more alternative measures that constitute the 

best system of emissions reduction for carbon dioxide emissions 

from coal-fired EGUs on a unit- specific basis upon approval by 

the Director by demonstrating to the Director that application of 

the alternative measures on a unit-specific basis would achieve an 

equivalent or greater heat rate improvement than application of 

the measures identified in Paragraph (a) of this Rule. 

(d)  Any alternative BSER demonstration shall be submitted no 

later than six months after the initial effective date of this Rule 

and shall include: 

(1) the name and address of the company and the 

name and telephone number of a company 

officer over whose signature the demonstration 

is submitted; 

(2) a description of all operations conducted at the 

location to which the demonstration applies and 

the purpose that the equipment serves within 

the operations; 

(3) the type of EGU;  

(4) the remaining useful life of the EGU; 

(5) the unit's calendar year 2015 baseline data 

including net heat rate, net generation, annual 

capacity factor, and carbon dioxide emissions; 

(6) the unit's projected 2019 capacity factor based 

on heat input and net generation; 

(7) reference to the specific operational and 

equipment controls or measures in the Tables in 

Paragraph (a) of this Rule for which alternative 

operational or equipment controls or measures 

are proposed; 

(8) a description of the proposed alternative 

operational or equipment controls or measures, 

the magnitude of carbon dioxide emission 

reduction that will be achieved, and the quantity 

of carbon dioxide that will be emitted if the 

alternative operational or equipment controls or 

measures are instituted;  

(9) whether the proposed measure is adequately 

demonstrated pursuant to Clean Air Act Section 

111(a)(1) to reduce heat rate;  

(10) the feasibility of applying a specific heat rate 

improvement measure on a given unit; 

(11) the degree of heat rate reduction potential for a 

specific feasible heat rate improvement 

measure; 

(12) a description of any site-specific limitations;  

(13) the associated costs of the proposed alternative 

equipment or measure including capital, fixed 

and variable operational and maintenance 

(O&M) costs and fuel savings; 

(14) the cost per ton of carbon dioxide emissions 

reduction; 

(15) any non-air quality health and environmental 

impact and energy requirements; 

(16) a schedule for the installation or institution of 

the alternative operational or equipment 

controls or measures to achieve compliance by 

the date specified in Paragraph (g) of this Rule 

including increments of progress specified in 40 

CFR 60.21(h); and 

(17) certification in the form of a written statement 

signed by the responsible official as defined in 

15A NCAC 02Q .0502 that emissions of all 

other air contaminants from the subject source 

are in compliance with all applicable local, state 

and federal laws and regulations. 

(18) the company's basis of the alternative control 

capability to achieve equivalent or greater 

carbon dioxide emission reductions than the 

measure included in Paragraph (a) of this Rule.  

The demonstration may include a copy of the permit application 

and need not duplicate information in the permit application. 

(e)  The Director shall approve a demonstration for alternative 

control if: 

(1) The demonstration is submitted in accordance 

with Paragraph (d) of this Rule; 

(2) All other air contaminant emissions from the 

facility are in compliance with, or under a 

schedule for compliance with, all applicable 

local, state, and federal regulations;  

(3) Based on the Division's technical analysis of the 

unit-specific information provided under 

Paragraph (d) of this Rule, the Director 

determines that application of the alternative 

measures on a unit-specific basis would achieve 

an equivalent or greater heat rate improvement 

than application of the measures identified in 

Paragraph (a) of this Rule; and 

(4) The demonstration contains a schedule, 

including increments of progress specified in 40 

CFR 60.21(h), for the installation or institution 

of the alternative operational or equipment 

controls or measures to achieve the heat rate 

improvement by the compliance date specified 

in Paragraph (g) of this Rule. 

(f)  When measures different from those specified in the Tables in 

Paragraph (a) of this Rule are approved by the Director, the permit 

shall contain a condition stating such controls and associated 

monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting requirements to verify 

implementation of the measures.  

(g)  Compliance schedule. Owners and operators of the affected 

facilities in Paragraph (b) of this Rule shall implement the 

identified BSER measures or alternative BSER approved pursuant 

to Paragraph (e) of this Rule by September 1, 2019 that were not 

in place prior to the following date for the corresponding affected 

utility company(s):  
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(1) July 31, 2015 for all affected EGUs for Duke 

Energy, 

(2) August 31, 2015 for all affected EGUs for both 

Edgecombe Genco - Battleboro and 

Westmoreland Partners - Roanoke Valley 

Energy Facility.  

(h)  All alternative BSER demonstrations, and any modifications 

or changes to those determinations, approved or determined by 

the Division pursuant to Paragraphs (c) through (e) of this Rule 

shall be submitted by the Division to the U.S. Environmental 

Protection Agency (EPA) as a revision to the state plan. No 

alternative BSER demonstration, nor any modification or change 

to a demonstration, approved or determined by the Division 

pursuant to Paragraphs (c) through (e) of this Rule shall revise the 

state plan or be used as a state plan credit, until it is approved by 

the U.S. EPA as a state plan revision. 

 

Authority G.S. 143-215.3(a); 143-215.65; 143-215.66; 143-

215.107(a)(5),(10). 

 

15A NCAC 02D .2704 PERMITTING 

(a)  The owner or operator of any source covered under this 

Section shall submit permit applications as required containing 

heat rate improvement evaluations for each affected unit to 

comply with the requirements of this Section following the 

procedures and requirements in 15A NCAC 02Q .0500 containing 

Title V permitting procedures for each affected source.  The 

owner or operator may determine that an alternative BSER 

measure would achieve an equivalent or greater heat rate 

reduction than achieved under the requirements of the BSER 

measures identified in Rule .2703(a) of this Section.  In such a 

situation the owner or operator shall follow the procedures 

contained in Rule .2703(c) and (d) of this Section. 

(b)  The Director shall review applications submitted under 

Paragraph (a) of this Rule and issue permits for compliance with 

this Section following the procedures and requirements in 15A 

NCAC 02Q .0500 (Title V permitting procedures) for each 

affected source.  In the event that the owner or operator submits a 

permit application with an alternative BSER following the 

procedures contained in Rule .2703(c) and (d) of this Section, the 

Director shall review applications submitted under Paragraph (a) 

of this Rule and issue permits for compliance with this Section 

following the procedures and requirements contained in Rule 

.2703(e) of this Section. 

 

Authority G.S. 143-215.3(a); 143-215.107(a)(5),(10); 143-

215.108. 

 

15A NCAC 02D .2705 MONITORING,  

RECORDKEEPING AND REPORTING 

(a)  For measures implemented under Rule .2703(a) of this 

Section, the following monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting 

activities shall be performed for each air heater leakage reduction 

(ALR), forced draft fan variable frequency drive (FVD), induced 

draft fan or booster fan variable frequency drive (IBD) and 

condenser rebundle, retube, rebuild (CRR):   

(1) The owner or operator shall record installation 

activities completed, including the 

corresponding dates of completion, maintain 

the installation records on site, and the records 

shall be available for review by the Division of 

Air Quality.  Installation records refers to work 

orders, invoices, permits, photographs, 

engineering drawings or specifications and 

other documentation routinely developed to 

install or modify equipment or otherwise make 

plant improvements. 

(2) The owner or operator shall record maintenance 

activities completed, including the 

corresponding dates, maintain the records on 

site for ten years, and the records shall be 

available for review by the Division of Air 

Quality. 

(b)  For measures implemented under Rule .2703(a) of this 

Section, the following monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting 

activities shall be performed for each intelligent soot blowing 

(ISB) and combustion optimization with neural network (CO): 

(1) The owner or operator shall record installation 

activities completed, including the 

corresponding dates of completion, maintain 

the installation records on site for 10 years, and 

the records shall be available for review by the 

Division of Air Quality. Installation records 

refers to work orders, invoices, permits, 

photographs, engineering drawings or 

specifications and other documentation 

routinely developed to install or modify 

equipment or otherwise make plant 

improvements.  

(2) The owner or operator shall monitor and record 

all operating parameters associated with each 

BSER measure required in Rule .2703(a) of this 

Section and their respective control systems in 

accordance with the manufacturer's 

recommended operating procedures.  The 

owner or operator shall record forced or 

operational outages of the BSER measures, the 

corresponding time period and the reason(s) 

why.  The owner or operator shall maintain the 

operating records on site for ten years and the 

operating records shall be available for review 

by the Division of Air Quality. 

(3) The owner or operator shall record maintenance 

activities completed, including the 

corresponding dates, maintain the records on 

site for ten years, and the records shall be 

available for review by the Division of Air 

Quality. 

(c)  The following monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting 

activities shall be performed for controllable loss reduction 

(CLR): 

(1) The owner or operator shall submit an 

electronic copy of the CLR plan to the Director 

of the Division of Air Quality within one year 

of the initial effective date of this Rule.   

(2) The owner or operator shall monitor and record 

all parameters defined in the CLR plan in 

accordance to the procedures defined in the 
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plan.  The owner operator shall maintain 

electronic records of the data collected and any 

calculations associated with the CLR plan and 

the records shall be available for review by the 

Division of Air Quality. 

(3) The owner or operator shall record instances 

where the CLR plan identified a loss in EGU 

heat rate and any actions taken or the rationale 

and related information as to why action was 

not taken.   

(d)  The following monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting 

activities shall be performed for natural gas combined cycle 

(NGCC): 

(1) The owner or operator shall monitor and record 

all operating parameters associated with NGCC 

and its respective control systems in accordance 

with the manufacturer's recommended 

operating procedures.  The owner or operator 

shall maintain the operating records on site for 

ten years and the operating records shall be 

available for review by the Division of Air 

Quality. 

(2) The owner or operator shall record maintenance 

activities completed, including the 

corresponding dates, maintain the records on 

site for ten years, and the records shall be 

available for review by the Division of Air 

Quality. 

(e)  In the event that the owner or operator submits a permit 

application with an alternative BSER following the procedures 

contained in Rule 02D .2703(c) and (d) of this Section, then the 

owner or operator shall submit a permit application that includes 

monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting activities for the 

installation, operation and maintenance of the alternative BSER 

measure in accordance with the manufacturer's recommended 

procedures.  

(f)  The owner or operator shall submit an annual compliance 

report to the Director of the Division of Air Quality each year 

starting one year from the initial effective date of this Rule.  The 

annual compliance report shall include:  

(1) The following parameters on an annual average 

basis: 

(A) Carbon dioxide emissions in short 

tons; 

(B) Net electrical generation in MWh-net; 

(C) Heat input in MMBtu; 

(D) Gross electrical generation in MWh-

gross; 

(E) Calculated heat rate in Btu/kWh-net; 

and   

(F) Calculated carbon dioxide emission 

rate in lb/MWh-net.  

(2) Activities resulting from compliance with this 

Rule and the corresponding date(s) including:   

(A) Installation of equipment related to the 

BSER measures; 

(B) Forced or operational outages of 

equipment lasting longer than ten days 

related to the BSER measures, the 

corresponding time period and the 

reason(s) why; 

(C) Instances where operational 

procedures associated with the BSER 

measures were not observed for an 

period lasting longer than ten days and 

the reason(s) why; and 

(D) Instances where a loss in EGU heat 

rate was identified in the CLR plan 

and the resulting actions taken or, the 

rationale and related information as to 

why no action was taken. 

 

Authority G.S. 143-215.3(a); 143-215.65; 143-215.66; 143-

215.107(a)(5),(10). 

 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

 

Notice is hereby given in accordance with G.S. 150B-21.2 that the 

N.C. Wildlife Resources Commission intends to adopt the rules 

cited as 15A NCAC 10B .0224 and .0225 and amend the rules 

cited as 15A NCAC 10B .0106, .0107, .0118, .0201 - .0203; 10C 

.0205, .0305, .0306, .0314, .0319, .0401, .0402; 10D .0102, .0103; 

10I .0103 - .0105. 

 

Link to agency website pursuant to G.S. 150B-19.1(c):  

www.ncwildlife.org 

 

Proposed Effective Date:  

March 1, 2016 - 15A NCAC 10B .0106, .0118, .0201 

August 1, 2016 – 15A NCAC 10B .0107, .0202, .0203, .0224, 

.0225; 10C .0205, .0305, .0306, .0314, .0319, .0401, .0402; 10D 

.0102, .0103; 10I .0103 - .0105 

 

Public Hearing: 

Date: January 5, 2016 

Time: 7:00 p.m. 

Location: Auditorium, Bladen Community College, 7418 NC 

Hwy 41W, Dublin, NC 28332 

 

Date: January 6, 2016 

Time: 7:00 p.m. 

Location: Southern Alamance High School, 631 Southern High 

School Rd., Graham, NC 27253 

 

Date: January 7, 2016 

Time: 7:00 p.m. 

Location: South Stanly High School, 40488 South Stanly School 

Rd., Norwood, NC 28128 

 

Date: January 12, 2016 

Time: 7:00 p.m.  

Location: Haywood Community College, 185 Freedlander Dr., 

Clyde, NC 28721 

 

Date: January 13, 2016 

Time: 7:00 p.m. 

Location: Western Piedmont Community College, 1001 

Burkemont Ave., Morganton, NC 28655 
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CLEAN POWER PLAN/SECTION 111(D) PUBLIC HEARING 
 

INTRODUCTION 

[Hearing officer]: 

  Good evening ladies and gentlemen.  My name is Charlie Carter.  I am a member 

of the North Carolina Environmental Management Commission (EMC).  My role as 

hearing officer is to consider all relevant oral and written comments and report them to 

the full Commission.  Sitting with me is Ms. Joelle Burleson.  She is with the North 

Carolina Division of Air Quality, Planning Section. 

  Staff from the Division of Air Quality are here to assist this evening.  Ms. 

Burleson, please introduce the staff present. 

[Ms. Burleson]  (Introduces staff) 

[Hearing officer]:  

This evening we are conducting a hearing on the State’s primary plan to address 

the requirements of Clean Air Act Section 111(d) for Existing Electric Utility Generating 

Units (EGUs), otherwise known as the Clean Power Plan.  On August 3rd, the 

Environmental Protection Agency finalized the new rules for Carbon Dioxide Emission 

Guidelines for Existing EGUs under Section 111(d).  The guidelines include carbon 

dioxide emission reduction goals for States using three building blocks.  Review of the 

building blocks determined that the approach exceeds EPA’s legal authority under the 

Clean Air Act.  As a result, the Department has joined a group of 37 States requesting 

judicial review of the final rules.   

Given these legal concerns and consistent with the Commission’s existing 

statutory authority, the primary plan that is the subject of this hearing was developed 

using building block one only, which focuses on heat rate improvements achievable at 

the affected powerplants.  

 The proposed rule would affect electric generating units at nine coal-fired 

facilities and eight natural gas-fired combined cycle facilities in North Carolina.  A fiscal 

note on the plan was developed and approved by the Office of State Budget and 

Management.  Total fiscal impacts from the proposed rule adoptions are estimated to be 

substantial.   
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Following action on the primary plan, the agency will begin developing a backup 

plan that will consider building blocks two and three.  As a part of that process, 

additional opportunities for public involvement will be included.  The backup plan is 

being developed in the event the final Clean Power Plan rules are upheld in the pending 

legal challenges.  The backup plan will comprehensively address the federal rule 

requirements.  

Tonight’s hearing provides the opportunity for oral comments on the primary 

plan.  This hearing will be held according to the North Carolina Administrative 

Procedures Act.  The public notice for this hearing was published in the North Carolina 

Register on November 16th.  It is also available on the Office of Administrative Hearings 

website and on the Division of Air Quality website.  The public notice has also been 

emailed to those on the DAQ email distribution list.  I will enter the public notice and the 

proposed rule adoptions into the hearing record without reading them at this time. 

  Additionally, anyone interested in this plan should file written comments, whether 

or not they speak this evening.  Written comments will provide a more specific and 

extensive record for consideration by the Commission as it acts on the plan.  All written 

comments are included in the rulemaking record.   

  When called to speak, please come to the podium and state your name clearly 

and whom you represent.  Many people have requested to speak at this hearing.  Due 

to time constraints, speakers’ presentations will be limited to ___ minutes.  

 

[Hearing officer]: 

  Is there anyone else who would like to comment? If there are no more comments, 

then this hearing is closed. The hearing record will remain open until January 15, 2016, 

for additional written comments. 
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DESCRIPTION OF RULES FOR HEARING RECORD (NOT READ) 

These proposed rules provide the agency’s primary response to the 

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Rule for Carbon Dioxide Emission Guidelines 

for Existing EGUs. The EMC is proposing to adopt rules in 15A NCAC 02D .2700, 

Standards of Performance for Existing EGUs under CAA Section 111(d) to satisfy a 

similar federal requirement. Section 111(d) requires EPA to identify the best system of 

emission reductions (BSER) that is adequately demonstrated and available to limit 

pollution and to set guidelines for states to reflect BSER.  Based on its evaluation of 

BSER for existing EGUs, the EPA regulation provides state specific goals for reducing 

carbon dioxide emissions for the power sector. States are then required to develop a 

plan including necessary rules to meet those goals. Based on existing statutory 

authority and unit specific evaluation, the proposed state rules reflect what constitutes 

the BSER for each affected unit in North Carolina. 

Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2701, Purpose and Applicability, is proposed for adoption 

to implement the Section 111(d) guidelines for existing EGUs under 40 CFR 60 Subpart 

UUUU, Emission Guidelines for Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Compliance Times for 

Electric Utility Generating Units. This rule specifies which fossil fuel-fired EGUs are 

subject to regulation under the Section 111(d) Rule in Section 15A NCAC 02D .2700.  

 Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2702, Definitions, is proposed for adoption to define terms 

that are used in Section 15A NCAC 02D .2700.  

 Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2703, Standards of Performance Requirements for Carbon 

Dioxide, is proposed for adoption to identify the BSER measures for carbon dioxide 

emissions at affected EGUs located in North Carolina. This rule also contains a 

compliance schedule for implementing the identified BSER measures. 

 Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2704, Permitting, is proposed for adoption to define the 

permit requirements for affected EGUs under Section 15A NCAC 02D .2700.  

 Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2705, Monitoring, Recordkeeping and Reporting, is 

proposed for adoption to specify the monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting 

requirements for each BSER measure implemented under 15A NCAC 02D .2703.  

 A fiscal note was approved by the Office of State Budget and Management 

(OSBM) in accordance with G.S. 150B-19.1, 150B-21.4, and E.O. 70. The total fiscal 
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impacts from the proposed rule adoptions are estimated to be substantial. The term 

“substantial economic impact” means an aggregate financial impact on all persons 

affected of at least one million dollars ($1,000,000) in a 12-month period.  Any facility 

that is required to reduce greenhouse gas emissions may incur capital costs expressed 

as an annualized expenditure as well as annual operation and maintenance costs. Most 

of these expenses will be to obtain heat rate improvements (HRI) because these are 

cost effective methods to comply with these regulations. 

The proposed rule would affect EGUs at nine coal-fired facilities and eight natural 

gas-fired combined cycle facilities located in North Carolina.    
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COMMENTS DURING THE COMMENT PERIOD 
 

Table V.1 Index of Comments Sorted by Method Received 
 
 
SECTION CONTENT PAGE 
Table V.2 List of Commenters That Submitted Attachments by Email V-2 
Table V.3 List of Commenters That Sent Comments by U.S. Mail V-346 
Table V.4 List of Commenters at Charlotte Hearing V-368 
Table V.5 List of Commenters at Raleigh Hearing V-406 
Table V.6 List of Commenters at Wilmington Hearing V-536 
Table V.7 List of Commenters That Submitted Postcards V-567 
Section V.8 Comments with KnowWho Services as Sender Of Email V-572 
Section V.9 Comments Submitted By Email without Attachments V-2376 
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Table V.2:  List of Commenters That Submitted Attachments by Email 

NAME REPRESENTING PAGE 

Ken Mitchell United States Environmental Protection Agency V-4 

Pamela Faggert Dominion V-8 

Jennifer Kefer Alliance for Industry Efficiency V-10 

Bruce Burcat Mid-Atlantic Renewable Energy Coalition V-14 

Katie Todd North Carolina League of Conservation Voters V-24 

Heather Hahn Audubon North Carolina V-46 

Steve Copulsky and Molly 

Diggins 

NC Chapter of the Sierra Club V-48 

Stefan Nowicki Domtar V-50 

June Blotnick Clean Air Carolina V-52 

Peter Ledford North Carolina Sustainable Energy Association V-53 

William G. Simmons, Jr. Cavanaugh V-55 

Harvey Richmond NC Chapter of the Sierra Club V-57 

David Schwartz Duke Law V-59 

Sam Phillips Nucor V-93 

David Straley V-96 

Rob Chew V-99 

Lloyd Smith (43 cosigners) Cortech Solutions V-101 

Dr. Mani Berenji V-104 

Karen Richardson Dunn Creation Care Alliance V-105 

Greg Kirkpatrick Habitat for Humanity of North Carolina V-106 

William Smith Edgecombe Genco, LLC V-108 

Debra Baker V-111 

Melissa Malkin-Weber Self Help Credit Union V-113 

Evan Auld Energy QA V-115 

Keith Wilson V-117 

Dr. Robert Parr Medical Advocates for Healthy Air V-119 

Dr. Harry Ayers V-123 

Mark McIntire Duke Energy V127 

Gayle Goldsmith Tuch Gayle Goldsmith Tuch, P.C. V-138 
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NAME REPRESENTING PAGE 

Harry Taylor V-141 

Hanah Ehrenreich Sustainable Sandhills V-142 

Ryke Longest Duke Law V-144 

Luis Martinex Natural Resources Defense Council V-150 

Laura Wenzel Medical Advocates for Healthy Air V-155 

James Kenny (cosigned by 171) Medical Advocates for Healthy Air V-156 

Myra Blake Southern Environmental Law Center V-163 

Rachel Estes 

Tanya Oujic 

and 18 environmental 

organizations 

NC Conservation Network 

Environmental Defense League 

 Cape Fear River Watch

 Clean Air Carolina

 Clean Water for North Carolina

 Dan River Basin Association

 Dogwood Alliance

 Environment North Carolina

 NC Coastal Federation

 NC Council of Churches

 NC Environmental Justice Network

 NC Interfaith Power & Light

 NC League of Conservation Voters

 NC WARN

 Physicians for Social Responsibility,

Western NC Chapter

 River Guardian Foundation

 Sound Rivers

 Winyah Rivers Foundation

 Appalachian Voices

 Sustain Charlotte

V-261 

Liz Kazal (cosigned by 1657) Environment North Carolina V-267 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 4 

Sheila C. Holman, Director 
Division of Air Quality 

ATLANTA FEDERAL CENTER 
61 FORSYTH STREET 

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30303-8960 

1lN ~f 5 2016 

NC Department of Environmental Quality 
160 I Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-160 I 

Re: Proposed Rule 15A NCAC 02D Section .2700: Standards of Performance for Existing 
Electric Utility Generating Units under Clean Air Act Section 111 (d) 

Dear Ms. Holman: 

Thank you for providing this opportunity to comment on the above-referenced proposed rule. We 
appreciate your ongoing efforts to reduce carbon pollution emitted by the electric utility sector in 
the state. 

The proposed revision to Section .2700 provides for measures to increase thermal efficiency at 
certain fossil fuel-fired power plants that are subject to the Clean Power Plan (CPP). At this 
point, it is unclear whether the proposed rule is intended to constitute a portion of, or possibly the 
entirety of, North Carolina's 11 l(d) state plan under the CPP (40 CFR Part 60, Subpart UUUU). 
With this in mind, and because the EPA is committed to working with states in developing 
approvable plans, we have prepared the attached comments on North Carolina' s proposed rule. 
The attachment provides a preliminary set of comments regarding the proposed ru le, particularly 
in light of the possibility that this rule may be a part of a forthcoming state plan under the CPP. 

These comments are not intended to be exhaustive or comprehensive. The issues raised in these 
comments include the level of C02 emission reductions that the proposed rule will achieve; the 
adequacy of the emission standards in the proposed rule; monitoring, recordkeeping and 
reporting provisions; as well as two issues that would be relevant if this rule became a part of a 
CPP state plan. 

Internet Address (URL) • http://www.epa.gov 

Recycled/Recyclable • Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on Recycled Paper (Minimum 30% Postconsumer) 
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We look forward to continuing to work with you on the development of an approvable state plan 
that satisfies all the requirements of the CPP by September 6, 2016 (or by September 6, 2018, 
should the state seek and receive an extension as outlined in 40 CFR §§ 60.5760 and 60.5765). 
Please contact Dave McNeal at 404-562-9102 or mcneal.dave@epa.gov i f you have any 
questions specifically about these comments. 

Attachment 

Sincerely, 

qc~~ 
Beverly H. Banister -(Ji 
Director 
Air, Pesticides, and Toxics Management Division 
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Attachment 

U.S. EPA's Preliminary Comments on North Carolina's 
Proposed Rule 15A NCAC 020 Section .2700: Standards of Performance 

for Existing Electric Utility Generating Units under Clean Air Act Section lll(d) 

These preliminary comments were prepared in light of the possibility that the proposed rule is intended 
to constitute a portion of, or possibly the entirety of, North Carolina's lll(d) state plan submittal under 
the Clean Power Plan. We are committed to working with states in the development of approvable state 
plans, and encourage North Carolina to work with the EPA as the state works toward the completion of 
its state plan submittal. 

• COz Reductions: In accordance with 40 C.F.R. § 60.5790, to meet its obligations under the federal 
Clean Power Plan, North Carolina would be required to demonstrate that the emission standards on 
affected electric generating units (EGUs), alone or in conjunction with any State measures, will 
achieve the C02 emission performance rates or statewide C02 emission goals described in 40 C.F.R. § 

60.5855. Standing alone, North Carolina's draft rule does not appear to achieve either the C02 
emission performance rates or the statewide C02 emission goals. 

• Standards of Performance: As explained in the final Clean Power Plan rulemaking at 80 FR 64662, 
64834 (Oct. 23, 2015), design, equipment, work practice, and operational standards cannot be 
considered to be "standards of performance" for purposes of a state plan under the Clean Power 
Plan. However, a state may include in its state plan an emission standard that is the rate or mass 
standard that results from the applicable operational or other standard. Id. North Carolina's draft 
rule would require affected EGUs to comply with various work practice or equipment requirements, 
but the draft rule does not appear to place enforceable C02 emission limits or rates on these units. 
Such enforceable emission standards would be required as part of a final state plan submittal, to the 
extent a state required affected EGUs to comply with work practice or equipment standards to meet 
Clean Power Plan obligations. 

• Enforceability: As specified in 40 C.F.R. § 60.5745(a)(4), North Carolina's final Clean Power Plan 
submittal must include a demonstration that each affected EGU's emission standard is quantifiable, 
non-duplicative, permanent, verifiable, and enforceable according to 40 C.F.R. § 60.5775. As 
explained in the previous bullet, t he work practice and equipment requirements in North Carolina's 
draft rule cannot be considered to be emission standards under the Clean Power Plan and - as 
related to enforceability- do not appear to be quantifiable, verifiable, permanent or enforceable 
because they rely on the affected EGUs complying with source-developed plans and manufacturers' 
recommended procedures, specifications, and guidelines that are not identified in the regulation. 

• Monitoring, Recordkeeping and Reporting: To be approvable, North Carolina's final plan submittal 
must include monitoring for affected EGUs that is no less stringent than what is described in 40 
C.F.R. § 60.5860. As currently written, North Carolina's draft rule does not appear to include 
monitoring, record keeping and reporting requirements that are as stringent as those specified in 40 
C.F.R. § 60.5860. 

• Community Engagement: Under 40 C.F.R. § 60.5745(a)(12), North Carolina's final plan submittal 
must include documentation of any conducted community outreach and community involvement, 
including engagement with vulnerable communities. See also 80 FR at 64848. In developing its final 

V-6 A-96



plan, North Carolina must demonstrate that it meaningfully engaged with members of the public, 
including vulnerable communities; for example, workers and low-income communities, communities 
of color, and indigenous populations living near power plants and otherwise potentially affected by 
the State's plan. 40 C.F.R. § 60.574S(a)(12); 80 FR at 64827, 64848, 64668. Documentation of this 
type of engagement is also required as part of the initial submittal which is due by September 6, 
2016, for states seeking to request an extension of time in which to submit a final state plan. The 
EPA appreciates the state's efforts to seek public comment on the proposed rule as an initial step 
towards satisfying the meaningful engagement requirements for state plan development. 

• Automatic Rescission Clause: North Carolina's draft regulation at lSA NCAC 02D.2701(f) contains an 
"automatic rescission clause" that would automatically remove provisions from the approved state 
plan in the wake of specified triggering events, such as a decision by the D.C. Circuit declaring a 
provision unlawful. Under 40 C.F.R. § 60.578S(a), EPA-approved state plans can be revised only with 
approval by the Administrator. Federal regulations further require that with limited exceptions, the 
state shall conduct one or more public hearings on a plan revision prior to adoption. See 40 C.F.R. § 

60.23(c)(l) . Historically, the EPA has approved automatic rescission clauses into state 
implementation plans (SIPs) only if they include certain safeguards to ensure adequate public notice 
and EPA approval of any automatic change to the SIP that may result from the rescission clause's 
operation. 
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Pa1nela F. Faggert 
Chief Environmental ()fficer and 
Vice President-Corporate Compliance 

Dominion Resources Services, Inc. 
5000 Don1inion Boulevard, Glen Allen, VA 23060 
Phone: 804-273-3467 

<lorn,com 

By Electronic Delivery: daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov 
January 15, 2016 

Ms. Joelle Burleson 
Division of Air Quality 
1641 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1641 

Re: Comments to the North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality, Division of 
Air Quality Notice of Proposed lSA NCAC 02D.2700; Standards of Performance for 
Existing Electric Utility Generating Units under Clean Air Act Section 111( d); 
November 16, 2015. 

Dear Ms. Burleson: 

Dominion Resources Inc. (Dominion) appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on the 
proposed regulation codified at 15A NCAC 02D.2701 to comply with EPA's Standards for 
Performance for Existing Electric Utility Generating Units Under Clean Air Act Section 111 ( d), 
also known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). 

The proposed regulation to implement the CPP includes provisions to improve efficiency (heat 
rates) applicable to existing electric generating units and does not address the remaining 
"building blocks" applied by EPA in its determination of the "best system of emission 
reductions" (BSER) used to establish the emission reduction targets of the final CPP. We 
encourage the North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural Resources' (NCDENR) 
Department of Air Quality (DAQ) to develop and promulgate a state plan for implementing the 
CPP that incorporates all the elements of the final CPP rule which will be approvable by EPA. 
We believe that the certainty and flexibility of a state implementation plan is in the best interest 
of North Carolina and our customers rather than facing the imposition of a federal plan. 

Dominion owns and operates two natural gas fired combined cycle combustion turbines (NGCC) 
at the Rosemary Power Station, located in Roanoke Rapids, North Carolina, that are subject to 
the CPP. To the extent the State proceeds with its currently proposed rulemaking, we offer the 
comments for consideration. 

As proposed, the Rosemary Power Station will be subject to the provisions for NGCC plants 
codified at 15A NCAC 02D.2703(b)(4), which requires the following: 

(A) The owner or operator shall operate the NGCC unit, including the combustion turbine 
and the associated heat recovery steam generator, using natural gas as fi1el during 
normal operation in accordance with the manufacturers' recommended procedures. 

(B) Ongoing maintenance shall be performed according to the manufacturers' recommended 
maintenance procedures at the prescribed frequency levels. 
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The Rosemary facility operates two combustion turbines and a steam turbine. The combustion 
turbines are primarily fired on natural gas with Fuel Oil No.2 as a back-up fuel. DAQ's 
supporting document for the.rule titled, "Supporting Basis for Determination of Best System of 
Emission Reduction (BSER) for Carbon Dioxide from Existing Electrical Generating Units" 
(Appendix B), defines BSER for EGUs for Rosemary as follows: 

Based on the above EPA determinations and considering the nature of operations of this 
facility, DAQ believes that efficient NGCC technology combined with the use of clean 
.&els (natural gas and distillate fitel) is BSERfor EGUs at Rosemary (emphasis added). 

Under normal circumstances, the units operate per the manufacturer's guidelines and 
recommended procedures. For these NGCC units, some of the original manufacturer's parts 
could have been obsolete or replaced with aftennarket parts or repairs, as a part of routine 
maintenance and repair. As a result, the maintenance of these units does not always follow 
"original manufacturer's recommended maintenance practices." In these instances, the 
maintenance is performed as per good engineering industry practices for the actual components 
' ' m service. 

Therefore, in accordance with DAQ's recognition that BSER includes the use of distillate oil, we 
request that the DAQ revise the language in the proposal under Provision (A) to reflect the BSER 
determination. In addition, we recommend that the language proposed in Provisions (A) and (B) 
above be revised to provide flexibility to use operational and maintenance procedures that 
deviate from the manufacturers' recommendations as follows: 

(A) The owner or operator shall operate the NGCC unit, including the combustion turbine 
and the associated heat recovery steam generator, using clean fuels (natural gas and 
distillate fuel oil! as fuel during normal operation in accordance with the manufacturers' 
recommended procedures or good engineering practices. 

(B) Ongoing maintenance shall be performed according to the manufacturers' recommended 
maintenance procedures flt the preserieedfrequeney levels or good engineering 
practices. 

At the very least, there must be provisions for a regulated entity to obtain approval to use 
procedures for operations and maintenance that deviate from the manufacturers' procedures. 

Thank you again for the opportunity to provide comments on this proposal. Please do not 
hesitate to contact me, Troy Breathwaite at Troy.Breathwaite@dom.com or Lenny Dupuis at 
Leonard.Dupuis@dom.com, if you have any questions. 

t:~~t~ 
Pamela F. Faggert 
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January 14, 2016 
 
North Carolina Division of Air Quality 
1641 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1641 
 
Re: Comments on the adoption of proposed rules to implement standards of performance 
for carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions for existing electric utility generating units (EGUs) 
under Clean Air Act Section 111(d) 
 
Dear Ms. Sheila Holman: 
 
The Alliance for Industrial Efficiency (hereinafter, “The Alliance”) appreciates the opportunity to 
comment at this early stage on North Carolina’s proposed Clean Power Plan (CPP) state 
compliance plan. The Alliance is a diverse coalition that includes representatives from the 
business, environmental, labor and contractor communities. Our national membership includes 
more than 20 contractors and businesses based in North Carolina alone. Among these are 
Stromberg Metal Works in Raleigh, the largest sheet-metal firm in the country; McKenny’s in 
Charlotte, the largest mechanical contracting firm on the East Coast; and K-Flex USSA, LLC in 
Youngsville. We are committed to enhancing manufacturing competitiveness and reducing 
emissions through industrial energy efficiency, particularly through the use of clean and efficient 
power generating systems, such as combined heat and power (CHP) and waste heat to power 
(WHP).  
 
North Carolina’s state compliance plan relies exclusively on heat rate improvements at affected 
electric utility generating units (EGUs) to reduce emissions of carbon dioxide. We believe the 
state should adopt a system-wide approach to compliance and would like to take this opportunity 
to highlight energy efficiency as the easiest, fastest, and most cost-effective compliance tool 
available to help North Carolina achieve its emission reduction goals.  
 
We strongly urge the Department of Air Quality to consider industrial energy-efficiency options, 
particularly combined heat and power (CHP) and waste heat to power (WHP), for inclusion in the 
state’s plan as opposed to an exclusive heat-rate improvement approach. 
 
I. Industrial Energy Efficiency Offers a Cost-Effective Option for Clean Power Plan 

Compliance 
 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has confirmed that states can use industrial 
efficiency as one way to meet their emissions targets under the Clean Power Plan.1 Indeed, 
energy efficiency should be the cornerstone of a least-cost compliance strategy. Industrial 
energy efficiency represents not only an opportunity for achieving significant, low-cost emissions 

																																																																	
1 See, e.g., U.S. EPA, Oct. 23, 2015, 80 Fed. Reg. 64662, 64666, “Final Rule: Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines 
for Existing Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units” (“Each state will have the opportunity to take 
advantage of a wide variety of strategies for reducing CO2 emissions from affected EGUs, including demand-side EE 
programs and mass-based trading…”); U.S. EPA, August 20, 2015, “FACT SHEET: Energy Efficiency in the Clean 
Power Plan” (http://www.epa.gov/cleanpowerplan/fact-sheet-energy-efficiency-clean-power-plan). 
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reductions, but also a means of supporting in-state jobs, economic competitiveness, and 
improved energy reliability. By including policies that advance industrial efficiency in its plan, 
North Carolina will strengthen its manufacturing base, promote economic growth, increase grid 
reliability, and reduce emissions while lowering everyone’s electric bills. 
 
We urge North Carolina to focus on industrial energy efficiency because the industrial sector is 
one of the sectors with the greatest potential for saving both energy and money. The industrial 
sector, which includes manufacturing, mining, construction and agriculture, accounts for roughly 
one-third of all end-use energy demand in the United States and continues to be the largest 
energy user in the U.S. economy. Studies have estimated that up to 32 percent of industrial 
energy use could be saved through cost-effective efficiency measures.2 Further, as states and 
power companies look to meet GHG emissions reductions under the CPP, efficiency remains the 
least-cost resource and accordingly serves as the lowest cost compliance option identified by 
EPA in the proposed rule,3 and on a national basis, industrial energy efficiency programs have 
the lowest cost of saved energy than any other end-use sector.4 
 
By adopting industrial energy-efficiency measures, North Carolina will cut its manufacturing 
costs, make its manufacturers more competitive in international markets, and create jobs. 
Efficiency measures designed to improve a facility’s energy productivity enable manufacturers to 
reduce costs, increase competitiveness and insulate themselves from volatile energy prices in 
the future. Industrial efficiency technologies such as CHP can be twice as efficient as the 
separate generation of thermal energy and electricity, which significantly cuts costs for 
businesses. What’s more, manufacturers can reinvest the money they save on energy to expand 
production and hire more employees. Industrial efficiency offers economic benefits society-wide, 
helping to postpone or eliminate the need for expensive generation and transmission 
investments, and keeping energy costs down for all consumers. 

 
II. CHP Offers Environmental, Economic, and Reliability Benefits 
 
By generating both heat and electricity from a single fuel source, CHP dramatically lowers 
emissions and increases overall fuel efficiency – allowing utilities and companies to effectively 
“get more with less.” CHP can operate using more than 70 percent of fuel inputs. As a 
consequence, CHP can produce electricity with roughly one-quarter the emissions of an existing 
coal power plant. Waste heat to power (WHP) can generate electricity with no additional fuel and 
no incremental emissions. Due to its scale, a single CHP or WHP investment can achieve 
significant emission reductions. 
 
EPA recognizes these benefits. In fact, the Clean Power Plan final rule highlights CHP’s thermal 
efficiency,5 notes that CHP and WHP are eligible for ERCs, and exempts most industrial CHP  

																																																																	
2 U.S. DOE, June 2015, “Report to Congress: Barriers to Industrial Energy Efficiency,” at iii 
(http://www.energy.gov/sites/prod/files/2015/06/f23/EXEC-2014-005846_6%20Report_signed_v2.pdf).  

3 Jeff Hopkins, May 2015, “Modeling EPA’s Clean Power Plan: Insights for Cost- Effective Implementation” 
(http://www.c2es.org/publications/modeling-epas-clean-power-plan-insights-cost-effective-implementation).   

4 Aden, Nate, et al., 2014, “Beyond Lighting: The Role of Industry Programs in U.S. Ratepayer-Funded Energy 
Efficiency.”� 

5 U.S. EPA, Oct. 23, 2015, 80 Fed. Reg. 64966 at 64996, “Proposed Rule: Federal Plan Requirements for Greenhouse 
Gas Emissions From Electric Utility Generating Units Constructed on or Before January 8, 2014” (“CHP units are 
typically very thermally efficient”). 
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systems.6 7 Elsewhere, the preamble to the final rule acknowledges that “CHP units are low-
emitting electric generating resources that can replace generation from affected EGUs.”8 EPA 
has recognized the value of CHP as a proven cost-effective technology to reduce greenhouse 
gas emissions by providing technical assistance to large energy users through the Combined 
Heat and Power Partnership, exempting most industrial CHP units from regulation under the 
111(b) rule,9 and by issuing awards to various CHP ENERGY STAR® projects in recognition of 
their emissions reductions.10 Upon awarding several industrial facilities for their investments in 
CHP, Administrator McCarthy explained, “The CHP technology offers a strategy to help meet the 
goals of the President’s Climate Action Plan for a cleaner power sector while boosting the 
efficiency and competitiveness for many U.S. manufacturers.”11  
 
CHP and WHP can be effectively utilized in both a rate-based and a mass-based plan, so will be 
an appropriate compliance option regardless of which path North Carolina ultimately adopts. 
Under a rate-based plan, CHP and WHP installations at industrial facilities can offset the higher 
emission rates of affected EGUs. The CPP explicitly provides that CHP and WHP installations 
can sell ERCs to the utility in exchange for that benefit.12 The revenue from ERC sales can offset 
the cost of CHP and WHP installations, encouraging private investment in these projects. 
 
Under a mass-based plan, revenues from state auctions of emission allowances to owners of 
affected EGUs can be used to underwrite the cost of industrial efficiency investments, including 
CHP and WHP. Alternatively, some emission allowances can be set aside and given to industrial 
owners and operators who agree to undertake industrial energy efficiency projects or install CHP 
or WHP systems. These “set aside” allowances can be auctioned or otherwise monetized to 
provide revenue to offset the cost of these projects and programs, thus encouraging private 
investment in these emission-reduction strategies. 
 
III. CHP Potential in North Carolina 

There is significant opportunity in North Carolina to implement CHP. Currently, the state has 72 
CHP sites, generating 1,555 megawatts of clean and efficient power.13 It is estimated that North 

																																																																	
6 Id. at 64902 (“Electric generation from non-affected CHP units may be used to adjust the CO2 emission rate of an 
affected EGU”). 
7 Id at 64953, §60.5850, “What EGUs are excluded from being affected EGUs?”  
8 Id. at 64902. 
9 U.S. EPA, 80 Fed. Reg.  64510, 64532, October 23, 2015, “Standards of Performance for Greenhouse Gas 

Emissions From New, Modified, and Reconstructed Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units; Final Rule.” 
10 U.S. EPA, “Combined Heat and Power Partnership: Winners of the 2015 Energy Star CHP Award” 

(http://www.epa.gov/chp/award-winners).  
11 U.S. EPA, Sept. 30, 2014, “Press Release: EPA Honors Manufacturers with ENERGY STAR Award” 
(http://yosemite.epa.gov/opa/admpress.nsf/d0cf6618525a9efb85257359003fb69d/41a49d0a9fa717d985257d63004f5
b7f!OpenDocument).  

12 U.S. EPA, Oct. 23, 2015, 80 Fed. Reg. 64662 at 64902, “Final Rule: Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for 
Existing Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units” (“Electric generation from non-affected CHP units may 
be used to adjust the CO2 emission rate of an affected EGU, as CHP units are low-emitting electric generating 
resources that can replace generation from affected EGUs.”); and at 64902 (“WHP units that meet the eligibility 
criteria under section VIII.K.1 may be used to adjust the CO2 emission rate of an affected EGU”). 

13 U.S. DOE Combined Heat and Power Installation Database, https://doe.icfwebservices.com/chpdb/state/PA. 
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Carolina has 4,402 megawatts of technical and commercial potential.14 This technical potential 
indicates that North Carolina has a tremendous opportunity for CHP implementation. 

 
IV. Conclusion  

 
Despite the many benefits of industrial efficiency, a number of barriers impede greater adoption, 
including the internal competition for capital that often undervalues efficiency investments, utility 
business models that dis-incentivize utilities to fully promote industrial efficiency and CHP, and 
information barriers that make it harder for manufacturers to make informed decisions.  
 
As North Carolina develops its Clean Power Plan compliance strategy, we urge you to consider 
strong complementary policies that address these hurdles to full deployment of all cost-effective 
energy efficiency in the industrial sector, and provide programs and incentives that reflect the 
true value of efficiency. Such policies will further allow power companies to meet compliance 
obligations under the CPP in a cost-effective manner. We hope that you will seize the potential 
for industrial efficiency in North Carolina’s holistic approach to Clean Power Plan compliance so 
that your state can strengthen industry, increase grid reliability, and cost-effectively reduce 
emissions.  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 
Sincerely, 
 

 
          Jennifer Kefer, Director 

Alliance for Industrial Efficiency 

																																																																	
14 Bruce Hedman, Anne Hampson, and Ken Darrow, American Gas Association, The Opportunity for CHP in the 
United States, May 2013, (https://www.aga.org/sites/default/files/legacy-assets/Kc/analyses-and-
statistics/studies/efficiency_and_environment/Documents/The%20Opportunity%20for%20CHP%20in%20the%20Unit
ed%20States%20-%20Final%20Report.pdf).   
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COMMENTS OF  

THE MID-ATLANTIC RENEWABLE ENERGY COALITION ON  

NORTH CAROLINA'S COMPLIANCE WITH EPA'S CLEAN POWER  

January 15, 2016 

 

The Mid-Atlantic Renewable Energy Coalition (MAREC) appreciates the opportunity 

provided to us by the North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality for the opportunity 

to provide these written comments on North Carolina's compliance with EPA's Clean Power 

Plan (CPP). These comments augment our public statement made at the stakeholder session 

held on December 17, 2015 in Raleigh.   

MAREC is a nonprofit organization that was formed to help advance the opportunities 

for renewable energy development primarily in the region where the Regional Transmission 

Organization, PJM Interconnection, operates. MAREC’s footprint includes North Carolina and 

eight other jurisdictions in the region. MAREC members include wind developers, wind turbine 

manufacturers, service companies, non-profit organizations, and a transmission company 

dedicated to the growth of renewable energy technologies. MAREC members have developed, 

own, and/or operate thousands of megawatts of renewable energy serving the PJM territory, 

including the Amazon wind farm currently under construction in Pasquotank and Perquimans 

Counties. 
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While the process in North Carolina seems to be focused on improving the efficiency of 

its existing fossil fuel plants, MAREC strongly believes that including wind energy as a means to 

help meet the CPP would bring significant value to the State and would also be a cost-effective 

tool for compliance. While North Carolina has no utility scale wind energy generating electricity 

at this time, as we had previously mentioned, a 208 MW project is currently under 

construction. There is also a strong resource for wind energy in the state, both on- and off-

shore, as shown on the maps in Figure 1 andFigure 2.1, 2 According to the National Renewable 

Energy Laboratory, which produced these maps, the state has a resource potential under 

current technology to produce an additional 2,201 MW of onshore wind capacity3 and 50,000 

MW of offshore nameplate wind capacity4.  

                                                             
1 National Renewable Energy Laboratory, Wind Speed at 80m. <http://en.openei.org/w/index.php?title=File:NREL-

awstpspd80on1-1dpi600NC.jpg> 

2 National Renewable Energy Laboratory, Offshore Wind Speed at 90m. 

<http://en.openei.org/w/index.php?title=File:NREL-NC-90mwindspeed-off.jpg> 

3 American Wind Energy Association. North Carolina State Fact Sheet. <http://awea.files.cms-

plus.com/FileDownloads/pdfs/North%20Carolina.pdf> 

4 State of North Carolina. Report of the Governor’s Scientific Advisory Panel on Offshore Energy. 

<http://www.nccommerce.com/Portals/14/Documents/OffshoreEnergy/12-13-

2011%20Offshore%20Energy%20REPORT%20FINAL.pdf> 
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Figure 1 Average Wind Speed at 80m Height              Source: NREL 
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Figure 2 Average Wind Speed at 90m Height              Source: NREL 

Developing this resource would lead to jobs and other benefits for the local economy. 

There are currently twenty eight facilities in the state of North Carolina producing components 

for the wind industry, and constructing more turbines will ensure their continued existence, as 

well as increase the likelihood of further manufacturing facilities in the state. As an example of 

what else is possible, Pennsylvania, which leads the eastern PJM region in wind development, 

has had $2.7 billion of capital investment in wind energy projects. This, of course, leads to jobs 

and other benefits for the local economy. Farmers and other landowners could receive millions 

in lease payments for the use of their land, while still being able to utilize most of it for farming. 

Local communities would also benefit from tax payments paid by the owners of the wind 

energy facilities. Because North Carolina has an even greater resource than measured in Pennsylvania, 
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using current technologies, there is a very positive outlook for advancing economic development in the 

state and areas where the wind farms would be located in North Carolina.  

As far as wind energy’s value in helping North Carolina meet the CPP, you should 

seriously consider the results of the U.S. Energy Information Agency (EIA) economic analysis 

study in which it modeled a range of options for complying with EPA’s proposed rule across a 

variety of scenarios.  Wind energy consistently emerged as the lowest cost option for reducing 

carbon emissions to support compliance with the CPP.  Importantly, grid operator studies, 

including this region’s grid operator, PJM, confirm that these levels of renewable energy can be 

reliably integrated into their transmission grids (see below).   EIA finds that wind energy plays 

by far the largest role in the lowest cost energy portfolio for CPP compliance, with significant 

wind energy deployment in nearly all regions, including the Southeast. This strong showing by 

wind energy is due to recent declines in the cost of wind energy, coupled with wind’s valuable 

role in protecting against increases in the price of natural gas.   Using zero-emission wind 

energy provides states with valuable flexibility that allows far less drastic changes to the 

generation mix than using a resource with some emissions.5  

Wind is reliable. More than a dozen wind integration studies by U.S. grid operators and 

others have found that wind energy can reliably supply at least 20-30% of our electricity.6 One 

in particular, prepared for our grid operator, PJM, found that integrating 30% renewable energy 

                                                             
5  U. S. Energy Information Administration. Analysis of the Clean Power Plan. 

<http://www.eia.gov/analysis/requests/powerplants/cleanplan/> 

6 A small sample of the reports: 

Synapse Energy Economics. “The Net Benefits of Increased Wind Power in PJM.” May 2013. http://www.synapse-

energy.com/sites/default/files/SynapseReport.2013-05.EFC_.Increased-Wind-Power-in-PJM.12-062.pdf   

GE Energy Consulting. “PJM Renewable Integration Study.” February 2014. 

http://www.pjm.com/~/media/committees-groups/committees/mic/20140303/20140303-pris-executive-

summary.ashx  

Synapse Energy Economics. “Meeting Load with a Resource Mix Beyond Business as Usual.” April 2013. 

http://www.civilsocietyinstitute.org/media/pdfs/20130417Meeting%20Load%20with%20a%20Resource%20Mix%

20Beyond%20Business%20as%20Usual%20-%20FINAL.pdf                                                                                               

General Electric for ISO-NE. “New England Wind Integration Study.” November 2010. http://www.iso-

ne.com/committees/comm_wkgrps/prtcpnts_comm/pac/mtrls/2010/nov162010/newis_ge.pdf 
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into its transmission system is feasible, reliable, and in a manner that is cost-effective.  

Currently only 2-3% of the energy online in PJM is renewable, so the report demonstrated that 

the system could function with considerably more, being reliable at both 20% and 30% 

scenarios 

According to the DOE’s Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, since 2009, onshore 

wind prices have dropped nearly 66 percent to their lowest levels ever.7 Other than energy 

efficiency, wind has the lowest cost of energy for both conventional and alternative sources of 

electricity, as shown in Figure 3. When accounting for subsidies, the price drops even lower.8  

 

 

Figure 3 Unsubsidized Levelized Cost of Energy for Various Energy Types        Source: Lazard 

Not only is wind energy cost-effective, but policies supporting long-term contracts for 

wind energy (10-20 years) help get these projects financed at reasonable rates and ensure price 

stability. This is because the resource itself is not subject to the price volatility facing traditional 

                                                             
7 Department of Energy (DOE)'s "2014 Wind Technologies Market Report” (released August 20150) at page 56. 

http://emp.lbl.gov/sites/all/files/lbnl-188167.pdf  

8 Lazard’s Levelized Cost of Energy Analysis. September 2014. 

http://www.lazard.com/media/1777/levelized_cost_of_energy_-_version_80.pdf  
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fossil fuel resources over the long-term, like coal and natural gas. This means that wind can act 

as a hedge against rising prices in the future. Figure 4 shows how long-term contracts can 

ensure a low price even while gas prices continue to rise.9 

 

Figure 4 Comparison of Long Term Contract Prices and Future Natural Gas Price           Source: DOE 

The benefits of switching to wind are easily measured and verifiable. One megawatt 

hour (MWh) of wind energy avoids .75 tons, or 1,500 pounds, of carbon dioxide emissions on 

average.  A typical 2 megawatt (MW) wind turbine avoids around 4,000-4,500 tons of carbon 

emissions annually, equivalent to the annual carbon emissions of more than 700 cars. In 2013 

alone, wind energy saved the state of North Carolina 25,000 short tons of CO2 emissions, 

144,000 pounds of SO2 emissions, and 77,000 pounds of NOx emissions.10 

While wind energy will not be the only component of implementing the CPP, it provides 

economic benefits across a wide range of policy and fuel price scenarios, and should be given 

strong consideration as a significant share of new generation going forward. Some estimates 

                                                             
9 Department of Energy (DOE)'s "2014 Wind Technologies Market Report” (released August 20150) at page 60. 

http://emp.lbl.gov/sites/all/files/lbnl-188167.pdf. 

10 American Wind Energy Association. “The Clean Air Benefits of Wind Energy.” May 2014. http://awea.files.cms-

plus.com/FileDownloads/pdfs/AWEA_Clean_Air_Benefits_WhitePaper%20Final.pdf 
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show a savings of over $400 million through 2030 if renewables are optimally deployed (see 

Figure 5), assuming a gas price of $5.50 / MMBtu (Henry Hub price).11 Even if the gas price 

varies, optimally deploying renewable energy will still save money, as shown in Figure 6.12 The 

graph in Figure 7 shows that not only does the average cost of the power system go down as the 

penetration of renewables for carbon reduction increases, but also the range between the high 

and low costs is substantially smaller at increased levels of renewables. This figure was 

produced using standard assumptions about fuel prices and load growth in the state. This tool 

is available for regulators so that users can test those assumptions, changing the fuel price 

and/or load growth to better understand the impact of renewables in their state.13 Utilizing 

wind energy as a compliance tool would also provide the state with more flexibility in utilizing 

its existing generation, as switching to wind requires fewer coal retirements than switching to 

natural gas does due to emissions differences. 

                                                             
11 American Wind Energy Association. “Wind energy is the low-cost, low-risk solution to Clean Power Plan 

compliance.” October 2015, Unpublished. 

12American Wind Energy Association. “Wind energy is the low-cost, low-risk solution to Clean Power Plan 

compliance.” October 2015, Unpublished. 

13 AWEA Clean Power Plan Cost Optimization and Risk Evaluation (CORE) model 

http://www.awea.org/applications/Forms/FormDisplay.aspx?FormID=42237  
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Figure 5 Cost Savings through Optimal Deployment of Renewables vs No Deployment of Renewables, 2030 

Source: AWEA 

 

Figure 6 Reduction in cost of meeting load growth and CPP from use of optimal level of renewable energy versus 

no renewable energy, in billions of annual dollars by region in 2030          Source: AWEA 
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Figure 7 Range of Power System Costs at Various Levels of Renewable Energy         Source: AWEA 

Thank you for this opportunity to express MAREC’s views on the implementation of the 

Clean Power Plan, and we look forward to further opportunities for more detailed comments as 

the process moves forward 

 

 

 

Sincerely, 

       

      Bruce H. Burcat 

      Executive Director 
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January 15, 2016 

 

Ms. Joelle Burleson 

Division of Air Quality 

North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality 

1641 Mail Service Center 

Raleigh, NC 27699-1641 

 

Submitted electronically via daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov 

 

RE: Comments on proposed rules for carbon dioxide emissions standards for existing 

electric  utility generating units under Clean Air Act Section 111(d). 

 

Dear Ms. Burleson, 

 

We are greatly disappointed by the NC Department of Environmental Quality’s draft rule to 

address the federal guidelines outlined in the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s Clean 

Power Plan. 

 

This draft rule from the NC Department of Environmental Quality fails to clean up dangerous 

carbon pollution from our air; ignores our state’s capability and progress in generating electricity 

from renewable energy sources and increasing energy-efficiency programs; and fails to have an 

inclusive stakeholder process so all voices, especially from our most vulnerable communities, 

can be heard. 

 

This is no North Carolina Clean Power Plan. It is a political ploy that wastes precious taxpayer 

resources and our time to address the growing threat to our health, our environment, and our 

changing climate. 

 

Signed, 

780 members of the NC League of Conservation Voters 

 

 

Name Email 

Peter Townsend k9townsend@gmail.com 

susan earle susand.earle@gmail.com 

Karen Stickney kstick35@gmail.com 

Michael Meyers michealmeyers@icloud.com 

Rita Raftery gildastone9999@yahoo.com 

David A Lawrence dalaw42@optonline.net 
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Betty Ann Duggan ykoob@aol.com 

Tess Fraad tessytinx@yahoo.com 

Chris Washington cwashington@wlrk.com 

Leslie Cassidy leslie_cassidy@hotmail.com 

Diana Lundy dlundy@nyccfb.info 

Howard Lepzelter hlepzelter@yahoo.com 

K. Arnone kahlilarnone@yahoo.com 

Giampiero Mariani nycsubway1027@msn.com 

Anton Feokhari success4free4all@yahoo.com 

Javier Rivera javierocker@aol.com 

Darren Showers showersd@yahoo.com 

Harry and Jill Brownfield hbrown6905@aol.com 

Kay Reinfried kmreinfried@gmail.com 

Felicia Williams badger5@operamail.com 

Ryan Bradley cellq7@yahoo.com 

Frank Wilsey fwilsey@verizon.net 

Stephen Nolan rainb0wne0s@yahoo.com 

William Welkowitz bwelkowitz@gmail.com 

Jason Endicott jendicott020@gmail.com 

Steven Kranowski skranowski@aol.com 

Brad Davis countryroads304@gmail.com 

Dan Beam jfdi@roadrunner.com 

Donald Zellmer donald.zellmer@gmail.com 

tucker bailey tuckerbailey@triad.rr.com 

Gus Preschle exploor@triad.rr.com 

Jennifer Harris catlady04@triad.rr.com 

Nick Hood foamyislord42@gmail.com 

James Matthews fojenluji@gmail.com 

Marvin Scherl marvin-linda-scherl@triad.rr.com 

Nancy Brown katz10@windstream.net 

Andrew Sneddon wildmanfighter@gmail.com 

Katherine Williams kitwits@earthlink.net 

Jim McKeny jmckeny@msn.com 

Carolyn Smith lorraine_sm@yahoo.com 

Donna Wagoner wagoner.donna@gmail.com 

Amy Hartzog nyx_ro@triad.rr.com 

Beth Jackson canvascanary@gmail.com 
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Georgiann Kiricoples grgygirl@bellsouth.net 

Jean Ulrich julrich@wsfcs.k12.nc.us 

T. Bradley bradley_t_@hotmail.com 

Christina Hugenschmidt christina.hugenschmidt@gmail.com 

Gerry Hoots ghoots@triad.rr.com 

Nannette Gover nannettegover@gmail.com 

Sue Jones altacv@yahoo.com 

Danny Johnson dkj2557@yahoo.com 

Don Bergey dbbergey@gmail.com 

Elizabeth Snyder~Baldonado tapcitymama@gmail.com 

Gerald Roybal cfmmnc@yahoo.com 

Ronald Clayton se-larvae@hotmail.com 

Dan Livingston bdnb1@aol.com 

Alice Wieting awieting1@yahoo.com 

Jack Martin jmartin@hotsheet.com 

Dakotah Kimbrough dakotah.kimbrough@gmail.com 

David Parker dnparkrnew@gmail.com 

Diane Clark zurclark@bellsouth.net 

Joe Phillips joephil282@yahoo.com 

Carol Stanton carol.stanton26@gmail.com 

Jeff Knox 2corvallis_east@mindspring.com 

David Andes dandes1043@gmail.comdavid 

e l edward.lipscomb@bellsouth.net 

Rodney Jones bjones@stevensonvestal.com 

Susan Andreatta susanqxyz@aol.com 

Vicki Fallenstein vbfall46@gmail.com 

LUCY TYNDALL beaverfalls1@yahoo.com 

Sarah Charles sarahandk@gmail.com 

Angela Burnette angela.burnette@nc.rr.com 

Brenda Hayes vberrini@gmail.com 

Dana Baldwin danabaldwin@embarqmail.com 

Don Wells donwellsconsulting@yahoo.com 

Lori Kroothoep zoeteke@me.com 

Neil Infante aneilio46@icloud.com 

Patsy Allen patsyallen@mindspring.com 

robert ostrow rostrow@nc.rr.com 

Tim Watson tim@tlwarchitect.com 
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William Bethune whbethune@gmail.com 

Nora Finch nlfinch@theacc.org 

Tim Steedman timsteed@live.com 

Jan Phillips pmtjoe@yahoo.com 

Janice Phillips janp931@yahoo.com 

Maria Tompklins momcatz@att.net 

Nina Cline-Ziolkowski 9cline@triad.rr.com 

Ruth Heath rbhheath@bellsouth.net 

Steven Hambacher sh12313@triad.rr.com 

Janine Tokarczyk janine-t@triad.rr.com 

lu Collins collinslucinda@aol.com 

Ann McCarty annmccarty@gmail.com 

Alicia Berry kleaveberry@gmail.com 

Allie Smith enas0609@gmail.com 

Donald Fortenberry don.fortenberry@gmail.com 

Gary Simpson gsimpson@nc.rr.com 

Jayne Lowry jaynel33@gmail.com 

Joe Jacob joejacob@mindspring.com 

John Breckenridge franandjohn@blast.com 

Mary Lucas mdlucas@bellsouth.net 

Mirinda Kossoff mkossoff@frontier.com 

Richard Cadwalader rcadwalader@gmail.com 

Sandra Phillips Yaggy spyaggy@mac.com 

Sheila Beaudry sbbeaudry@yahoo.com 

Steven Rogat rogat@mindspring.com 

Ellen Osborne peaceeao7@aol.com 

Robert Love relove333@aol.com 

William Kastern wkastern@bellsouth.net 

Jill Green jilligreen@gmail.com 

Dawn Crawley dccdancin@aol.com 

Vicki Grigston rgrigston@aol.com 

William Phillips hphillipsjr@charter.net 

Donn Masters donnwan@windstream.net 

Audrey Tillinghast till1441@bellsouth.net 

Chas Griffin cpgriff8@nc.rr.com 

Jan Grafton rfjg2903@bellsouth.net 

Lyda Carpen lydacarpen@gmail.com 
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Marilyn Delafield mdelafield@bellsouth.net 

Ronald Walters ponchofan66@triad.rr.com 

Carol Thompson carolthompson3@gmail.com 

david kindred kindreddrums@yahoo.com 

Weldine Dossett weldine@gmail.com 

Raleigh Stout ac5jw@outlook.com 

Quintana Ward wardq05@yahoo.com 

Allison Hassell allison.hassell@gmail.com 

Colleen Farley c.m.farley@att.net 

J.A. Dingman jdingman11@gmail.com 

kenneth anderson kaceaok@yahoo.com 

Michael Sileno thestatelottery@gmail.com 

Mitchell Ward mkward@uncg.edu 

William Rosselle wrosselle@att.net 

Anthony Flores tonflo1@gmail.com 

Sandra Resner sresner@triad.rr.com 

Jeaneane Williams njn4njw@gmail.com 

Karen Nehlsen knehlsen1804@gmail.com 

Mary Gill mary.gill@me.com 

Robert Hodgman rshodgman@aol.com 

Robin Dunn rgdmrd80@gmail.com 

Thomas Harmon tlharmonjr@bellsouth.net 

Valerie Nieman valnieman@gmail.com 

Elizabeth Steeled betsy.steele@me.com 

Richard Schmidt schmidtad@aol.com 

Sam Peck peck.sam@gmail.com 

David Parry dparry1@centurylink.net 

Donna Lovick dhnlov@yahoo.com 

Quincey Hyatt bechurch33@yahoo.com 

Rick Parry rsixshot@aol.com 

J Rao raojasmine@bellsouth.net 

mary raymond marray45@yahoo.com 

Michael Pope michael@popeonline.net 

Stephen Boletchek sboletchek@gmail.com 

Carrie Kluiter cjkluiter@yahoo.com 

C Rising carrising@gmail.com 

Emily O'Hare eohare2@att.net 
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George Phillips nctrack@gmail.com 

Theresa Hammond tdbiz1@yahoo.com 

Tom Starnes tstarnz@bellsouth.net 

C.L. Milko clrmlite@mindspring.com 

e cook college_mum@hotmail.com 

Leonard Mole lmole1941@yahoo.com 

Rick Savage rsavage1@gmail.com 

Robin Keller jrobinke@gmail.com 

Susan Edelstein macturtle@att.net 

Elzbieta Kraszewski elzakraszewski@yahoo.com 

Joe Gilbert jsgilbert79@gmail.com 

JULIANNA BENEFIELD kajbene@bellsouth.net 

Philip Rackley philiprackley@nc.rr.com 

Sheryl Harmon slharmon@nc.rr.com 

Alber Carter ahcarter@nc.rr.com 

Charles Miller charles50@bellsouth.net 

Gregg Stave huntstave@earthlink.net 

Jeffrey Collins jcollins@pappasventures.com 

Jim Thomas jmichaelthomas2001@yahoo.com 

Leigh Hart dol123@mac.com 

Lisa Price lisaprice@nc.rr.com 

Marc Pendergast george@rcukes.com 

Betsey Granda bbgranda@gmail.com 

Carl Wildermann cwildermann@zoho.com 

Francine Warwick francine@fastmail.net 

Jack Hunter hunter.jackr@gmail.com 

Julie Bond-Meers lustron1@gmail.com 

Laurie Lamoreaux laurielmrx@hotmail.com 

Mary Buttitta lisbeth@lisbethoriginals.com 

Mary Votta vottacreative@mindspring.com 

Ruchir Vora daddyruchir@yahoo.com 

Ruth Miller ruthmiller@me.com 

susan morris susanmorris2347@gmail.com 

Virginia Leslie wrang5559@mypacks.net 

Charles Humble chas.humble@gmail.com 

David Flora dflora@yorku.ca 

Frans Verhagen gaia1@rcn.com 
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Jane Church janechrch@yahoo.com 

Jeffrey Caiola jcemgcaiola@hotmail.com 

Laurice Ferris lferris1@nc.rr.com 

Maria Salgado masal@live.unc.edu 

Philip T Johnson pjphilip12@gmail.com 

Robert Stoothoff bobstoothfoff1@icloud.com 

Carl Gipson cbgipson@nc.rr.com 

Frank Moore fjmoorecpa@yahoo.com 

Keith Alexander 2keithalexander@gmail.com 

Melina Griffis melinagriffis@yahoo.com 

Nathan Reynolds nareynol@gmail.com 

John Rider rider@nc.rr.com 

jeanne gibbs jeannegibbs@centurylink.net 

Chad Chandler cfchandler@mindspring.com 

J Hilton hilton.jlynn@gmail.com 

Stratford Kay stratfordkay1945@gmail.com 

ginny clute g.clute@yahoo.com 

Dee Foster drfoster11041@gmail.com 

Lynne C. catslc@aol.com 

Jennifer Holt wholt3@nc.rr.com 

Riley Maness xcryssiex@yahoo.com 

William Larson larson266@aol.com 

Ann Scott Thompson annscottthompson@att.net 

debra lewis dkayl5@sbcglobal.net 

kimberley korb kimkorb@gmail.com 

mary rand mbridgers7@gmail.com 

June Conway jurose601@aol.com 

Adrian Smith adsmith57@charter.net 

james corrigan mo2011@me.com 

Julie Might jmight@nc.rr.com 

Matthew Vorstermans matthew81@rogers.com 

Joel Johnson absentmindedwayfarer@gmail.com 

George Ferris geowheel@yahoo.com 

William Blaine wkblaine@gmail.com 

James Bengel jbengel@brandenburg3.com 

Joy Downes jsnipes-home@nc.rr.com 

michael edwards mike.edwards@raleighconvention.com 
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Erika Moss sulamarie@live.com 

Chelsea Barnes chelsearuth@gmail.com 

Emily Pitt showpitt@gmail.com 

Linda Edmisten 3horsewoman3@gmail.com 

Robert Belknap rebelknap@sms.edu 

ari kirschenbaum ari@simiantales.com 

Carrie Clark carrieclark524@gmail.com 

Paul Taylor pjtaylor7766@gmail.com 

Zola Packman zmpackman@att.net 

Sara Felsen sjfelsenfandl@yahoo.com 

James Womble five4unc@gmail.com 

Janet Coleman janethcoleman@gmail.com 

jeff mcdermott profjrmvm@gmail.com 

Margaret Gjertsen peg.gjertsen@gmail.com 

Robert Hartwig rehartwig@gmail.com 

Shoshana Serxner-Merchant sserxner1124@att.net 

Turid Teague turidteague@yahoo.com 

Erik Schreiner erik.schreiner@gmail.com 

Michael Tillman tillman.michael@gmail.com 

Carson Monteith carsonm28@gmail.com 

Chris Wellons chwellons@earthlink.net 

Joan Dulberg purplejoan@nc.rr.com 

Arthur Anthony araleighwood@aol.com 

Bill Camp wjcamp320@gmail.com 

Britt Anderson brittanderson@mac.con 

Joe Bearden chickadeebirders@gmail.com 

Rebecca Burmester becky.burmester@mindspring.com 

Carl Sigel cwsigel@aol.com 

Charles Brotman brotman27613@yahoo.com 

Cyrus Vescio cyvescio@hotmail.com 

Edward Kensicki xenographics@gmail.com 

Michael Eisenberg mikeeeisen@yahoo.com 

Nancy White nlhwhite@gmail.com 

Richard Hammer steinmeisterhammer@gmail.com 

Susan Saucedo susansaucedo@bellsouth.net 

Ann Campbell acampbell@123campbell.com 

Bryce Kuchik bosochek@yahoo.com 
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Martha Perelli pcorp23@nc.rr.com 

Victor Lowell victorlowell@earthlink.net 

Elena Carleo emcarleo@gmail.com 

Lloyd Harwad lloydharward@yahoo.com 

Sarah Davis sdny152@yahoo.com 

Sebastian George soccerseb90@gmail.com 

Simmons (Bill) Isler esler@bellsouth.net 

Celeste Winterberger cwinterberger@gmail.com 

Silas Demary silasd90@gmail.com 

Jeff Kulp jskulp1@gmail.com 

Bob High rhighsr@gmail.com 

Jack Le Sueur jack.lesueur@earthlink.net 

John Emerson emerson.jgray@yahoo.com 

Martha Ballard marthalynnballard@gmail.com 

Doris Hinson dorismhinson@gmail.com 

Katie Todd kathryn.r.todd@gmail.com 

Ken Mauney kennethdmauney@yahoo.com 

MICHELLE TAYLOR michelle.nichole@yahoo.com 

Diane Thomas dthomas@unch.unc.edu 

Logan Paul logan.paul787@gmail.com 

Nancy LaPlaca laplaca.nancy@gmail.com 

Steve Haughton shaughton@nc.rr.com 

Steven Humes shumes1@nc.rr.com 

Todd Patton tcpatton@mindspring.com 

Christine Drea cdrea@duke.edu 

Daria Drake dariakd@gmail.com 

Jayne Boyer dr.jayne.boyer@gmail.com 

Kris Ledford mightykl@gmail.com 

margie stewart margiestewart@frontier.com 

Pamela Strand madrasplanet@yahoo.com 

Diana Hackenburg dihacken@gmail.com 

Elizabeth Cox elizcox@yahoo.com 

Geoffrey Dunkak geoff.dunkak@gmail.com 

Jan Gillespie janny1028@aol.com 

Karen Phair kcphair@gmail.com 

Nan Martin nanpmartin@yahoo.com 

Sarah Bickley rahbickley@mac.com 
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Tracy Feldman tracysfeldman@yahoo.com 

Violette Blumenthal vibl46@frontier.com 

Lynne Carmichael dlynnenc@yahoo.com 

Elsa Desrochers daveandelsa@embarqmail.com 

Dave Pruette davepruette@embarqmail.com 

Jamie Heath wheelerja10@students.ecu.edu 

David Ames davidames1@suddenlink.net 

Jay Newhard jaynewhard@suddenlink.net 

John Daughtry daughtryjo@ecu.edu 

Teresa Woolverton tcbaro@yahoo.com 

Jeannie Yount moonraker_38@hotmail.com 

Cynthia Mastro utvol61@inteliport.com 

James Sakolosky jsakolosky@gmail.com 

Kate Ladd lizard1@mchsi.com 

Barbara J Bergmann nanabarbara11@yahoo.com 

Lisa Merchant llittlelucylou@yahoo.com 

Beverly Bull bfbull@rocketmail.com 

Maryann Pitman berts-girl@hotmail.com 

Jarvis Miller jmjhms@gmail.com 

Barry Anderson barry@gcp.com 

Christine Hawes cmhawes@gmail.com 

Laura Singletary singletary003@gmail.com 

Brandi Miss brandimiss@gmail.com 

Tim Mckeithan saorse7@aol.com 

Gene Fox harborshire@yahoo.com 

David Shelton smytor@yahoo.com 

Daniel Mulligan dnl_mulligan@yahoo.com 

Deb Douglas ddouglas5471@yahoo.com 

Melissa Laste chiwawamumzy@yahoo.com 

Sara George sarageorge1112@gmail.com 

Linda Allen lph747@aol.com 

Pam Dix pamdix@me.com 

Phil Kaveler pwkaveler@yahoo.com 

David Grant dagrant@davidson.edu 

Gary Andrew jeangary@mi-connection.com 

Vicki Rowan vbrowan@bellsouth.net 

Katherine Meyer katherine.meyer49@gmail.com 
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Patricia Winne wyldeflower_98@yahoo.com 

Wynne Queen wynnepqueen@yahoo.com 

Steven Tracy stevepath1@aol.com 

Laura Barr princessveronica722@yahoo.com 

Rachel Gamage rachel@rachelgamage.com 

Francine Toor fhtesq@bellsouth.net 

Debra Raymond houseslave01@msn.com 

Steve Waits sw2416256@gmail.com 

George Andrews drivesa3@aol.com 

Chris Clarke clclarke@travelers.com 

Lesley O'Connor lesleyoconnor@bac.edu 

Marilyn Brown mpb28105@yahoo.com 

Brandy Evans bepurple19@aol.com 

DONALD widenhouse donaldwidenhouse@carolina.rr.com 

Susan Brody baerhealth@yahoo.com 

Sue Perlman suedakota@hotmail.com 

Christi Dillon racegirl1971@yahoo.com 

Mike Spruell mspruell@mi-connection.com 

Charles Myers medeqp@outlook.com 

ardy v ardvark8040@aol.com 

Miriam Grobelny-Thomas miriam_thomas@hotmail.com 

Cynthia Sloan csloanbailey@hotmail.com 

Arthur Firth afirth@carolina.rr.com 

Cindy Shoaf cindshoaf@yahoo.com 

Robert Voelker ravoelker@windstream.net 

Marilyn Harrison marilyn1harrison2@gmail.com 

Katherine Connor McKee shamrocksassy2u@yahoo.com 

Jeana Borman storhyee@aol.com 

Philip Huffsmith plh5678@gmail.com 

Walter Morris morriswj@bellsouth.net 

Bonnie Bowman bonniebowman@rocketmail.com 

joseph litwinowicz joelit@gmail.com 

Robert Delavega robdelavega@gmail.com 

Frank Lorch franklorch@yahoo.com 

Helen Fowler helen.fowler@gmail.com 

Karen Hodges khodges@jungiananalyticpraxis.com 

Darley Adare darley@carolina.rr.com 
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Pat Moore jpmoore@carolina.rr.com 

Mary Murchison marymurchison1@aol.com 

Bo Pittman bo@bopittman.com 

Dan Faris danffaris@aol.com 

Donna Durfee dddurfee@msn.com 

Sharon Godfrey sharongodfrey25@gmail.com 

Traci Hamilton mcnham@gmail.com 

Beth Collom bethcollom@gmail.com 

martin doherty jr cafemartin@aol.com 

Wendy Stevens wagothro@hotmail.com 

ERIC MCMANUS emac610@aol.com 

Jonathan Piscitelli piscitelli.jonathan@gmail.com 

Michael Koch mikeh.koch@yahoo.com 

Michelle Paige paimimor@gmail.com 

Mark Weisser dyg765@aol.com 

Michael F Adams Sr mikesr@carolina.rr.com 

Steve Rundle steve.rundle@inartdesigns.com 

Hugh Ashcraft hugh@firstchoicesigns.net 

Phoenixsong Alysia Stellamaris stellamarisimagery@yahoo.com 

Steve Copulsky scopulsky@mindspring.com 

Danielle Hilton danielle.a.hilton@gmail.com 

Rita Mullis ritamullis@gmail.com 

William Tripp wtripp@csc.com 

Alice Davidson aliced22@carolina.rr.com 

Mike Przykucki aprzykucki@carolina.rr.com 

Heather Chait heschait@yahoo.com 

Larry Hannon ms03923@gmail.com 

Heather Norton needhamhm@gmail.com 

Carol Braswell cbraswell4@gmail.com 

Leigh Yeoman lyeoman@carolina.rr.com 

Stephanie Kenny thekennys@carolina.rr.com 

Barbara Freeman free7088@bellsouth.net 

Jill Slee jillslee@aol.com 

Jessica Bundy kumoriarashi@gmail.com 

Donna Bullock dbullock911@gmail.com 

shaun murphy pnuash8@gmail.com 

William Warfel bwarfel28304@gmail.com 
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Paula M Johnson tejohnson@shawu.edu 

Karen Norkus kpnorkus@embarqmail.com 

Phillip Davis phillipdavis100@yahoo.com 

gene daniels gdanielsc8@yahoo.com 

Amanda Brewer abrewerfamily@yahoo.com 

Peter Valenti pvalenti10@nyc.rr.com 

Travis Holland tholland87@gmail.com 

Carolyn Mayzik cmayzik@carolina.rr.com 

John Lynn j.d.ynn@penickvillage.org 

Margaret Perez perezmarg@aol.com 

Linda Sue Barnes lsbarnes@nc.rr.com 

jane Ohara johara65@gmail.com 

Adja Catalano adjacat@yahoo.com 

Anthony Snider asnider@fastmail.fm 

Carol Meyer casm@bellsouth.net 

Justin Barnes jtb6886@uncw.edu 

karen Langelier klang4678@gmail.com 

Lucy Parker truffles57@yahoo.com 

Al Meadowcroft teriandal@aol.com 

Janis Phillips jphillips@ec.rr.com 

Esther Murphy edm1958@gmail.com 

Jayne Coley coley910@charter.net 

Jim Nesbit jnesbit@ec.rr.com 

kenneth cornwall kcornwall001@ec.rr.com 

Tracy Gourville sailandskimom@yahoo.com 

Carolyn Tertzagian gterzagi@hotmail.com 

mark moulin markmoulin@bellsouth.net 

Robert Parr rparr@ec.rr.com 

Susan Hooton susanhooton@msn.com 

Tom Riggins oopstom@gmail.com 

Brad Martin wearyhopefull@yahoo.com 

Carol Barre cbarre1250@ec.rr.com 

Gur Adhar adharg@uncw.edu 

Janette Hopper janettekhopper@juno.com 

Larry Bradfield larryb@bobking.com 

Patricia Nielsen tnielsen1@ec.rr.com 

she frank sherrafranklin@att.net 
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Mark Hurmence gocubsmark@aol.com 

Mary Nolan mnolan8765@aol.com 

John Spruill jspruill@spruillfarm.org 

Stephen Currie stephengcurrie@gmail.com 

Helen Fowler helenfowler70@twc.com 

Susan Zimmer sezgenie70@gmail.com 

Rhonda Richardson rhonda_1@charter.net 

Kelley Wallace ckwallace@ec.rr.com 

Margaret Halfpenny halfdill@aol.com 

Yvonne Moody yvonne37@bellsouth.net 

George Czerw gczerw@ec.rr.com 

Cody Cavenaugh codycavenaugh@gmail.com 

William Yingst wyingst@atmc.net 

E Ledford ledford345@msn.com 

MARTIN HAZELTINE mhazeltine@atmc.net 

Sharon Dodge sshortbread@yahoo.com 

Cheryl A. Villante hugsoflaughter6@gmail.com 

michael prentice deaddelites65@yahoo.com 

George McClelland george810@spamarrest.com 

Don Weber don82much@gmail.com 

Sharon Kanter skanter03@yahoo.com 

Robert Collins, Ph.D. robiepc@carolina.rr.com 

Alan Frank alanfrank@embarqmail.com 

Anne Siegel abgsiegel@gmail.com 

Dale Hocker dale.hocker@gmail.com 

kenneth jobe kl.jobe@gmail.com 

Ruth Talley rkk29@live.com 

Dale Weston majortest@earthlink.net 

Lawrence East rstyeast@aol.com 

Claire Brothers clairebt@embarqmail.com 

Deborah Milkowski debbie.carl@suddenlink.net 

James & Leslea Kunz jimkunz44@gmail.com 

Martha Dzioba marthadzioba@yahoo.com 

Terry Kostiuk terrykostiuk@yahoo.com 

Harrison Curtis bud.curtis@gmail.com 

Ralph Dobson ralphie44@gmail.com 

Nancy King nrking58@yahoo.com 
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Pam Valente yachtingtime@gmail.com 

Paige Humphreys paigehurley73@hotmail.com 

Barbara B barbbenson@ec.rr.com 

Becky Fields becky.fact@gmail.com 

greg gillis ggillis11@yahoo.com 

Tia Douglass tdouglass@ec.rr.com 

Cindy Elmore elmore_cindy@yahoo.com 

Peter Hickey pholbrook5973@hotmail.com 

Paul Magnuson pmaagnuson@juno.com 

Wilfred Robin wilrobin@twave.net 

Nikki Shoulders skyrockets44@gmail.com 

Charlotte Preswood preswoodatbannerelk@gmail.com 

Diane Thomson djtpeony@yahoo.com 

Martha Spann mspann10@gmail.com 

richard dean richard.dean@rldean.com 

Barbara Quatrano barbi@quatrano.com 

Carla Cheshire cheshirecat2@yahoo.com 

Colleen Sheahon csheahon@yahoo.com 

Craig Weaver mtnmancraig@gmail.com 

G.W. Cheney gwcheney@ymail.com 

Janet Palmer jnt_palmer@yahoo.com 

John Callahan goldjec@hotmail.com 

karen winstead kwinstead@skybest.com 

Kenneth Johnson firefinger@boone.net 

Margaret Bollini fengshuicarole@yahoo.com 

Pat Taylor pattaylor@blowingrockrealty.com 

Patricia Joynes mjoynes@charter.net 

Wes Weaver weaverwm@bellsouth.net 

Rita Burns-Wooten burnswooten@yahoo.com 

Margaret Setzer peggy_s@skybest.com 

Michelle Hossinei m.marie.h@gmail.com 

JOSEPH PIAZZA jpiazza@bellsouth.net 

Thomas Blanton tebmtn@excite.com 

Charles Little chaspamlt@charter.net 

Frank Lewis jlef50@yahoo.com 

Joanne Thompson jmthomp7@gmail.com 

Judy Williams dwill38@gmail.com 
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Tammy Hopman canahvalley2@yahoo.com 

thomas lux tomad234@yahoo.com 

Arlene Lane alfaith14@aol.com 

Kimberly Grose kimberlykestler@icloud.com 

James Walsh jaywalsh@thistle-cottage.com 

Nadine Duckworth hellof_amom@yahoo.com 

Donald kruel ncdpk@yadtel.net 

jeff rosenberg jeffdrosenberg@gmail.com 

Clayton Denman cdenman@microtherm.us 

Daniel Sims simswood@yahoo.com 

Iris Carman icarman@2carmans.com 

patricia english penglish@wilkes.net 

Barrie Conger blm326@hotmail.com 

Karen Wait karenwait@ymail.com 

Maynard Green lewisgreen86@gmail.com 

michael wechter mswclu@att.net 

melisa cadell melisacadell@hotmail.com 

Donna Dupree donnadupree44@yahoo.com 

Cam Murchison cmurc@bellsouth.net 

Charlotte Wharton whartonjc@charter.net 

Gavin Dillard gavco@me.com 

Robert Swett robert.swett@att.net 

Susan Broadhead s_broadhead@hotmail.com 

Z. Vijay Director vijay@peertraining.org 

Carol Dugger vcdugger@aol.com 

Martha Spencer spencer_martha@hotmail.com 

Alex Regan blueskkyvt@gmail.com 

Joan Nicholson joan.nicholson@ymail.com 

Donald Harland dharland@bellsouth.net 

Sally Stuckey sally@stuckey.net 

Becky McKee bmckee5096@aol.com 

Heide Catherina Coppotelli goodshepherd@citcom.net 

Anthony Scardaci tonyandlesliescardaci@gmail.com 

Susan Williams swilliams330@bellsouth.net 

Kim Henry henryke@gmail.com 

Robert John robertjohn3131@gmail.com 

corneila powell cornelia@corneliapowell.com 
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Joan Byrd jbyrd@email.wcu.edu 

Lynn York lynnyork@frontier.com 

SILJOY MAURER siljoy@me.com 

Brian Burns thebburns11@yahoo.com 

Deborah Swanson dswansong@aol.com 

Anne Miller annekatiecolleen@att.net 

Elton Steins elton@aegisonline.net 

Kevin Overbey sodancenc@yahoo.com 

kent swenson kswenson42@gmail.com 

Linda Orr ncdovechild@yahoo.com 

William Nichols williamnichols16@yahoo.com 

Emma Bennett bohhemma@gmail.com 

Rebecca Reid reidrobustelli@gmail.com 

Steven Hasty sthasty@aol.com 

Patrick O'Connor pat28743@gmail.com 

Andrew Lilley ljlilpad@gmail.com 

Diane Goodwin rogeranddiane@bellsouth.net 

Marlene Jaar raymarj@aol.com 

Brent Deter deterbd@gmail.com 

paul gallimore paul@longbrancheec.org 

Margaret Brockmiller msbrockmil@yahoo.com 

mary Tomlinson tmltom232@gmail.com 

Herb Lamb talk2herb@frontier.com 

Jeri Tatum mossymtn@indylink.org 

Susan Brown suznmars1@mac.com 

Margaret Silvers marsilvers@gmail.com 

Henry Spencer blackbearnebo@gmail.com 

Josh Littlejohn jslittlejohn@gmail.com 

pamela johnston rinchen.johnston@gmail.com 

Jeff Hibbard jhibbard@riseup.net 

Kay Stockdale stpcldale0557@bellsouth.net 

Kim Adams elviskadams@gmail.com 

William, Margaret & Scott Holcomb doslobos@charter.net 

David Shearer resqp2tv@frontier.com 

Ashley Calhoun amcalhoun2000@yahoo.com 

danna mclintock danna.mclintock@gmail.com 

Evelyn Coltman evelyn3226@charter.net 
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Lib Jicha ljicha@jcpsmail.org 

Warren Gresham greshamarc@aol.com 

William Alexander williamea@charter.net 

Claudine Cremer cpcremer@frontier.com 

Dennis Brown see3d@writeme.com 

Greg Hall gmhall711@gmail.com 

Hart Squire unique@main.nc.us 

Jody Ochs silvergrl@charter.net 

Kim Porter porterkiger@hotmail.com 

Marilynn Medican medicanmj@aol.com 

Greg Meuwissen greg.meuwissen@gmail.com 

jacqueline knable jhknable1@gmail.com 

Sharon Johnson sharonjohnsondvm@hotmail.com 

Nancy Clark clarknancy2000@yahoo.com 

Steven Linden slinden@bellsouth.net 

Walter Kross wkrb5@yahoo.com 

Lawrence Turk, RN butch@wildrockies.org 

Doug Wingeier dcwing@main.nc.us 

James Schall tchapi@icloud.com 

Jean Ann Wheelock jeanann.wheelock@gmail.com 

jeffrey rix jrix@earworm.com 

Leslie Simon mirles30@aol.com 

Beth Stanberry rdtrtle@gmail.com 

Mary Olson maryo@nirs.org 

George Tolleson gtoll2@charter.net 

Juliet Van Otteren mail@jvop.com 

richard horvath richardhrvth@yahoo.com 

Robert Libbey revrelibbey@aol.com 

Ursula Finkel ursulakf@yahoo.com 

Andrea Page amusickster@gmail.com 

Cecil Clark jim4cjc@charter.net 

Edward Wolfsohn edwolfsohn@gmail.com 

Leonard Lopatin llopatin@charter.net 

Marla Drucker marla_drucker@charter.net 

Pamela Culp 130pjc@gmail.com 

Paul Stroebel stroebelite@yahoo.com 

Sue Perry spinashe@gmail.com 
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Terri Lefler terri@leflerdesign.com 

Bryan Mitchell bryan_mitchell@hotmail.com 

Carolyn Kanter carolynkanter@yahoo.com 

elizabeth spragins espragins@mac.com 

Lori Bright britespirit1@yahoo.com 

Sandy Steers ssteers@live.com 

CELESTE Filbert heartsong2@charter.net 

Deidre Duffy ddduffy88@yahoo.com 

Deja Lizer dayjah219@aol.com 

Don Pittman donpittman@bellsouth.net 

Heather Thorn heather.thorn@gmail.com 

Inge Whitaker locoloki14@aol.com 

Kris DeGrow kdegrow@hotmail.com 

Linda Smathers lindasmathers@hotmail.com 

Sherman Hoover artshehoo@gmail.com 

Stephanie Wilson stephaniedecasa@gmail.com 

William Koester william.k409@gmail.com 

Rick Clemenzi clemenzi@main.nc.us 

Elizabeth Hay ehay2@me.com 

Scott Duncan scotch155@gmail.com 

doug franklin ldfranklinxx@yahoo.com 

Elaine Mueller 4elainemueller@gmail.com 

Kathy Bradley khayb55@aol.com 

David Robson der0225@aol.com 

Neville Allum nallum@bellsouth.net 

Mark Koritz mkoritz2002@yahoo.com 

Querido Galdo querido@queridomundo.com 

Felicity Hohenshelt licy75@aol.com 

Raymond Gibson rgib1138@yahoo.com 

Esther Garvett egarvett@gmail.com 

Bantwal Rao bantwal_raos@bellsouth.net 

Babette Bruton bbruton3@yahoo.com 

Lisa Withan lisa4809@att.net 

John Gundersen jhgundy@att.net 

Ronald Drahos rdrahos@indiana.edu 

James Inkenbrandt jiminken@gmail.com 

Matt Brzezinski bonoone@aol.com 
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Sue Nearing bookwoman72@yahoo.com 

Ron Chelland roadrunnerronc@gmail.com 

Kathy Oppenhuizen salzberryhill@gmail.com 

Bobby Belknap rebelknap@gmail.com 

John Limbach vutava@gmail.com 

Dr. David L. Smith d3smith@uwsp.edu 

jason husby jcobainfan@aol.com 

Cordale Brown c.nick.brown6@att.net 

carolyn massey archie_101@hotmail.com 

Mike Dotson snorlaxmd@yahoo.com 

Robert Haslag bobhaslag@gmail.com 

Ingrid Jones jones@socket.net 

Harold Watson watsonh1956@gmail.com 

diane lewis dianeslewis@bellsouth.net 

Cathy Brownlee serendipitycat@hotmail.com 

Janice Rogers thepenspeaks@sbcglobal.net 

James Klein jeklein64@yahoo.com 

Joanne DeHart joannedh1@aol.com 

Rachel Scarlata rachel.scarlata@gmail.com 

Joan Hoeborn hobojoann@yahoo.com 

I. Engle 1ieengle@gmail.com 

Rose Henderson bigmamar@pacbell.net 

Matthew Palmer mattpalm@gmail.com 

stuart greemburg flugel@socal.rr.com 

Ralph Elias relias36@aol.com 

Mary Sullivan mljsullivan@verizon.net 

John Oda94115 jandjoda@aol.com 

Roberto Romo neospyder316@gmail.com 

jimmy phi jpsf99@yahoo.com 

Sheilagh Creighton yankeesmc@gmail.com 

rebecca koo memoriesjc@hotmail.com 

j angell jangell@earthlink.net 

Randy Harrison ran6711@comcast.net 

Brenda Michaels brenda@conscioustalk.net 

Richard Johnson jazzpacnw@yahoo.com 

Marc Benedict benedict@thurston.com 

Barbara Everhart barbara.everhart2255@gmail.com 
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Scott Letendre sletendre57@gmail.com 

Philip Drumm prdrumm@gmail.com 

Edward Thornton ert@sas.upenn.edu 

Evan Krichevsky evank2@aol.com 

Richard Fullerton rsfullerton@earthlink.net 

RutMarie Kinley rwkinley@triad.rr.com 

John Freeze jfreeze@triad.rr.com 

Richard Eckberg rickeckberg@nc.rr.com 

carol ostrow cgo@nc.rr.com 

Mary Matton scififreak1@yahoo.com 

Steve Adams adamite@triad.rr.com 

Douglas Meacham dmeacham001@yahoo.com 

Brooke Neal bneal617@gmail.com 

Debbie Kenyon dcjkenyon@aol.com 

jerod kratzer jerod.kratzer@gmail.com 

Dolores Calley deecalley@yahoo.com 

William Hunter william.hunter30@gmail.com 

Anne Fogleman fogleman@dicksonpress.com 

Paul Brinich brinich@gmail.com 

Nancy Mueller helmutmueller@att.net 

Ms. Carlyle Hodges jcshodges@nc.rr.com 

mae basye madmaeb@gmail.com 

Teresa Blumenauer tblumenauer@louisburg.edu 

Hallie Barnes halynfriends@yahoo.com 

Catherine Marie c.marie8@yahoo.com 

Charlotte Morris mcchar12@aol.com 

Henrietta Jenrette rjstarbuck@aol.com 

Ken Goldsmith kenconserv@gmail.com 

Michael Kosusko rmkosusko@aol.com 

Kathy Dick rvtdiver1@gmail.com 

Stephen Sample stephen.sample@frontier.com 

Dona Koeberl dkoeberl@frontier.com 

Ruth Rey ruthrules6@yahoo.com 

Jon LaScala jon.lascala@me.com 

Carolyn Hess cmhrah@inteliport.com 

Donald Barker wolvesdenobx@gmail.com 

Carol Mulrooney vcarol24@yahoo.com 
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Carol Ann Minor cminor27@windstream.net 

Matthew Rawlins mdrawlins@earthlink.net 

S. Teel shannonteel.7@gmail.com 

Lincoln Baxter politics@lincolnbaxter.com 

Sally Thomas sallymthomas@earthlink.net 

John Bradshaw jbradshaw10@att.net 

Kelly Williams kthompson555@att.net 

David Nikkel nikkeldavid@gmail.com 

Cathleen Pritchard maxreg@nc.rr.com 

Toni Miller tgaymiller@msn.com 

Rebecca Felton rfelton@ec.rr.com 

Glenn G Nichols gnichols10@ec.rr.com 

Bradford Crumb occtoys@outlook.com 

Michael Brophy brophy195@roadrunner.com 

Christina Dickson christy@surfnetusa.com 

Linda Sperath lsperath@olemiss.edu 

Mary Loughlin cleolion@aol.com 

William Hutchings billyhutchings@hotmail.com 

Margaret Morris mspeg78@gmail.com 

Cathy/David Powers cdpowers7@gmail.com 

Elizabeth Grovenstein eagmt1@gmail.com 

Cathy Nieman cathy.nieman@gmail.com 

Esther Megill esthermegill453@gmail.com 

Mary Hardvall mhardvall@gmail.com 

Nancy Michael dilliedog@charter.net 

Karen Hardin foggybottomgal@me.com 

Harriet McCleary mccleary@stolaf.edu 

Lynne Rooney-Katsma laroonkat@gmail.com 

Christopher Lee cleeenterprises@aol.com 

David Ulibarri dulibarri@sbcglobal.net 

Ethan Denniston ethandn@aol.com 

Scott Cottrill nme.talon@gmail.com 

Laura Herndon laura.herndon@disney.com 
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January 14, 2016 

 
 

Ms. Joelle Burleson 
Division of Air Quality 
North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality 
1641 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, NC  27699-1641 
 
Submitted electronically via daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov 
 
RE: Comments on proposed rules for carbon dioxide emissions standards for existing electric 
utility generating units under Clean Air Act Section 111(d). 
 

 
Dear Ms. Burleson, 
 
In 1902, Audubon North Carolina was formed and helped spur wildlife conservation and 
protection efforts in the state.  Today, on behalf of over 25,000 members and supporters, 
Audubon conserves and restores habitat we share with all wildlife, focusing on the needs of 
birds.  Audubon North Carolina achieves this mission through a blend of science-based research 
and conservation, education and outreach, and advocacy. 

In September 2014, Audubon released its groundbreaking Birds and Climate Change Report. To 
prepare this report, Audubon scientists used hundreds of thousands of citizen-science 
observations and sophisticated climate models to predict how birds in the U.S. and Canada will 
react to climate change. This work defines the climate conditions individual bird species need to 
survive, then maps where those conditions will be found in the future as the Earth’s climate 
responds to increased greenhouse gases. The report is the broadest and most detailed study of 
its kind, and is the closest thing we have to a field guide of the future of North American birds.  

The results of this peer-reviewed study are clear – climate change represents the greatest long-
term threat to birds, endangering over half of America’s bird species by 2080.  Here in North 
Carolina, a total of 170 bird species, including iconic birds such as the Brown Pelican, Wild 
Turkey, Osprey, and Brown-headed Nuthatch are in trouble due to climate change.  You can 
learn more about the study and its results here: http://climate.audubon.org/article/audubon-
report-glance 
 
Given the threat that climate change poses to North Carolina’s natural heritage, the 
international community, the United States and individual states must all play an important role 
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in establishing ambitious, yet achievable and cost effective goals and implementation plans to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions.  Given its low emissions profile and rapidly declining costs, 
expanding renewable energy that is properly sited and designed should be a core component of 
North Carolina’s emissions reduction strategy.  Audubon encourages DEQ to develop a ‘Smart 
from the Start’ Program to support renewable energy developers in identifying and avoiding 
harm to sensitive bird habitat, migratory pathways and important natural areas as soon as 
possible in the renewable energy or biomass feedstock project planning process. 
 
The Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) Clean Power Plan under Section 111(d) of the 
Clean Air Act has established reasonable emissions reductions goals and provides states with 
significant flexibility in choosing how to meet those goals.  We respectfully request that the 
Environmental Management Commission (EMC) not approve the proposed rules as submitted 
and instead encourage the Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) to prepare and 
resubmit a new rule or ‘backup plan’ that fully complies with the emissions reduction goals that 
have been set by EPA.  Waiting for all possible legal challenges to be resolved risks gambling 
with North Carolina’s natural heritage and could lead to higher energy costs for North Carolina 
consumers. 
 
The proposed ‘backup plan’ should be informed by a wide range of stakeholder groups and 
public opinion prior to release.  North Carolina should consider approaches such as the open 
stakeholder listening sessions and working groups that informed regulators in Virginia and 
South Carolina.  Soliciting and incorporating stakeholder feedback early in the compliance 
planning process will increase confidence in the regulatory process and the durability of the 
final plan. 
 
Finally, at a time when we need higher levels of cost effective renewable energy to come online 
in North Carolina to meet the Clean Power Plan, we must send the appropriate market signals 
to industry.  DEQ should recommend that North Carolina lawmakers keep in place and further 
strengthen important and complementary renewable energy policies such as the Renewable 
Energy and Energy Efficiency Portfolio Standard (REPS).   
 
Thank you for accepting these comments.  Audubon North Carolina looks forward to continued 
engagement with you on this important issue and working together to protect our state’s 
natural heritage by expanding renewable energy and providing support to renewable energy 
developers to ensure that it is as bird-friendly as possible. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Heather Hahn 
Executive Director 
Audubon North Carolina 
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January 11, 2016 

Ms. Joelle Burleson 
Division of Air Quality 
1641 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, NC 27699-1641 
Submitted electronically to: daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov 

Re: Comments on Proposed State Rules to Implement Clean 
Air Act Section 111( d) 

Dear Ms. Burleson: 

The North Carolina Chapter of the Sierra Club represents approximately 
60,000 members and supporters who support efforts to cut carbon 
dioxide emissions, a leading cause of climate change and an air pollutant 
under the Clean Air Act. One of these efforts is the EPA Clean Power Plan, 
also known as Clean Air Act Section 111(d), which aims to reduce carbon 
dioxide emissions from power plants. North Carolina is well positioned to 
meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our 
state's renewable energy and energy efficiency successes. Unfortunately 
there is no renewable energy component in the Department of 
Environmental Quality (DEQ) proposed state rules to comply with the 
Clean Power Plan. There was also no stakeholder process leading up to 
the proposed state rules and no consultation with vulnerable communities 
as required. Finally, the proposed rules come nowhere close to meeting 
the required carbon dioxide emissions reductions. For these reasons, the 
Environmental Management Commission (EMC) should not approve the 
proposed rules to implement Clean Air Act Section 111(d). 

Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the 
state's proposed draft rules. We ask the EMC to require DEQ to 
affirmatively say, in the proposed rules that North Carolina plans to 
participate in the Clean Energy Incentives Program (CEIP). The CEIP 
offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy 
and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North 
Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA Program but the 

Chapter Office: 19 W. Hargett Street #210 • Raleigh NC 27601 • Tel: 919-833-8467 • Web: nc2.sierraclub.org • Email: ncinfo@sierraclub.org 
~~l. 

V-48 A-138



Ms. Joelle Burleson 
January 11, 2016 

Page 2 

proposed rules do not include participation in the CEIP. Instead, DEQ has chosen a strategy that 
fails to take advantage of the cheapest, cleanest resource (energy efficiency) and fails to take 
advantage of homegrown, cost effective renewable energy. North Carolina could submit a 
request for extension if DEQ needs more time to prepare state rules to meet the required 
emission reductions. 

We also ask that the EMC require DEQ to engage stakeholders in the creation of the state rules 
as required by the Clean Power Plan. The state rules must include documentation that the 
agency has conducted community outreach and community involvement, including engagement 
with vulnerable communities. The draft state rules do not include this documentation because 
there was no stakeholder process. 

Finally, the NC Chapter of the Sierra Club asks the EMC to require DEQ to go back to the 
drawing board and come back to the EMC with policy proposals that will result in North 
Carolina meeting the carbon emissions reduction goals set for the state in the Clean Power Plan. 
At a time when nearly 200 nations have come together in Paris and signed an historic 
agreement acknowledging that climate change is real, that emissions from humans are a 
significant contributor, and that significant actions by all governments are needed to prevent a 2 

degree centigrade rise in global temperature, DEQ has chosen to submit proposed rules that are 
completely inadequate. The DEQ proposal falls incredibly short of meeting the carbon dioxide 
emission reductions required by the EPA for 2030 and abandons North Carolina's history of 
leadership on clean energy. The EMC has the authority and the responsibility to ensure that 
North Carolina complies vvith federal environmental laws like the Clean Air Act. 

Thank you for considering these comments. 

Sincerely, 

Steve Copulsky 
Chair, NC Chapter of the Sierra Club 

'.J) 

Molly Diggins 
State Director, NC Chapter of the Sierra Club 
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Domtar Comments on State Energy Plan and EPA’s Clean Power 

Plan 

North Carolina 

 

 

Domtar is a leading provider of a wide variety of fiber-based products including communication 

papers, specialty and packaging papers, market pulp and absorbent hygiene products. With 

approximately 9,800 employees serving more than 50 countries around the world, Domtar is 

driven by a commitment to turn sustainable wood fiber into useful products that people rely on 

every day. Domtar’s annual sales are approximately $5.6 billion, and its common stock is traded 

on the New York and Toronto Stock Exchanges. Domtar’s principal executive office is in Fort 

Mill, South Carolina. 

Along with our principal offices in Fort Mill, SC more than a quarter of our footprint resides 

within a radius 300 miles. In North Carolina alone, we employ nearly 1,000 men and women, 

between our fluff pulp mill in Plymouth, personal care global headquarters in Raleigh, and 

manufacturing facility in Greenville, as well as several distribution centers and chipping 

operations. As is the case with many pulp and paper mills, our Plymouth mill resides in a rural 

area of Eastern North Carolina. We are by far the largest private employer in the county and thus 

have a profound impact on the local economy, from taxes, all the way to jobs that are created as 

a result of the mill. On average for every job in the mill, and additional 3.25 are created as a 

result: truckers, loggers, local restaurants and other businesses.  

As well rooted we are in our communities, the pulp and paper industry has been facing ongoing 

headwinds, as electronic substitution has largely contributed to the decline of paper demand of 3-

4% annually for over a decade. This gradual decline has led to an unprecedented downsizing and 

consolidation of the paper industry.  

Long before the advent of smartphones, the pulp and paper industry realized the potential for 

efficiency and environmental improvements, which have helped evolve this industry into one of 

the most sustainable manufacturing processes in the world.  Domtar’s paper mills on average 

generate over 70% of their own electricity from materials used, recovered and recycled as part of 

our manufacturing process. Nevertheless, the pulp and paper manufacture process is very energy 

and resource intensive, and mills still purchase large amounts of electricity.  

Many years ago, Domtar took the charge in the pulp and paper industry to adopt sustainability 

measures for the sake of it, as the “green trend” was still years if not decades away. While we 

agree in the importance of reducing emissions and protecting our communities, it is equally 

important that regulations like these do not create a stifling business environment. Domtar is 

most concerned with the many different costs associated with this rule, and implementing it. Any 

costs that utilities will occur as a result of this rule, they can easily pass on to their customers via 
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rate increases. While estimates vary, and experts suggests these numbers to be undervalued, 

studies by NERA suggest a 11-14% increase for retail customers and a study by NMA suggests a 

23.7% increase for wholesale customers.  

In a declining business that is energy/resource intensive, as well as trade exposed, we are 

challenged to find further cost savings to be achieved to absorb higher electricity prices. Unlike 

the utilities, manufacturers do not have public service commissions setting our prices. We cannot 

simply raise their prices by double-digits, as this could damage our business, by sending our 

customers to foreign competitors. Ultimately, this harms our colleagues. If more money is spent 

on electricity, all other aspects of our business will suffer, as there will be less capital left for 

investment in our assets. The paper industry, and Domtar, has already seen its share of machine 

and facility closures as a result of falling demand. When you add rising cost to that you create 

additional challenges to our ability to stay competitive, operate and keep open our highest cost 

facilities.  

Domtar is also concerned with the current global picture: natural gas is currently abundantly 

available and affordable. This has been fueling conversions to gas by utilities, to meet clean 

energy mandates, and the rise in the export of liquefied natural gas (LNG). A sudden curtailment 

in supply or a dramatic increase in demand would drive these costs up for utilities and 

manufacturers, which would create price worries for the future, as well as issues of reliability. 

Manufacturers such as Domtar, rely on a steady uninterrupted stream of electricity. Any 

interruption in service, could have catastrophic consequences, as paper manufacturing equipment 

cannot be simply shut off, like a light switch – there are proper start-up and shutdown 

procedures. Supply issues are one worry in reliability, the other is delivery: in a world where 

coal-fired power plants have ample supply to generate electricity, in the giant heaps of coal they 

stored on site, shortage of raw material was rarely a worry. With cleaner natural gas, the delivery 

via pipeline necessitates an uninterrupted stream, which can be disrupted via shortage or 

sabotage.  

Domtar is always open to work with partners in the utilities industry to both be part of 

articulating a solution. What we fear may happen in a few years is an iteration of the clean power 

plan for “general manufacturing” that would effectively result in being regulated twice. In this 

globalized environment, where United States manufacturers have to fight hard for market share 

with lower cost producers overseas, additional cost burdens will only make it more difficult for 

our business to stay remain competitive. 
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June Blotnick 
Executive Director 
Clean Air Carolina 
 
I’m June Blotnick, Executive Director of Clean Air Carolina, a Charlotte-based statewide organization 
working to ensure cleaner air quality for all North Carolinians. 
 
On behalf of our members and all residents who want and need clean, healthy air, I’m here tonight to 
ask state officials to do everything in their power to reduce carbon pollution, the driving force behind 
climate change which threatens the lives of every North Carolinian, their children and their 
grandchildren. 
 
The response the state has already taken to reduce North Carolina’s carbon emissions is in direct 
opposition to the leadership shown by Republican and Democratic leaders in 2002 when the Clean 
Smokestacks legislation was passed to clean up our coal plants. 
 
Instead of ignoring the problems of extreme air pollution in the cities and acid rain and haze in our 
mountains, state officials convened a large group of stakeholders including physicians, university 
researchers, representatives from utility companies, environmental groups, the legislature, the 
governor's office, state agencies, and electric rate payers' associations. This highly inclusive stakeholder 
process ensured all viewpoints were represented and resulted in landmark legislation. 
 
The action lawmakers and state officials took as a result of Clean Smokestacks made North Carolina a 
leader in clean air efforts and vastly reduced the amount of sulfur dioxide and nitrogen oxides polluting 
our air and making us sick. We now know that the actions taken by our state legislature in 2002 along 
with other federal clean air rulemaking not only reduced air pollution but reduced death rates for 
asthma, emphysema and pneumonia for North Carolinians.  
 
The Clean Power Plan should not be a political issue. It’s a public health issue and we demand that those 
in power take the necessary steps to reduce carbon emissions through the expansion of our state’s 
abundant renewable energy resources.  
 
The private sector has already made a difference.  Strong state policies of the past have driven the 
market in North Carolina, ranking us 4th in the nation for solar installations. Expanded action through the 
Clean Power Plan can make us first, adding jobs and more investment as companies start up and 
relocate to North Carolina. 
 
The Clean Smokestacks legislation resulted in a reduction in air pollution, a reduction in the number of 
coal plants operating in the state, and reductions in illness and death among our residents. 
 
The Clean Power Plan offers us the opportunity to reduce carbon pollution from existing coal plants and 
improve air quality and public health by taking advantage of our abundant sunshine and wind power on 
the coast. 
 
Finally, I have to say that my two adult children still talk about what a great time they had on the middle 
school field trip to the Outer Banks, to New Bern and other stops along the coast. Who knows if their 
children will be able to have the same educational experience? 
 
Generations will judge your actions today. Think of the leadership legacy you want to leave future North 
Carolinians.  Please put clean air and public health first in your decision making.  
 
North Carolina must continue its fight for cleaner air which will result in healthier residents, a healthier 
economy and a healthy environment for all of us. 
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January 15, 2016 

 

Ms. Joelle Burleson 

Department of Environmental Quality 

Division of Air Quality 

1641 Mail Service Center 

Raleigh, NC 27699-1641 

Submitted electronically to daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov 

 

Re: Comments on Proposed State Rules to Implement 40 C.F.R. Part 60, Subpart UUUU 

 

Dear Ms. Burleson, 

 

The North Carolina Sustainable Energy Association (“NCSEA”) is a 501(c)(3) nonprofit membership 

organization of individuals, businesses, local utilities, government and nonprofits interested in North Carolina’s 

sustainable energy future. NCSEA is devoted to leading public policy change and driving market development 

in ways that will create clean energy jobs and lower electric rates in the long-term. NCSEA submits these 

comments on the proposed rules 15A N.C.A.C. 02D .2700, et seq. (“proposed state rules”)1 to implement the 

requirements of 40 C.F.R. Part 60, Subpart UUUU (“Clean Power Plan”). 

 

NCSEA does not support approval of the proposed state rules because they (1) do not comply with the Clean 

Power Plan; (2) do not utilize renewable energy or energy efficiency as methods for complying with the Clean 

Power Plan; and (3) do not allow North Carolina to participate in the Clean Energy Investment Program 

(“CEIP”). 

 

First, and most simply, NCSEA does not support approval of the proposed state rules because they do not 

comply with the Clean Power Plan. The Clean Power Plan sets explicit requirements for emissions of carbon 

dioxide from electricity generation in North Carolina.2 The proposed state rules do not indicate that they will 

result in sufficient reductions of carbon dioxide emissions to comply with these requirements.3 

 

Next, NCSEA does not support approval of the proposed state rules because they do not utilize renewable 

energy or energy efficiency as methods for complying with the Clean Power Plan. The Clean Power Plan 

provides numerous methods to comply with its emission reduction requirements. Two of these compliance 

methods are the use of renewable energy and the use of energy efficiency. Despite numerous compliance 

methods being available, the Department of Environmental Quality (“DEQ”) drafted the proposed state rules to 

include only one compliance method: heat rate improvements made at fossil fuel electric generating units. 

North Carolina’s clean energy economy supports 1,208 businesses that employ 22,995 people and 

contribute $4.8 billion in revenue to our state’s economy. 4 Furthermore, renewable energy and energy 

                                                        
1 North Carolina Register, Volume 30, Issue 10, pp. 1110-1117 (November 16, 2015). 
2 40 C.F.R. Part 60, Subpart UUUU, Tables 2 and 3. 
3 DEQ has consistently stated that the Clean Power Plan is unlawful. However, to date, the Clean Power Plan has not been stayed by 

the courts and remains in full force despite pending legal challenges. As such, DEQ should develop and propose a compliant plan. 
4  Robin Aldina, Ellis Baehr, William Supple, and Ivan Urlaub, 2014 North Carolina Clean Energy Census, North Carolina 

Sustainable Energy Association (February 2015), available at 

http://c.ymcdn.com/sites/www.energync.org/resource/resmgr/Docs/2014census.pdf. 

V-53 A-143



 

 

efficiency have been shown to be valuable components of a least-cost portfolio, and could assist North Carolina 

greatly in cost-effective compliance with the requirements of the Clean Power Plan. DEQ’s decision not to 

propose rules that utilize renewable energy and energy efficiency, despite evidence that these resources are 

important to the local economy and can save money for consumers, is grounds for not approving the proposed 

state rules.5 

 

Finally, NCSEA does not support approval of the proposed state rules because they do not allow North Carolina 

to participate in the CEIP. The Clean Power Plan creates the CEIP, which rewards investments in renewable 

energy and energy efficiency in low-income communities in 2020 and 2021, at no cost to the states. All a state 

needs to do to participate in the CEIP is to indicate in their state plan that they wish to participate. Despite the 

numerous upsides to North Carolina participating in the CEIP, DEQ declined to opt-in to the CEIP in the 

proposed state rules and provides no justification for its decision not to participate.  

 

For the foregoing reasons, NCSEA respectfully submits that the Environmental Management Commission 

should not approve the proposed state rules. Instead, the Environmental Management Commission should direct 

DEQ to develop rules that comply with the Clean Power Plan, utilize renewable energy and energy efficiency, 

among other methods, for compliance, and opt-in to the CEIP. 

 

Thank you for considering these comments. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Peter Ledford 

Regulatory Counsel 

North Carolina Sustainable Energy Association 

                                                        
5 Economic and Rate Impact Analysis of Clean Energy Development in North Carolina-2015 Update, RTI International (February 

2015), available at http://www.energync.org/resource/resmgr/Resources_Page/RTI_2015.pdf. 
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1904 Eastwood Road, Suite 205  
Wilmington NC 28403 

Office 910.392.4612 

Fax 910.392.4612 

 www.cavanaughsolutions.com 

January 15, 2016 
 
Ms. Joelle Burleson 
Department of Environmental Quality 
Division of Air Quality 
1641 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, NC 27699-1641 
Submitted electronically to daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov 
 
Re: Comments on Proposed State Rules to Implement 40 C.F.R. Part 60, Subpart UUUU 
  
 
Dear Ms. Burleson; 
 
I appreciate the opportunity to provide comments on the subject proposed rule.  I submit these 
comments as a life-long resident of North Carolina, raising a family and growing a small 
business that employs North Carolinians.  I do not support the approval of the subject rule. 
 
I presume that many of the comments you and the Department will receive on the proposed 
rule will reflect opinions on the negative health and environmental impacts of greenhouse gas 
and/or carbon emissions.  I agree that the emissions of greenhouse gases are of concern, 
warranting attention and action to mitigate the negative impacts so caused.  My desire is to 
focus your attention to ways in which the strategy of North Carolina can be improved through a 
revised rule that seeks to comply with the Clean Power Plan, addressing those carbon 
emissions stemming from the use of fossil fuels to generate electricity.   
 
The EPA is not the only agency that has been active in evaluating ways to better manage the 
carbon cycle.  Agencies such as USDA and DOE have been collaborating with EPA and other 
public agencies and private think-tanks to address carbon management – not only through the 
elimination of the combustion of fossil fuels, but through opportunities to displace the use of 
fossil-based subterranean carbon fuels with those fuels that stem from recycled atmospheric 
carbon. Why? Because the use of biogenic carbon (waste organics, in particular) makes good 
sense for the environment, and it makes great sense for our economy.   
 

The conversion of organic waste into biogas, which may easily be refined to renewable natural 
gas, is an extremely positive approach to addressing carbon emissions. Such organic-waste-
derived renewable natural gas allows us to continue utilizing existing electricity generating 
infrastructure (existing power plants that use natural gas to make electricity) and supports the 
electric utilities continuing to do what they do best – convert fuel into electrons. It also reduces 
carbon emissions (more on this in a minute), supports existing NC economic engines such as 
agriculture and forestry, and provides revenues and motivation for improved waste 
management across all sectors. 
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The final Clean Power Plan rule by EPA recognizes that carbon emissions from the 
decomposition of organic waste has a net neutral impact on greenhouse gas emissions. 
Simply put, organic stuff is created from atmospheric carbon, and when organic carbon 
decomposes, it re-releases the carbon to the atmosphere from which it came. Capturing the 
carbon emissions (methane) from this decomposing organic waste and then using it to create 
electricity along the way to being released does not add to atmospheric carbon levels. This is 
called organic recycling. 
 
North Carolina is recognized by many reputable sources such as the National Renewable 
Energy Laboratory (NREL)i, as the third richest state in organic waste resources in the country, 
as expressed as biomethane potential. The abundance of this rich resource in NC continues to 
grow, as our state population grows and creates even more organic wastes. Agriculture has 
been the greatest contributor to our State’s economy for a long, long time, and we still have 
great potential to harvest even more value from animal wastes, crop residues, and forestry 
residues.  Disposing of these organic resources is the same as throwing cash in the garbage 
or flushing coins down the toilet.  These materials are a resource, not a waste. 
 
The utilization of other renewable energy resources, such as solar and wind, are also helpful in 
supplanting the use of fossil fuels like coal and natural gas, which pump carbon long-ago 
trapped deep in the earth into the atmosphere.  The combined renewable resources available 
to our State are more than enough to displace the fossil fuels we buy from other states to 
create our electricity.  We should be aggressively developing a plan to develop these 
renewable resources and keep the dollars we ship to other states to buy fossil fuels right here. 
 
As an engineer, I am constantly looking for solutions that are economically, environmentally, 
and socially sound. Perhaps this is why I see a strategy to addressing the Clean Power Plan 
so obviously before us – harvest the renewable natural gas potential of our immense organic 
waste resources, use this Renewable Natural Gas to fuel our energy needs, and buy North 
Carolina fuel created by North Carolina resources. When you have an abundance of a 
renewable resource that you are currently wasting, dedicate yourself to becoming a good 
steward of this resource. Along the way, you will find yourself making good choices that have a 
positive impact for our State. 
 
Thank you, in advance, for consideration of my comments.  If, upon receipt and review of this 
information, you have any questions or would like to discuss this matter in more detail, please 
contact me at your earliest convenience. 
 
Regards;  
 
 
 
William G. “Gus” Simmons, Jr., P.E. 
Vice President, Director of Bioenergy 
 

i Reference page 3 of the NREL Biogas Potential in the United States Fact Sheet 
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December 17, 2015 

Statement to Air Quality Division 

Comments on draft NC Clean Power Plan 

My name is Harvey Richmond and my comments today are on behalf of the NC Chapter of the 

Sierra Club.   I’m a retired senior EPA environmental analyst and I worked over 31 years on 

national air quality regulations.  I currently serve as co-chair of the NC Chapter of the Sierra 

Club’s Clean Energy Campaign and serve in a volunteer capacity.  My comments do not 

represent the views of the EPA. 

At a time when nearly 200 nations, nearly the entire world, have come together in Paris and 

signed an historic agreement acknowledging that climate change is real, that emissions from 

humans are a significant contributor, and that significant actions by all governments are needed 

to prevent a 2 degree centigrade rise in global temperature, the NC Department of Environmental 

Quality has chosen to submit a draft plan that is completely inadequate.  The draft plan deals 

with only those measures that can be taken to improve heat rate efficiency on site at existing 

coal-fired power plants.  The DEQ proposal falls incredibly short of meeting the carbon dioxide 

emission reductions required by the EPA for 2030. 

Instead of embracing and encouraging energy efficiency, and adoption of more solar and wind 

and other forms of renewable energy, the McCrory Administration would rather spend our 

taxpayers dollars on suing the EPA.  Other states throughout the southeast and beyond, including 

a number of states that are also suing EPA, at least are holding substantive stakeholder meetings 

and developing real plans that are designed to meet the required EPA targets.  North Carolina 

could submit a request for extension if it needs more time to prepare state rules to meet the 

called-for emission reductions, but instead is rushing through an inadequate plan guaranteed to 

be rejected by the EPA.   

While EPA has built considerable flexibility into the Clean Power Plan rule, North Carolina’s 

DEQ chooses to ignore the many possible alternatives it could include in a strong and just plan 

that would be designed to meet the federal targets.  The flexibility of the Federal plan allows 

states like North Carolina to reduce costs to consumers and to spur private investments in clean 

energy.   A real plan could and should include other state laws or policies that have the effect of 

reducing carbon dioxide emissions – like the renewable energy and efficiency portfolio standards 

(REPS).  It is understood that meeting the existing REPS will go a long ways towards the state 

meeting the carbon dioxide reductions set forth by the EPA for 2030. 

Instead of racing this inadequate draft rule through a public hearing process during the holiday 

season, DEQ should be engaging in a collaborative public stakeholder process, like other states 
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in the Southeast (e.g., Virginia, South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida) with the goal of 

developing a substantive plan, rather than the sham it has produced so far.  DEQ has ignored the 

federal requirements in the final Clean Power Plan rule to include vulnerable communities in a 

substantive stakeholder process.   

It is the Environmental Management Commission’s (EMC’s) responsibility to make sure that the 

NC DEQ submits a valid state compliance plan.  Rather than rubber stamping the McCrory 

administration’s plan to pursue lawsuit after lawsuit, the Sierra Club calls on the Environmental 

Management Commission to reject the inadequate plan put forth by the DEQ.  The EMC should 

insist that DEQ develop a real plan for our state that 1) reduces carbon dioxide emissions in 

accordance with the federal requirements, 2) includes clean energy solutions,  3) protects our 

communities health and the environment, and 4) includes vulnerable communities and public 

stakeholders in the development of a substantive plan that meets the EPA targets for the year 

2030. 

The Sierra Club plans on submitting additional written comments prior to the close of the public 

comment period. 

Harvey Richmond, Co-Chair 

Clean Energy Campaign 

NC Chapter of the Sierra Club 

106 Hebride Court 

Cary, NC  27513 
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Public Comment on North Carolina’s Clean Air Act Section 111(d) Proposed Rulemaking: 
 15A NCAC 02D .2700, et seq. 

 
Introduction 

 
My name is David Schwartz, and I work as a post-graduate law fellow with the Duke 

Environmental Law and Policy Clinic.  I am submitting this public comment on North Carolina’s 
Proposed Clean Air Act Section 111(d) Rulemaking, 15A NCAC 02D .2700, et seq., on behalf of 
myself as a concerned citizen.  While I appreciate North Carolina’s efforts to comply with the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s Clean Power Plan (“CPP”), there are several aspects of 
the proposed rule that, in my opinion, are troublesome, insufficient, and in need of revision.   

 
Specifically, I take issue with, and will comment upon, the following items:  (1) DAQ’s 

independent determination of what measures constitute the “best system of emission reduction” 
(“BSER”); (2) DAQ’s determination that BSER consists solely of “Building Block 1-type” heat 
rate improvement (“HRI”) measures;  (3) DAQ’s determination that any cost of a potential CO2 
emission reduction measure above $23 per ton CO2 is “unreasonable,” and therefore that 
emission mitigation measures whose costs are above $23 per ton CO2 are not BSER; (4) the 
disproportionate health and environmental quality impacts the proposed rule will likely have 
upon low-income and minority communities; and (5) the language in Section .2701(f)(1)-(2) of 
the proposed rule. 

 
I greatly appreciate this opportunity for public comment, and sincerely hope that this and 

other comments can be utilized by DAQ to strengthen, improve, and expand upon the CO2 
emission reductions established by 15A NCAC 02D .2700, et seq.   

 
I. DAQ’s INDEPENDENT DETERMINATION OF BSER IS IMPERMISSIBLE 

AND IS EXPRESSLY PROHIBITED BY THE CLEAN AIR ACT 
 
A. The Authority to Determine BSER is Held by EPA, Not the States 
 
In DAQ’s “Supporting Basis for Determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction 

for Carbon Dioxide (CO2) Emissions from Existing Electric Utility Generating Units”1 
(“Supporting Basis”), in the preliminary discussion before analyzing potential BSER measures 
for each affected electric generating unit (“EGU”), DAQ repeatedly notes that: 

 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
1 NC Department of Environmental Quality, Division of Air Quality, Supporting Basis for Determination of Best 
System of Emissions Reduction for Carbon Dioxide (CO2) Emissions from Existing Electric Utility Generating 
Units, October 2015, available at http://www.ncair.org/rules/draft/111d_Basis.pdf.  
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[t]he DAQ will consider the above general principles in determining BSER for 
CO2 emissions reduction from each EGU.  But, importantly, DAQ will determine 
BSER for each EGU based upon BB1-type measures only (i.e., measures which 
can be accomplished within the fence-line of the facility)…2 

 
This language indicates that DAQ believes it possesses the ability to determine what approaches 
constitute BSER.  This conclusion is in error.  Looking to the general structure of Clean Air Act 
(“CAA”) section 111 rulemakings, it is clear that states do not possess the authority to determine 
BSER.  The authority to determine BSER resides solely with the EPA.  In the CPP, EPA 
addresses and unambiguously rejects the notion that states can determine BSER.   
 
 In Section V(B)(1) of the CPP, EPA outlines the basis for its exclusive authority to 
determine BSER, beginning: “[i]n this section, we explain why the EPA, and not the states, has 
the authority to determine the BSER…”3  Under Section 111(d) of the CAA, EPA is tasked with 
establishing a “section 110-like procedure under which each state submits a plan that ‘establishes 
standards of performance for any existing source of air pollutant’ and ‘provides for the 
implementation and enforcement of such standards of performance’.”4  The term “standards of 
performance” is defined in section 111(a)(1) of the CAA as: “…a standard for emissions of air 
pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through the application of 
the best system of emission reduction which (taking into account the cost of achieving such 
reduction and any nonair quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements) the 
[EPA] Administrator determines has been adequately demonstrated.”5   
 
 Section 111 of the CAA allocates to the EPA Administrator the responsibility of 
establishing standards of performance.  In establishing these standards of performance, EPA is 
required to determine whether the standard is “achievable” via the best system of emission 
reduction that has been “adequately demonstrated.”6  Since EPA, and not the States, in 
establishing standards of performance, is tasked with determining whether the BSER has been 
adequately demonstrated, it logically follows that EPA, and not the States, is tasked with the role 
of determining what approaches constitute BSER in the first place.7   
 

Put simply, the CAA requires EPA to promulgate standards of performance for air 
pollutants; these standards must be “achievable” by applying the best system of emission 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
2 Supporting Basis, at B-9, B-28, B-51, B-79, B-123, B-136, B-165, B-174, B-185, B-190, B-195, B-200, B-205, B-
210, B-215, and B-220 (emphasis added). 
3 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources:  
Electric Utility Generating Units; Final Rule, 80 F.R. 205 at 64758 (October 23, 2015), available at:  
https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2015-10-23/pdf/2015-22842.pdf (emphasis added).  
4 CPP, 80 F.R. 205 at 64758.   
5 42 U.S.C. §7411(a)(1), Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources (1977), available at 
https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/USCODE-2010-title42/pdf/USCODE-2010-title42-chap85-subchapI-partA-
sec7411.pdf.  
6 Id.  See also CPP, 80 F.R. 205 at 64759 (“By its terms, this provision [CAA Section 111(a)(1)] provides that the 
EPA has the responsibility of determining whether the ‘best system of emission reduction’ is ‘adequately 
demonstrated’”). 
7 CPP, 80 F.R. 205 at 64759 (“By giving the EPA this responsibility [to determine whether the BSER is adequately 
demonstrated], this provision is clear that Congress assigned the role of determining the ‘best system of emission 
reduction’ to the EPA”).   
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reduction, which the EPA Administrator has determined is “adequately demonstrated.”  
Therefore, in determining whether or not a “standard of performance” is “achievable” through 
applying some “adequately demonstrated” BSER measure, EPA must also have the authority to 
decide which measures or approaches constitute BSER.  How could EPA establish standards of 
performance based upon some “achievable” and “adequately demonstrated” BSER measure if 
EPA did not, in the first place, have the ability to determine what measures are and are not 
BSER?  To conclude otherwise strains the plain language of the CAA. 
 

This conclusion is supported by the legislative history of section 111.  In the CPP, EPA 
notes that in a May 12, 1977 House of Representatives Committee report introducing substantive 
changes to section 111, the House maintained that when undertaking section 111 rulemakings, 
“[t]he [EPA] Administrator would establish guidelines as to what the best system for each 
category of existing sources is,” while States “would be responsible for determining the 
applicability of such guidelines to any particular source or sources.”8  This language in the 1977 
House Report, “indicates Congress was aware of and approved of the approach taken in the 
EPA’s implementing regulations for establishing guidelines, which determine the BSER,” – 
namely, if Congress disagreed with the notion that EPA holds the authority to determine BSER, 
“we would not expect the House report to adopt the EPA’s terminology to clarify CAA section 
111(d).”9   
 

Furthermore, the conclusion that EPA, and not the States, has the authority to determine 
what measures constitute BSER is supported by the fact that EPA has followed this paradigm in 
all of its rulemakings under CAA Section 111(d).  Past section 111(d) rulemakings following 
this paradigm include regulations pertaining to:  large municipal waste combustors, municipal 
solid waste landfills, sulfuric acid production units, hospital/medical/infectious waste 
incinerators, small municipal waste combustion units, coal-electric utility steam generating units, 
and existing sewage sludge incineration units.10 

 
Finally, EPA’s position – that it, and not the States, is responsible for determining what 

measures constitute BSER – is consistent with the U.S. Supreme Court’s understanding of CAA 
section 111(d).  In American Power Co. v. Connecticut, 131 S.Ct. 2527 (2011), the Supreme 
Court explained the regulatory regime established by section 111 as follows: 

 
[o]nce EPA lists a category [of pollutant, that in EPA’s judgment causes or 
contributes significantly to air pollution which may reasonably be anticipated to 
endanger public health or welfare], the agency must establish standards of 
performance for emission of pollutants from new or modified sources within that 
category…[f]or existing sources, EPA issues emissions guidelines [i.e., standards 
of performance]; in compliance with those guidelines and subject to federal 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
8 H.R. Rep. No. 95-295, at 195 (May 12, 1977).  See also CPP, 80 F.R. 205 at 64759 (emphasis added).   
9 CPP, 80 F.R. 205 at 64759. 
10 Id.  (Noting that “…in all cases, the EPA has identified the type of emission controls for the source category and 
the level of emission limitation based on those controls”); see also id., note 456 (Identifying rulemakings in which 
EPA, and not the States, has selected the type of emission control(s) to be applied). 
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oversight, the States then issue performance standards for stationary sources 
within their jurisdiction.11   

 
As noted above, since the term “standards of performance” as defined by the CAA encompasses 
the BSER,12 and since American Power confirms the understanding that the EPA, and not the 
States, is tasked with developing standards of performance (for new, modified, and existing 
sources), it follows that only EPA may determine the BSER for such sources.   
 
 DAQ erred in independently determining BSER for affected EGUs in North Carolina.  
This independent determination of BSER by DAQ violates the express terms of the CAA, the 
express terms of the CPP, and the accepted practice of section 111 rulemaking.  DAQ’s 
independent determination of BSER has no merit and cannot be followed in DAQ’s final rule. 
 

B. The CPP Repeatedly Indicates That EPA Has Already Determined What 
Measures Constitute BSER, Making DAQ’s Independent Determination of 
BSER Superfluous 

 
Even if we assume for the sake of argument that EPA’s authority to determine BSER is 

unclear, the CPP unambiguously indicates that EPA has already determined what measures 
constitute BSER for reducing CO2 emissions from existing fossil fuel-fired power plants.  This 
effectively preempts the States from making their own determination as to BSER.  As such, 
DAQ’s independent determination of BSER is invalid. 

 
EPA’s announcement of what approaches constitute BSER can be found throughout the 

CPP.  In Section I(A)(3)(c) of the CPP, EPA notes that “[i]n this final action, the agency has 
determined that the BSER comprises the first three of the four proposed ‘building blocks’…”13  
The three building blocks that collectively constitute the BSER are:  (1) improving the heat rate 
at affected coal-fired steam EGUs, (2) substituting increased electricity generation from lower-
emitting existing natural gas combined cycle units for electricity generation from higher-emitting 
affected steam generating units, and (3) substituting increased electricity generation from new 
zero-emitting renewable energy generating capacity for electricity generation from affected fossil 
fuel-fired generating units.14 

 
Section V(A)(2) sets forth “EPA’s overall approach to establishing the BSER.”.15  In that 

Section, EPA unambiguously details the proper role for States in the CPP’s regulatory process: 
 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
11 American Power Co. v. Connecticut, 131 S.Ct. 2527, 2537–38 (2011) (emphasis added).  Recall from above that 
Section 111(a)(1) defines ‘standard of performance’ as “a standard for emissions of air pollutants which reflect the 
degree of emission limitation achievable through the application of the best system of emission reduction…the 
Administrator determines has been adequately demonstrated” 42 U.S.C. § 7411 (emphasis added).   
12 42 U.S.C. § 7411(a)(1), supra note 5 (“Standard of performance” is defined as “…a standard for emissions of air 
pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through the application of the best system of 
emission reduction…”). 
13 CPP, 80 F.R. 205 at 64667 (emphasis added). 
14 Id. 
15 Id. at 64723 (emphasis added). 
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[i]n this rule, the EPA determined the BSER, and applied it to the category of 
affected EGUs to determine the performance levels…States must impose 
standards of performance on their sources that implement the CO2 emission 
performance rates…16 

 
That a section of the CPP is explicitly devoted to articulating, at length, “the EPA’s process and 
basis for determining the BSER for the purpose of determining the CO2 emission performance 
rates,”17 clearly establishes the fact that the measures constituting BSER had already been 
determined by the EPA – and were not up to the States to decide.  As noted above, the very 
process through which air pollutants are regulated under section 111 involves EPA establishing 
the “standards of performance,” which in turn require EPA to establish the BSER, and for States 
to implement the standards of performance for affected sources within the State’s jurisdiction.   
 

In sum, because the CPP repeatedly confirms the fact that EPA had selected the measures 
constituting BSER,18 DAQ’s independent determination of the measures constituting BSER in its 
“Supporting Basis for Determination of BSER”19 is clearly erroneous, preempted by the EPA’s 
prior determination of BSER, and is contrary to the accepted process of CAA section 111 
rulemakings.  DAQ’s independent determination of BSER is thus without force, and cannot be 
followed in the final state rulemaking. 
 

C. DAQ’s Choice of BSER Measures is Expressly Rejected by the CPP  
 

Even if EPA’s legal authority to determine BSER were unclear (which it is not) and even 
if EPA had not already established BSER in its final rulemaking (which it has), DAQ’s 
determination of BSER would nevertheless be rejected by the express terms of the CPP.  As 
noted above, DAQ’s independent determination of BSER rests upon a consideration of “BB1-
type measures only…”20  As will be detailed infra in Section II, DAQ’s determination that BSER 
consists solely of BB1-type measures runs afoul of the explicit terms of the CPP.21  
 

II. DAQ’s CONCLUSION THAT BSER CONSISTS SOLELY OF BUILDING 
BLOCK 1 HEAT RATE IMPROVEMENT MEASURES IS ERRONEOUS, AND 

IS REPEATEDLY REJECTED BY THE CLEAN POWER PLAN 
 

A. Building Block 1 Measures by Themselves Do Not Constitute BSER 
 
Throughout the CPP, EPA addresses, and rejects, the notion that BSER can consist solely 

of BB1-type heat rate improvement measures.  It is clear that DAQ’s determination of BSER 
(notwithstanding the above discussion of why DAQ’s independent calculation of BSER is 
inappropriate) as consisting only of BB1 heat rate improvement measures is erroneous, contrary 
to the express intent of the CPP, and cannot be followed in DAQ’s final rulemaking.   
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
16 Id. (emphasis added).   
17 Id. at 64724. 
18 Id. at 64744 (“[i]n this rule, the EPA is finalizing as the BSER a combination of building blocks 1, 2, ,and 3…”) 
(emphasis added).   
19 See supra note 2. 
20 Id. (emphasis added). 
21 See CPP, 80 F.R. 205 at 64667, 64727, 64744, 64745, 64748, 64751, 64758, and 64787. 
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First, from the very introduction of EPA’s formulation of BSER, it is abundantly clear 

that EPA understands BSER to encompass more measures than those within the framework of 
BB1 heat rate improvements:  “[i]n this final action, the agency has determined that the BSER 
comprises the first three of the four proposed ‘building blocks’…”22  This wording, “the BSER 
comprises the first three of the four proposed building blocks” readily lends itself to the 
interpretation that BSER constitutes the combination of the three building blocks, and not any 
one of them by themselves.   
 
 In Section V(A)(2)(d) – “Identification of the BSER Measures” – EPA outlines the 
factors used in order to determine which emission reduction approaches constitute BSER.  EPA’s 
consideration included measures that reduce individual affected EGUs’ CO2 emission rates, 
measures available because of the integrated electricity system, and others, such as cost 
reasonableness of the measure.23  In discussing the measures that reduced individual affected 
EGUs’ CO2 emission rates – arguably the most important factor in determining whether a 
measure constitutes BSER – EPA described heat rate improvements as, “a low-cost option that 
fit the criteria for the BSER, except that they lead to only small emission reductions for the 
source category.”24  EPA expands upon this point in a footnote, remarking: 
 

…if heat rate improvements at coal-fired steam EGUs were implemented in 
isolation, without other measures to reduce CO2 emissions, the heat rate 
improvements could lead to increases in competitiveness and utilization of the 
coal-fired EGUs – a so-called ‘rebound effect’ – causing increases in CO2 
emissions that could partially or even entirely offset the CO2 emission reductions 
achieved through the reductions in the amount of CO2 emissions per MWh of 
generation.25 

 
In light of this “rebound effect” possibility, EPA rejects the notion that BB1-type heat 

rate improvement measures by themselves can constitute BSER:  “...the emission reductions 
limited to this set of heat rate improvement measures would not meet one of the considerations 
critical to the BSER determination – the quantity of emissions reductions resulting from the 
application of these measures is too small for these measures to be the BSER by themselves…”26 
 

In Section V(A)(4)(a), EPA discusses Building Block 1 at length.27  From the outset of its 
discussion, EPA maintains that BB1 is a “component” of the BSER for coal-fired EGUs, 
suggesting that there are other measures, in addition to BB1, that comprise the BSER.28  EPA 
acknowledges that although heat rate improvement measures are “a common and well-
established practice within the industry that is capable of achieving meaningful reductions in 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
22 CPP, 80 F.R. 205 at 64667 (emphasis added). 
23 Id. at 64727–28.  
24 Id. at 64727 (emphasis added). 
25 Id., note 370 (emphasis added). 
26 Id. (emphasis added). 
27 Id. at 64745. 
28 Id. 
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CO2 emissions at reasonable cost,” the amount of emission reductions achievable via, “…heat 
rate improvement measures is insufficient for these measures alone to constitute the BSER.”29   
 
 Heat rate improvement measures by themselves risk causing coal-fired EGUs “to become 
more competitive compared to other EGUs and increase their generation, leading to smaller 
overall reductions in CO2 emissions.”30  This “rebound effect” (mentioned above), unless 
mitigated through the combination of BB1 measures with BB2 and BB3, risks “exacerbating the 
inadequacy of emission reductions” from BB1 – and is the central reason for EPA’s conclusion 
that “building block 1 alone would not represent the BSER for this industry.”31  Building Block 
1 measures can indeed be considered an appropriate part of BSER, “as long as the building block 
[BB1] is applied in combination with other building blocks.”32 
 

The EPA repeats this conclusion that BB1 measures by themselves cannot constitute 
BSER for affected coal-fired EGUs in Section V(A)(4)(d),33 Section V(A)(4)(e),34 and Section 
V(A)(7).35  It is clear that DAQ’s determination that BSER is to be based upon “BB1-type 
measures only…”36 is erroneous, contrary to the express wording of the CPP, and has no merit.   
 

It is essential that DAQ revise the Proposed Rule to incorporate CO2 emission reduction 
approaches from Building Blocks 2 and 3, in addition to the measures already selected under 
Building Block 1.  It is clear that the Proposed Rule as currently written (utilizing only BB1 
measures) produces a wholly insufficient reduction in CO2 emissions – projected to result in only 
a 0.4% reduction in CO2 emissions per year37 – far short of EPA’s goal for North Carolina of 
approximately 36% reduction from 2012 baseline emission levels by 2030.38 
 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
29 Id. (emphasis added). 
30 Id. 
31 Id. (emphasis added).  
32 Id. (emphasis added). 
33 Id. at 64748 (Noting that “[a]s already discussed, each of the individual building blocks generally performs well 
with respect to the BSER factors identified by the statute and the D.C. Circuit. (The exception, which we have 
pointed out above, is that building block 1, if implemented in isolation, would achieve an insufficient magnitude of 
emission reductions to be considered the BSER)”) (emphasis added). 
34 Id. at 64751 (“We have already noted in our determination that building block 1 in isolation is not the BSER 
because it would not produce a sufficient quantity of emission reductions...any combination of the building blocks 
(but not a BSER comprising building block 1 in isolation) could be BSER if it were not for the fact that a BSER 
comprising all three of the building blocks will achieve greater emission reductions at a reasonable cost and is 
therefore ‘better’”) (emphasis added). 
35 Id. at 64758 (Noting that BB1, “[i]f implemented in combination with at least one of the other building blocks…is 
also a feasible and demonstrated means of reducing CO2 emission from the utility power sector”) (emphasis added). 
36 DAQ, “Supporting Basis”, supra note 2. 
37 See NC DEQ, Air Quality Committee & Environmental Management Commission Meeting, November 4 & 5, 
2015 – Powerpoint Presentation, Slide 18, available at: http://daq.state.nc.us/rules/draft/ (Slide 18, “Rule Fiscal 
Impact Summary” notes that the Cumulative Reduction in CO2 emissions under the Proposed Rule is predicted to be 
191,826 tons per year, or 0.4% per year, relative to the 2012 baseline).   
38 See US EPA, Clean Power Plan:  State at a Glance – North Carolina, 
http://www3.epa.gov/airquality/cpptoolbox/north-carolina.pdf (August 03, 2015) (Noting that North Carolina’s 2012 
baseline CO2 emission rate was 1,780 lbs CO2 per net MWh, and that North Carolina’s Final Emission Rate Goal for 
2030 under the CPP is 1,136 lbs CO2 per net MWh.  This equates to a 36.1% reduction from 2012 baseline levels by 
2030: 1,780 – 1,136 = 644; [644 / 1,780] x 100 = 36.18%). 
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B. The “Outside the Fence-Line” Measures Contained in Building Blocks 2 and 
3 are Legal.  DAQ Has Acted Impermissibly in Excluding Building Block 2 
and 3 Measures from the Proposed Rule 

 
 The basis for DAQ’s determination that BSER consists solely of BB1-type heat rate 
improvement measures appears to be based on the fact that DAQ has concluded that the so-
called “outside the fence-line” measures of BB2 and BB3 are impermissible.  Building Block 2 
and 3 measures are referred to as “outside the fence-line” measures because they involve steps 
taken by actors other than the owner or operator of the affected EGU.  That is, they are not 
purely technological emission reduction tools that can be implemented at the regulated facility; 
their implementation depends on cooperation from other, third party, actors.  DAQ seems to 
maintain, as do many of the other Petitioners challenging the CPP,39 that: 
 

…under CAA section 111, the emission performance rates must be based on, and 
therefore the BSER must be limited to, methods for emission control that the 
owner/operator of the affected source can integrate into the design or operation of 
the source itself, and cannot be based on actions taken beyond the source [i.e. 
outside the ‘fence-line’ of the affected facility] or actions involving third-party 
entities.40 

 
This position is reflected in DEQ’s November 4 & 5, 2015 Powerpoint Presentation used at the 
NC Environmental Management Committee meeting on the Proposed Rule.41 
 
 This conclusion is incorrect, and is rebuked at length by EPA in the CPP.  Specifically, 
EPA contends that the plain meaning of the phrase “system of emission reduction” in “best 
system of emission reduction” is “deliberately broad and is capacious enough to include actions 
taken by the owner/operator of a stationary source designed to reduce emissions from that 
affected source, including actions that may occur off-site and actions that a third party takes 
pursuant to a commercial relationship with the owner/operator…”42   
 

The phrase “system of emission reduction,” as used in section 111(a)(1) of the CAA and 
as applied to the instant EPA rulemaking via CAA section 111(d), is understood by EPA “to 
encompass a broad range of pollution-reduction actions, which includes the measures in building 
blocks 2 and 3.”43  EPA’s broad interpretation of “system of emission reduction” to include so-
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
39	  See Petition for Review, West Virginia, et al. v. EPA, No. 15-1363 (October 23, 2015), available at: 
http://www.ago.wv.gov/publicresources/epa/Documents/File-stamped%20petition%2015-
1363%20%28M0108546xCECC6%29.pdf.	  
40 CPP, 80 F.R. 205 at 64760 (Quote reflects EPA’s characterization of the argument that “building blocks 2 
(generation shift) and 3 (RE) cannot, as a legal matter, be considered part of the BSER under CAA section 111(d)(1) 
and (a)(1)”).   
41 See NC DEQ, Air Quality Committee & Environmental Management Commission Meeting, November 4 & 5, 
2015 – Powerpoint Presentation, Slide 5, available at: http://daq.state.nc.us/rules/draft/ (Slide 5 notes that, in 
DEQ/DAQ’s view, “Most importantly…Each emission guideline established for emission points located within the 
facility, not any emission sources located outside of the facility”) (emphasis original).  See also id., at Slide 8 
(“North Carolina’s 2016 Plan Submittal:  Overall Approach” – Slide 8 notes that the State Plan is to “Determine 
BSER on a unit specific basis, within the fence line of the facility (BB1 type)”) (emphasis added). 
42 CPP, 80 F.R. 205 at 64761 (emphasis added). 
43 Id.  
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called “outside the fence-line” measures is supported by the plain meaning of the phrase, as well 
as the statutory context in which the phrase appears.  Namely, the phrase “system of emission 
reduction” in and of itself does not contain any limitations as to how, or where, it is applied.   
Taken literally, the phrase “system of emission reduction” applies to any approach that reduces 
emissions from the relevant source in the section 111 rulemaking.  Understood in this way, an 
“inside the fence-line” measure is a “system of emission reduction” to the same extent an 
“outside the fence-line” measure is a “system of emission reduction”:  each is a tool or method 
through which emission reductions are achieved.44   

 
This is not to say that the term “system of emission reduction” is totally unqualified.  The 

CAA does limit the scope of the term, though not in the way DAQ contends.  The only qualifiers 
applicable to the phrase “[best] system of emission reduction” in section 111(a) of the CAA is 
that the system must be “achievable”, and that the system must be deemed by the EPA 
Administrator to be “adequately demonstrated”.45  Nowhere in these qualifications can one find 
limitations based on whether or not the system of emission reduction is located within or without 
of the affected source’s fence-line.  In order for an outside the fence-line measure to not 
constitute BSER, it must either not be “achievable” or must not be deemed “adequately 
demonstrated” by the EPA Administrator.   

 
Neither of these two conditions have been met in the instant rulemaking, as EPA has 

expressly determined that the outside the fence-line measures of BB2 and BB3 are achievable 
and adequately demonstrated – or else building blocks 2 and 3 would not be part of BSER!46  The 
very fact that EPA has included Building Blocks 2 and 3 as a part of the BSER (see supra, 
Section II(a) discussing EPA’s BSER determination) indicates that these Building Block 
measures have satisfied all of the applicable statutory conditions – that they are “achievable” and 
“adequately demonstrated”.   

 
This broad understanding of “system of emission reduction” is supported by the 

legislative history of CAA section 111(d)(1) and (a)(1).  In drafting and refining section 111, it 
was Congress’s intent to give the EPA “broad discretion in determining the basis for CAA 
section 111 control requirements, particularly for existing sources, and…to authorize EPA to 
consider measures that could be carried out by parties other than the affected sources.”47  
Specifically, in a Senate Committee Report on the 1970 CAA amendments, the term “standards 
of performance” is explained as “the degree of emission control which can be achieved through 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
44 See id. at 64762 (My characterization of the meaning of “system of emission reduction” mirrors the EPA’s – the 
EPA notes that “[a]s a phrase, ‘system of emission reduction’ takes a broad meaning to serve a singular purpose:  It 
is a set of measures that work together to reduce emissions”) (emphasis added).  See also id. (“[t]hus, a ‘system of 
emission reduction’ for purposes of CAA section 111(d) means a set of measures that source owners or operators 
can implement to achieve an emission limitation applicable to their existing source [i.e,. with no distinction between 
inside the fence-line measures and outside the fence-line measures]…Building blocks 2 and 3 each fall within the 
meaning of a ‘system of emission reduction’ because they consist of measures that the owners/operators of the 
affected EGUs can implement to achieve their emission limits”) (emphasis added). 
45 42 U.S.C. § 7411(a)(1). 
46 See CPP, 80 F.R. 205 at 64762 (EPA notes that “[t]he constraints included in these statutory requirements [i.e. 
that a system of emission reduction be achievable and adequately demonstrated] do not preclude building blocks 2 
and 3 from the BSER”). 
47 Id. at 64761 (emphasis added). 
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process changes, operation changes, direct emission control, or other measures…”48  This 
phrasing – “or other measures” – indicates that the Senate understood that standards of 
performance would not be limited to any particular technological approach.  Achieving emission 
reductions through coordination between the owner/operator of an affected source and some 
outside third party seems to be precisely the sort of “other measure” envisioned by Congress.   

 
Additionally, in the 1977 CAA amendments, Congress amended section 111(d) to require 

states to implement the “standards of performance” based on the “best system of emission 
reduction…adequately demonstrated.”49  In doing so, Congress understood that state action in 
order to achieve the standards of performance “would be based on the best available means (not 
necessarily technological) for categories of existing sources to reduce emissions”50 – indicating 
that non-technological, outside-the-fence-line measures, are indeed encompassed by the term 
“system of emission reduction”. 

 
Thus, on the basis of the plain language and common understanding of the CAA, in light 

of the Act’s long history, and in light of the basic issues the CAA seeks to address – it is 
abundantly clear that the term “system of emission reduction” is flexible enough to encompass 
the so-called “outside the fence-line” measures that comprise Building Blocks 2 and 3 of EPA’s 
CPP.  Building Blocks 2 and 3, therefore, are a permissible component of BSER.  DAQ’s 
determination that BSER is comprised solely of inside the fence-line BB1 measures is erroneous, 
mistaken, contrary to the history and understanding of the CAA, and without merit.  DAQ’s final 
rule, therefore, must include Building Block 2 and 3 measures as a component of BSER.   
 

III. DAQ ERRED IN CONFINING ITS CONSIDERATION OF BSER MEASURES 
TO THOSE WHOSE COSTS WERE LESS THAN OR EQUAL TO $23 PER TON 

CO2 EMISSION REDUCTION 
 

In addition to DAQ’s flawed reasoning for limiting BSER to BB1 type heat rate 
improvement measures, DAQ’s methodology for selecting which BB1-type measures to 
implement as BSER is flawed.  DAQ’s methodology is flawed because it impermissibly limits its 
consideration to measures that, either individually or collectively, cost less than or equal to $23 
per ton of CO2 emission reduction.  This is for two reasons: (1) DAQ’s misinterpretation of cost 
“reasonableness” as understood by EPA and DC Circuit case law interpreting section 111 of the 
CAA; and (2) DAQ’s erroneous reading of EPA’s cost estimates in the CPP. 

 
A. Standards Guiding EPA’s Consideration of BSER Measure Costs 
 
Section V(A)(1)(c)(3)(a) of the CPP sets forth the standards used by EPA to guide its 

evaluation of the costs of achieving the various methods of emission reduction constituting the 
BSER.51  Section 111(a) of the CAA, in defining the term “standard of performance,” requires 
EPA to take the costs of achieving the relevant emission reduction into account as part of EPA’s 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
48 S. Rep. No. 91–1196 at 15–16 (Sept. 17, 1970); CPP, 80 F.R. 205 at 64764 (emphasis added).  
49 42 U.S.C. § 7411(d)(1); see also CPP, 80 F.R. 205 at 64765. 
50 H.R. Rep. No. 95–294 (May 12, 1977), 1977 CAA Legis. Hist. at 2662 (emphasis added); see also CPP, 80 F.R. 
205 at 64765. 
51 CPP, 80 F.R. 205 at 64720. 
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determination of BSER.52  Section V(A)(1)(c)(3)(a) of the CPP, in commenting on the fact that 
EPA’s consideration of various BSER measures is constrained, in part, by the cost of such 
measures, notes that the cost of a given BSER approach cannot be “exorbitant,” “greater than the 
industry could bear and survive,” “excessive,” or “unreasonable.”53   

 
EPA understands these terms to be synonymous, and thus throughout the CPP, when 

evaluating whether or not a particular emission control technology constitutes BSER, EPA uses a 
cost “reasonableness” standard.  That is to say, “a control technology may be considered the 
‘best system of emission reduction…adequately demonstrated’ if its costs are reasonable, but it 
cannot be considered the best system if the costs are unreasonable.”54 
 
 The terms “exorbitant”, “greater than the industry could bear and survive”, “excessive” 
and “unreasonable” are derived from various DC Circuit opinions articulating the nature of the 
EPA’s consideration of costs under CAA section 111 rulemakings – Lignite Energy Council v. 
EPA, 198 F.3d 930 (D.C. Cir. 1999), Portland Cement Ass’n v. EPA, 513 F.2d 506 (D.C. Cir. 
1975), and Sierra Club v. Costle, 657 F.2d 298 (D.C. Cir. 1981), respectively.55   
 

In Lignite Energy Council, the DC Circuit was confronted with a challenge to EPA’s new 
source performance standards for nitrogen oxide emissions from utility and industrial boilers.56  
Specifically, petitioners in Lignite Energy maintained that EPA did not properly balance the 
factors which CAA section 111 requires EPA to take into account, one such factor being the cost 
of achieving the emission reductions.57  The DC Circuit noted that section 111 does not articulate 
the relative weight that should be assigned to each of the factors EPA must consider, and on that 
ground, the Court was reluctant to second-guess EPA’s discretion in balancing the factors.58  In 
ruling in EPA’s favor, the DC Circuit maintained, “EPA’s choice [of emission control measures] 
will be sustained unless the environmental or economic costs of using the technology are 
exorbitant.”59  The court did not provide a definition for the term “exorbitant”. 
 
 In Portland Cement Ass’n v. EPA, the DC Circuit dealt with a challenge to the validity of 
EPA’s stationary source standards, promulgated under section 111, for new or modified portland 
cement plants.60  In clarifying the nature of EPA’s cost consideration under section 111, the 
Court sided with the EPA Administrator’s determination, noting: 
 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
52 42 U.S.C. § 7411(a)(1) (“The term ‘standard of performance’ means a standard for emissions of air pollutants 
which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through the application of the best system of emission 
reduction which (taking into account the cost of achieving such reduction and any nonair quality health and 
environmental impact and energy requirements) the Administrator determines has been adequately demonstrated”) 
(emphasis added). 
53 CPP, 80 F.R. 205 at 64720. 
54 Id. at 64721. 
55 See CPP, 80 F.R. 205 at 64720. 
56 Lignite Energy Council v. EPA, 198 F.3d 930, 932 (D.C. Cir. 1999). 
57 Id. at 933 (In pertinent part, “[p]etitioners argue that the SCR is not the ‘best demonstrated system’ under section 
111 because the incremental cost of reducing NOx emissions is considerably higher with SCR than with combustion 
controls…”). 
58 Id. 
59 Id. (citing National Asphalt Pavement Ass’n v. Train, 539 F.2d 775 (D.C. Cir. 1976)). 
60 Portland Cement Ass’n v. EPA, 513 F.2d 506, 507 (D.C. Cir. 1975). 
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[t]hough the Administrator found that ‘relating the cost of control to the benefits 
of the control at this time is a practical impossibility’, he went on to state that 
where the costs of meeting standards would be greater than the industry could 
bear and survive, such standards could not be implemented by the industry 
regardless of technological feasibility, and, moreover, that a gross disproportion 
between achievable reduction in emission and cost of the control technique would 
not be required.  Here too we find no reason to disagree with the Administrator’s 
disposition of this aspect of the remand.  The industry has not shown the inability 
to adjust itself in a healthy economic fashion to the end sought by the Act as 
represented by the standards prescribed.61 

 
Under Portland Cement, it appears as though the DC Circuit will not second-guess EPA’s 
determination that the costs of an emission reduction measure are reasonable if the regulated 
industry cannot show that it is completely unable to adjust itself in a healthy economic fashion to 
the ends sought by the regulation.  The burden of proof, therefore, when challenging EPA’s 
determination of cost reasonableness, rests on the challenging party (generally the regulated 
industry).  Under Portland Cement, it is clear that for a court to deem the cost of a section 111 
rulemaking to be unreasonable, it must truly be staggering – it must be greater than the industry 
could bear and survive.  An “unreasonably” costly BSER measure is one that, for all practical 
economic purposes, is un-implementable regardless of the measure’s technological feasibility.  
 
 Finally, in Sierra Club v. Costle, the DC Circuit again dealt with a challenge to an EPA 
new source performance standard (“NSPS”) promulgation pursuant to section 111 of the CAA, 
this time in regard to more stringent pollution controls for sulfur dioxide and particulate matter 
from new coal-fired electric power plants.62  There, the DC Circuit noted that “section 111 not 
only authorizes variable control but gives EPA authority when determining the best 
technological system [synonymous with BSER] to weigh cost, energy, and environmental 
impacts in the broadest sense at the national and regional levels and over time as opposed to 
simply at the plant level in the immediate present.”63  In balancing these concerns, EPA 
concluded that the impact of their sulfur dioxide and particulate matter NSPS upon Electric 
Utilities’ forecasted cost, “was not excessive and did not make the cost of compliance with the 
standard unreasonable.”64  The DC Circuit concluded that this cost determination was “a 
judgment call with which we are not inclined to quarrel…[t]he post-promulgation record does 
not require a contrary conclusion or indicate that the standard is unreasonably costly.”65 
 
 Taken together, these cases demonstrate that (1) the DC Circuit will not invalidate a CAA 
section 111 emission control measure on the grounds of being too costly unless the measure’s 
cost is demonstrably “unreasonable”; (2) the DC Circuit affords EPA’s decisions with regards to 
cost reasonableness a great deal of deference; and (3) the burden of demonstrating that an 
emission control measure’s cost is “unreasonable” falls on the challenging party, generally the 
regulated industry.  Despite the fact that the DC Circuit has yet to give the term “unreasonable” a 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
61 Id. at 508 (emphasis added). 
62 Sierra Club v. Costle, 657 F.2d 298, 313 (D.C. Cir. 1981) 
63 Id. at 330. 
64 Id. at 383. 
65 Id. (emphasis added). 
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rigid definition, it is clear from the above cases that petitioners seeking to challenge EPA’s 
determinations of cost reasonableness must be prepared to demonstrate that the costs imposed by 
the applicable emission control measure are truly astronomical, and would seriously jeopardize 
the economic viability of the industry if imposed.   
 

B. EPA’s Calculation of Cost for BSER Measures 
 

In the CPP, EPA estimates the costs of each of the Building Blocks to be $23 per ton of 
CO2 reduction, $24 per ton CO2 reduction, and $37 per ton CO2 reduction, respectively.66  When 
applied together, all three building blocks collectively yield an estimated cost of $30 per ton of 
CO2 reduction – “an average of the estimates for each building block, weighted by the total 
estimated cumulative CO2 reductions for each of these building blocks over the 2022 – 2030 
period.”67  EPA concluded that the costs for the three Building Blocks are “reasonable.”68 

 
EPA’s calculation of the estimated costs of each of the three BSER Building Blocks is 

just that:  an estimation.  These figures are rough guesses for where the costs of a given building 
block measure should fall, and do not set an “upper bound”, so to speak, for cost reasonableness, 
above which any costs are de-facto “unreasonable”.  Specifically, EPA notes that in cases where 
the three Building Blocks are implemented simultaneously, “[t]he simultaneous application of all 
three building blocks produces interactive dynamics, some of which could increase the cost and 
some of which could decrease the cost represented in the individual building blocks.”69   

 
EPA further notes that when Building Block 1 is combined with either Building Block 2 

or 3, or both, “the combination has the potential to raise the cost of the portion of the overall 
emission reductions achievable through heat rate improvements relative to the cost of those same 
reductions if building block 1 were implemented in isolation…”70  Though Building Block 1’s 
combination with either Building Block 2 or 3 (or both) could result in CO2 reduction costs 
above the values estimated by EPA, “the cost of emission reductions achieved through heat rate 
improvements in the context of a three building block BSER will remain reasonable…”71  

 
This statement demonstrates that, in EPA’s opinion, costs of CO2 emission reduction 

above the estimated amounts of $23 per ton, $24 per ton, $37 per ton (for BB1 – 3, respectively), 
and $30 per ton (for all three Building Blocks implemented jointly) can still be considered 
reasonable.  It is highly unlikely, for example, that the EPA would consider a BB1-type heat rate 
improvement measure cost of $25 per ton to be “unreasonable,” even though the cost exceeds 
EPA’s estimate of $23 per ton.  Equally, it would be highly unlikely for EPA to conclude that a 
$35 per ton CO2 reduction cost for a combination of all three Building Blocks to be 
“unreasonable”, even though this cost exceeds the $30 per ton CO2 estimate. 

 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
66 CPP, 80 F.R. 205 at 64749. 
67 Id.  
68 Id. 
69 Id. 
70 Id. 
71 Id. (emphasis added). 
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Therefore, as we shall see in subsection C, infra, DAQ’s independent determination that 
any cost above $23 per ton of CO2 emission reduction is de-facto unreasonable for BB1-type 
heat rate improvement measures is in error.  As a result, DAQ erred in confining its 
consideration of BB1-type heat rate improvement BSER measures solely to those whose costs 
per ton of CO2 emission reduction were less than or equal to $23 per ton. 

 
C. DAQ’s Use of EPA’s $23 Per Ton Cost Estimate as an Absolute “Cost 

Effectiveness Threshold” to Determine Cost Reasonableness for BSER 
Measures Was in Error  

  
 In DAQ’s “Supporting Basis,” DAQ repeatedly notes EPA’s $23 per ton CO2 reduction 
cost estimate for BB1-type heat rate improvement measures.  Based on EPA’s cost estimate, 
DAQ maintains that, “[i]n determining a BSER for a particular EGU, DAQ will use the above 
cost effectiveness threshold of $23 per ton to determine reasonableness of cost and whether one 
or more technically feasible measure(s) can be implemented, as long as, collectively, the total 
cost does not exceed this threshold.”72   
 

DAQ’s position to consider only BSER measures whose costs are less than or equal to 
$23 per ton CO2 reduction, and thus to reject any BSER measure, or combination of BSER 
measures, whose costs are above $23 per ton CO2 reduction, if only slightly, is in error.  First, as 
noted above, the cost estimates provided by EPA are not intended to serve as an absolute 
“ceiling” for cost “reasonableness.”73  DAQ’s insistence that the cost of any BSER measure, or 
combination of BSER measures, falling above $23 per ton CO2 reduction is “unreasonable,” 
rests on a mistaken understanding of the “reasonable” and “unreasonable” terms of art.   

 
Although the DC Circuit does not explicitly define the terms “reasonable” or 

“unreasonable,” it is clear that, for a BSER measure cost to be deemed “unreasonable,” it must 
be extremely prohibitive for the industry to implement the measure.  Unreasonable, therefore, 
does not simply mean any cost that happens to fall above a cost estimate provided by the EPA.  
An unreasonable cost is one in which “the costs of meeting standards would be greater than the 
industry could bear and survive,”74 or is “exorbitant.”75  None of these phrases can be stretched 
to encompass any cost above a specific EPA estimate.  In order for a BSER measure’s cost to be 
deemed “unreasonable”, the cost must be so astronomical that the affected industry would have 
no economically feasible way to implement the BSER measure, regardless of whether the 
measure is technologically possible.  “Unreasonable” does not simply mean “expensive.”   

 
DAQ’s misinterpretation of the term “unreasonable” is not without consequence.  DAQ’s 

misinterpretation causes DAQ to reject feasible heat rate improvement measures whose costs are 
only slightly above the $23 per ton CO2 mark.  This results in numerous missed opportunities for 
greater carbon emission reductions under the proposed rule.  I will now detail the various BSER 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
72 Supporting Basis, at B-10, B-29, B-52, B-80, B-124, B-137, B-166, and B-175.  See also id. at B-186, B-191, B-
196, B-201, B-206, B-211, B-216, B-221 (all noting that “[t]he DAQ will use the above cost effectiveness threshold 
of $23 per ton to determine reasonableness of cost for each of the technically feasible measure in determining BSER 
for a particular EGU”). 
73 See supra, notes 70, 71. 
74 Portland Cement Ass’n v. EPA, 513 F.2d 506, 508 (D.C. Cir. 1975) (emphasis added). 
75 Lignite Energy Council v. EPA, 198 F.3d 930, 933 (D.C. Cir. 1999). 
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measures that, in my opinion, were wrongly rejected by DAQ for being slightly over the $23 per 
ton cost, but whose costs, in EPA’s eyes, are very unlikely to be considered “unreasonable.”                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                        

 
For Unit 1 of Duke Energy Belews Creek Steam Station, DAQ rejects (as BSER) a 

combination of three HRI measures which yield an emission reduction of 43,205 tons CO2 per 
year because the three measures collectively have a cost of $28 per ton CO2 reduction.76  Is an 
extra $5 per ton really an “unreasonable” cost to achieve an even greater emission reduction than 
yielded by the selected BSER measures, especially when the chosen BSER measures for Belews 
Creek Unit 1 only produce a 0.539% reduction in annual emissions from this unit?   

 
Likewise, for Unit 2 at Belews Creek, DAQ rejects (as BSER) a combination of three 

HRI measures that collectively cost $24 per ton of CO2 reduction.77  The rejected suite of 
measures would have yielded a CO2 emission reduction of 36,331 tons per year.78  Is an extra $1 
per ton really an “unreasonable” cost to reduce an extra 3,104 tons of CO2 per year, especially 
when the selected BSER measures only amount to a 0.544% annual reduction in CO2? 

 
For Duke Energy Cliffside Steam Station Unit 6, DAQ rejects (as BSER) a suite of HRI 

measures that are still below the $23 per ton CO2 estimate, costing $-17 per ton (i.e. saving Duke 
Energy money).  The rejected measures would result in an annual emissions reduction of 26,670 
tons, greater than the emission reductions achieved by the selected BSER measures.79  
Additionally, DAQ rejects (as BSER) a second combination of HRI measures that would result 
in a reduction of CO2 emissions of 34,432 tons per year.  Granted, the rejected measures 
resulting in the 34,432 ton per year reduction collectively costs $40 per ton.  However, it is 
unlikely that the cost of $40 per ton is too much for Duke Energy to bear and survive. 

 
For Duke Energy Marshall Steam Station Unit 2, DAQ rejects (as BSER) a combination 

of two HRI measures that would result in an annual CO2 emissions reduction of 6,022 tons – 
double the annual reduction of the selected BSER measure – costing only $25 per ton.80  Is an 
extra $2 per ton really an “unreasonable” cost to produce double the anticipated emissions 
reduction, especially when the selected BSER measure is only expected to result in a paltry 
0.209% yearly reduction in CO2 emissions from this unit?  

 
Finally, for Duke Energy Mayo Electric Generating Plant Unit 1 (1A & 1B), DAQ 

determined that no HRI measures constitute BSER, and thus no action is to be taken at this unit.  
However, DAQ rejected a HRI measure – CRR or Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, Rebuilds – that 
would result in an annual CO2 reduction of 8,073 tons, at a cost of $26 per ton.81  It is highly 
doubtful that an extra $3 per ton above the EPA’s cost estimate is so astronomical as to be 
considered “unreasonable”.   
 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
76 Supporting Basis, at B-16. 
77 Id. at B-17. 
78 Id. at B-15. 
79 Id. at B-37. 
80 Id. at B-86, B-89.   
81 Id. at B-128. 
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 DAQ’s mistaken insistence that the cost of any potential BSER measure, or combination 
of BSER measures, above EPA’s $23 per ton CO2 estimate is “unreasonable” prevents the 
proposed rule from having a more significant impact on CO2 emission reductions.  It is patently 
stubborn for DAQ to consider potential BSER measures whose costs are only a few dollars over 
the EPA’s estimate to be “unreasonable”.  DAQ’s determinations as to cost unreasonableness are 
erroneous, and are contrary to the meanings of the terms of art “reasonable” and “unreasonable” 
as understood and applied by the DC Circuit.  DAQ should therefore, in revising the proposed 
rule, give far more consideration to potential BSER measures whose costs are above $23 per ton 
of CO2 reduction, particularly those which are only moderately above the $23 per ton figure. 
DAQ’s intransigence prevents it from taking full advantage of the emission reduction capabilities 
of BB1-type HRI measures, and further exacerbates the proposed rule’s insufficient reduction of 
CO2 emissions.   
 

IV. DAQ’S DETERMINATION THAT THE BSER MEASURE FOR 14 OF THE 24 
AFFECTED COAL-FIRED EGUs IN NORTH CAROLINA IS NO ACTION WILL 

DISPROPORTIONATELY IMPACT HUMAN HEALTH AND 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY IN LOW-INCOME AND MINORITY 

COMMUNITIES 
 
A. DAQ’s Stated Reasons for Choosing “No Action” for These 14 EGUs 
 
Under the Proposed Rule, only 10 out of the 24 affected coal-fired EGUs in North 

Carolina are slated to receive emission control measures; 14 out of North Carolina’s 24 affected 
coal-fired EGUs are not slated to receive any emission control measures.  The 14 EGUs for 
which DAQ determined the BSER is to take “no action” are:  Units 1 & 2 at Duke Energy-
Asheville; Unit 5 at Duke Energy-Cliffside; Units 1 through 5 at Duke Energy-G G Allen; Unit 1 
(1A & 1B) at Duke Energy-Mayo; Unit 1 of Duke Energy-Roxboro; Units 1 and 2 at Edgecombe 
Genco-Battleboro; Unit 1 at Westmoreland Partners-Roanoke Valley Energy Facility I; and Unit 
1 at Westmoreland Partners-Roanoke Valley Energy Facility II.82   

 
DAQ maintains that Asheville Units 1 & 2 are slated to receive no emission control 

measures under the proposed rule because of to their imminent retirement, which is required to 
take place some time before January 31, 2020.83   

 
DAQ maintains that Cliffside Unit 5 is not assigned any emission control measures under 

the proposed rule because the estimated cost of potential BSER measures for Unit 5 were 
calculated by DAQ to be above EPA’s cost estimate of $23 per ton CO2 reduction, and so were 
deemed by DAQ to be “excessive”, “exorbitant”, or “unreasonable.”84   

 
DAQ maintains that Units 1 through 3 at the G.G. Allen plant are not assigned any 

emission control measures under the proposed rule because they are scheduled to be retired in 
2023.85  Units 4 and 5 at the G.G. Allen are not scheduled to receive any emission controls under 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
82 See 15A NCAC 02D .2703(a). 
83 Supporting Basis, at B-181. 
84 Id. at B-33. 
85 Id. at B-49. 
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the proposed rule because none of the potential HRI measures for these two units could be 
achieved (either individually or collectively) for less than or equal to $23 per ton CO2 reduction, 
and so are considered “excessive”, “exorbitant”, or “unreasonable.”86   

 
DAQ maintains that Unit 1 (1A and 1B) at the Mayo plant is not slated to receive any 

emission control measures because none of the potential HRI measures (either in isolation or 
collectively) can be implemented at a cost less than or equal to $23 per ton CO2.87  The same 
applies for Unit 1 of the Roxboro plant,88 Units 1 and 2 of the Edgecombe Genco-Battleboro,89 
Unit 1 of the Westmoreland Partners – Roanoke Valley Energy Facility I,90 and Unit 1 at 
Westmoreland Partners – Roanoke Valley Energy Facility II.91 

 
As is readily apparent, the primary driver behind many of DAQ’s decisions not to 

implement any emission control measures at 14 of the 24 affected coal-fired EGUs in North 
Carolina is cost.  As detailed supra in Section III, DAQ’s insistence that the cost of potential 
BSER measures must be less than or equal to $23 per ton CO2 reduction in order to be 
considered “reasonable” is misplaced, and is in error.  As also noted supra, this stubborn 
insistence that BSER measure cost fall at or below EPA’s cost estimate only serves to exacerbate 
the proposed rule’s paltry impact on power plant carbon dioxide emissions.  

 
B. EGU Facilities Selected for “No Action” are Predominantly Located in Low-

Income, Minority Communities  
 

To restate:  the 14 coal-fired EGUs for which DAQ determined BSER is “no action” are:  
Units 1 & 2 at Duke Energy-Asheville; Unit 5 at Duke Energy-Cliffside; Units 1 – 5 at Duke 
Energy-G G Allen; Unit 1 (1A & 1B) at Duke Energy-Mayo; Unit 1 of Duke Energy-Roxboro; 
Units 1 and 2 at Edgecombe Genco-Battleboro; and Unit 1 at Westmoreland Partners-Roanoke 
Valley Energy Facility I & II.92   

 
These facilities are located in or near the cities/towns of Skyland, NC; Mooresboro, NC / 

Cliffside, NC; Belmont, NC; Roxboro, NC; Semora, NC; Battleboro / Rocky Mount, NC; and 
Weldon / Roanoke Rapids / Garysburg, NC, respectively.  By and large, the coal-fired units set 
to receive “no action” (i.e. BSER for these EGUs is to do nothing) under the proposed rule are 
located in low-income and/or minority communities.  As a result, DAQ’s decisions not to 
implement emission control measures at these EGUs, regardless of the rationale – be it the 
upcoming retirement of the unit or the cost of implementing potential BSER measures – will 
disproportionately impact low-income and minority communities.  Discussed below, these “no 
action” decisions will very likely exacerbate the negative health effects these communities 
already face due to their close proximity to these power plants.  The detrimental health impacts 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
86 Id. at B-57, B-58.  
87 Id. at B-128. 
88 Id. at B-142, B-146. 
89 Id. at B-178. 
90 Id. at B-169 
91 Id. 
92 See 15A NCAC 02D .2703(a). 

V-75 A-165



	  
	  

18	  
	  

resulting from living within close proximity to coal-fired power plants are unequivocal and are 
well documented.93 

 
 i. Cliffside Steam Station 
 
Duke Energy’s Cliffside Steam Station is listed as being located in the town of 

Mooresboro, NC, and is adjacent to the town of Cliffside, NC.94  A 2012 report by the NAACP 
estimates that that 2,752 people live within 3 miles of the Cliffside Station, and that 5.8% of this 
three-mile population are people of color.95  Though not a predominantly minority community, 
the areas surrounding the Cliffside Steam station are nevertheless low-income.   

 
Mooresboro’s population as of the 2010 Census was 311.96  Of those residents, 18.6% are 

racial or ethnic minorities.97  Cliffside’s population as of the 2010 Census was 611.98  Of those 
residents, 9.7% are racial or ethnic minorities.99   Mooresboro is located in Cleveland County, 
which as of July 1, 2014 was estimated to have a population of 97,076.100  Of Cleveland 
County’s residents, one in four – 25.3% – are racial or ethnic minorities.101   

 
In terms of income demographics, Mooresboro has a per capita income of only $16,988, 

and an 8.0% poverty rate.102  Cliffside’s a per capita income is only $15,506, and has the same 
8.0% poverty rate.103  The NAACP estimates that the average income of the 2,752 people who 
live within 3 miles of the Cliffside plant is $18,299.104  All told, these per capita income figures 
are well below North Carolina’s average income of $25,284.105 

 
DAQ’s decision that BSER for Unit 5 of Duke Energy’s Cliffside Steam Station is to take 

“no action” will very likely have an adverse impact on the health and livelihood of those who 
live in the closest vicinity to the plant.  The NAACP estimates that between 2007 and 2010, the 
Cliffside Station emitted an average of 23,045 tons of SO2 annually, as well as an average of 
1,668 tons of NOx annually.106  This is in addition to the 1,192,056 tons CO2 emitted annually 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
93 See infra, discussion in subsection C of this section. 
94 See GOOGLE MAPS, https://www.google.com/maps/place/Duke+Energy/@35.2155514,-
81.7641624,17z/data=!3m1!4b1!4m2!3m1!1s0x885716b08c85ab03:0xe898f9fc7fb6e768 (listing the address of the 
Cliffside Station as 573 Duke Power Road, Mooresboro, NC 28114).  See also DUKE ENERGY, Rogers Energy 
Complex (Cliffside Steam Station), https://www.duke-energy.com/power-plants/coal-fired/cliffside.asp (noting the 
location of the plant as being in “Cleveland and Rutherford Counties, North Carolina”). 
95 NAACP, Coal Blooded – Putting Profits Before People at 79, Appendix 1 (2012), http://www.naacp.org/page/-
/Climate/CoalBlooded.pdf. 
96 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE – US CENSUS BUREAU, American Fact Finder, 2010 Demographic Profile Data 
http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/DEC/10_DP/DPDP1/1600000US3744160.  
97 Id. 
98 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/DEC/10_DP/DPDP1/1600000US3713100.  
99 Id.  
100 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/PEP/2014/PEPANNRES/0500000US37045.  
101 CENSUS.GOV, Quick Facts, http://www.census.gov/quickfacts/table/PST045215/37045,00.  
102 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/14_5YR/DP03/1600000US3744160.  
103 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/14_5YR/DP03/1600000US3713100.  
104 NAACP, Coal Blooded – Putting Profits Before People at 79, Appendix 1. 
105	  CENSUS.GOV, Quick Facts at http://quickfacts.census.gov/qfd/states/37000.html. 	  
106 NAACP, Coal Blooded – Putting Profits Before People at 79, Appendix 1. 
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from Cliffside Unit 5, and the 4,416,678 tons CO2 emitted annually from Cliffside Unit 6.107  
While Unit 6 is slated to receive a combination of 4 HRI emission reduction measures, this 
BSER approach is only estimated to reduce 26,098 tons CO2 annually, only 0.591% per year.108 
 

 ii. G.G. Allen Steam Station 
 

 Duke Energy’s G.G. Allen Steam Station is located in Belmont, NC.  The NAACP 
estimates that 6,652 people live within three miles of the G.G. Allen Steam Station, of which 
12.8% are people of color.109  As of the 2010 Census, Belmont’s population was 10,076.110  Of 
those residents, 16.8% are racial or ethnic minorities.111  Belmont is located in Gaston County, 
which has an overall population (2010 Census) of 206,086, of whom a higher percentage – 
22.8% – are racial or ethnic minorities.112   
 
 In terms of income demographics, Belmont and Gaston County fare better than 
Mooresboro and Cliffside.  Belmont has a per capita income of $32,283, and a 13.1% poverty 
rate.113  Gaston County has a per capita income of $22,654, and a high poverty rate of 18.1 
percent.114  The NAACP estimates that the average income for people living within three miles 
of the G.G. Allen Steam Station is $24,749.115  Belmont’s per capita income is above, while 
Gaston County’s per capita income is slightly below, North Carolina’s average income.116 
 
 DAQ’s decision that BSER for all five units at the G.G. Allen Steam Station is “no 
action” will very likely adversely impact the health and livelihood of those who live in the 
closest vicinity to the plant.  The NAACP has estimated that between 2007 and 2010, the Allen 
Steam Station emitted a yearly average of 27,757 tons of SO2, and a yearly average of 5,264 tons 
of NOx.117  This is in addition to the annual CO2 emissions of 786,297 tons and 442,840 tons 
from Units 4 and 5, respectively.118  Units 1 through 3 are scheduled to be shut down in 2023.119 
 
  iii. Mayo Electric Generating Plant 

 
Duke Energy’s Mayo Electric Generating Plant is located near Roxboro, NC.  The 

NAACP estimates that there are 793 people living within three miles of the plant, of whom a 
sizeable minority – 31.6% – are people of color.120 
 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
107 DAQ Supporting Basis at B-31. 
108 Id. at B-37.   
109 NAACP, Coal Blooded – Putting Profits Before People at 76, Appendix 1. 
110 American Fact Finder at 
http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/DEC/10_DP/DPDP1/1600000US3704840.  
111 Id.  
112 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/DEC/10_DP/DPDP1/0500000US37071.  
113 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/14_5YR/DP03/1600000US3704840.  
114 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/14_5YR/S1901/0500000US37071.  
115 NAACP, Coal Blooded – Putting Profits Before People at 76, Appendix 1.  
116 CENSUS.GOV, Quick Facts at http://quickfacts.census.gov/qfd/states/37000.html. 	  
117 NAACP, Coal Blooded – Putting Profits Before People at 76, Appendix 1. 
118 Supporting Basis at B-54.   
119 Id. at B-49.  
120 NAACP, Coal Blooded – Putting Profits Before People at 72, Appendix 1. 
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 As of the 2010 Census, Roxboro’s population was 8,362, of whom a majority are racial 
or ethnic minorities:  44.9% are White, 46.8% are Black, 0.6% are American Indian, 0.4% are 
Asian, and 8.7% are Hispanic or Latino (of any race).121  Roxboro is located in Person County, 
which as of the 2010 Census had a population of 39,464, of whom 28% are racial or ethnic 
minorities.122 
 
 In terms of income demographics, Roxboro is a very low-income community.  The city 
has a median household income of $21,076, a median family income of $24,633, a per capita 
income of only $12,253, and a staggeringly high poverty rate of 44.7%.123  Person County fares a 
bit better, as its per capita income is $21,191, and its poverty rate is “only” 19.9%.124  The 
NAACP estimates that the average income of the people who live within three miles of the Mayo 
plant is $15,810.125  All told, the per capita incomes for Roxboro and Person County are 
significantly below North Carolina’s average income of $25,284.126 
 
 DAQ’s decision that BSER for Unit 1 (1A and 1B) at the Mayo Electric Generating Plant 
is “no action” will very likely adversely impact the health and livelihood of those who live in the 
closest vicinity to the plant.  The NAACP has estimated that between 2007 and 2010, the Mayo 
plant emitted a yearly average of 13,545 tons of SO2, and 1,702 tons of NOx.127  This is in 
addition to the 3,813,684 tons of CO2 Mayo Unit 1 emits annually.128 
 
  iv. Roxboro Steam Electric Plant 
 
 Duke Energy’s Roxboro Steam Electric Plant is located near Semora, NC.  The NAACP 
estimates that 1,440 people live within three miles of the Roxboro plant, of whom 31% are 
people of color.129 
 
 As of the 2010 Census, Semora’s population (or at least the population of the 27343 zip 
code) was 1,716, of whom 61.5% are White, 36.0% are Black, 0.3% are American Indian, 0.2% 
are Asian, and 2.2% are Hispanic or Latino (of any race).130  Semora is located primarily in 
Caswell County.  As of the 2010 Census, Caswell County’s population was 23,719, of whom 
62.5% are White, 33.8% are Black, 0.4% are American Indian, 0.3% are Asian, and 3.1% are 
Hispanic or Latino (of any race).131   
 
 In terms of income demographics, Semora (or at least the 27343 zip code) has a per 
capita income of only $22,235, and a high poverty rate of 18.3%.132  Caswell County as a whole 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
121 American Fact Finder at 
http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/DEC/10_DP/DPDP1/1600000US3758160.  
122 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/DEC/10_DP/DPDP1/0500000US37145.   
123 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/14_5YR/DP03/1600000US3758160.  
124 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/14_5YR/DP03/0500000US37145.  
125 NAACP, Coal Blooded – Putting Profits Before People at 72, Appendix 1. 
126 CENSUS.GOV, Quick Facts at http://quickfacts.census.gov/qfd/states/37000.html. 	  
127 NAACP, Coal Blooded – Putting Profits Before People at 72, Appendix 1. 
128 Supporting Basis at B-126. 
129 NAACP, Coal Blooded – Putting Profits Before People at 78, Appendix 1. 
130 American Fact Finder at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/DEC/10_DP/DPDP1/8600000US27343.  
131 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/DEC/10_DP/DPDP1/0500000US37033.  
132 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/14_5YR/DP03/8600000US27343.  
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is generally lower-income than the 27343 area code – with a per capita income of $19,057, and a 
poverty rate of 21.7%.133  The NAACP estimates that the average income of people living within 
three miles of the Roxboro Plant is $22,115.134  All told, the per capita incomes for Semora and 
Caswell County are below North Carolina’s average income of $25,284.135 
 
 DAQ’s decision that BSER for Unit 1 at the Roxboro Steam Electric Plant is “no action” 
will very likely adversely impact the health and livelihood of those who live in the closest 
vicinity to the plant.  The NAACP has estimated that between 2007 and 2010, the Roxboro plant 
emitted a yearly average of 27,856 tons of SO2 and 7,135 tons of NOx.136  This is in addition to 
the 1,973,768 tons of CO2 Roxboro Unit 1 emits annually.137 
 
  v. Edgecombe Genco – Battleboro 
 
 Edgecombe Genco’s Battleboro Plant is located in Battleboro, NC, and is near the city of 
Rocky Mount, NC.  The NAACP estimates that 4,370 people live within three miles of the 
Battleboro plant, of whom a significant majority – 67.2% – are people of color.138 
 
 As of the 2010 Census, Battleboro’s (or at least the 27809 zip code’s) population was 
5,091, and is a majority African-American community: 45.8% of residents are White, 49.8% are 
Black, 0.8% are American Indian, 0.2% are Asian, and 3.6% are Hispanic or Latino (of any 
race).139  Rocky Mount’s 2010 Census population was 57,477, and is also a majority African-
American community: 33.5% of residents are White, 61.3% are Black, 0.6% are American 
Indian, 1.0% are Asian, and 3.7% are Hispanic or Latino (of any race).140   
 

Battleboro is located on the borders of Edgecombe and Nash Counties.  Rocky Mount 
likewise is located in both Edgecombe and Nash Counties.  Nash County’s 2010 Census 
population was 95,840, of whom 45% are racial or ethnic minorities.141  Edgecombe County’s 
2010 Census population was 56,552, the majority of whom – 61.6% – are racial or ethnic 
minorities.142 
 
 In terms of income demographics, Battleboro (or at least the 27809 zip code) has a per 
capita income of $23,910, and a poverty rate of 16.2%.143  Rocky Mount has a per capita income 
of only $20,236, and a high poverty rate of 19.6%.144  Nash County has a per capita income of 
$23,056, and a poverty rate of 17.8%.145 Edgecombe County fares the worst among these cities 
and counties, with a median household income of $33,892, a median family income of $41,748, 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
133 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/14_5YR/DP03/0500000US37033.  
134 NAACP, Coal Blooded – Putting Profits Before People at 78, Appendix 1. 
135 CENSUS.GOV, Quick Facts at http://quickfacts.census.gov/qfd/states/37000.html. 	  
136 NAACP, Coal Blooded – Putting Profits Before People at 78, Appendix 1. 
137 Supporting Basis at B-139. 
138 NAACP, Coal Blooded – Putting Profits Before People at 65, Appendix 1. 
139 American Fact Finder at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/DEC/10_DP/DPDP1/8600000US27809.  
140 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/DEC/10_DP/DPDP1/1600000US3757500.  
141 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/DEC/10_DP/DPDP1/0500000US37127.  
142 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/DEC/10_DP/DPDP1/0500000US37065.  
143 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/14_5YR/DP03/8600000US27809.  
144 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/14_5YR/DP03/1600000US3757500.  
145 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/14_5YR/DP03/0500000US37127.  
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a per capita income of only $17,652, and a poverty rate of over one in four – 25.3%.146  The 
NAACP estimates that the average income of persons living within three miles from the 
Battleboro plant is only $11,735.  All told, the per capita incomes for these towns and counties 
fall below North Carolina’s average income of $25,284.147 
 
 DAQ’s decision that BSER for Units 1 and 2 at Edgecombe Genco’s Battleboro Plant is 
“no action” will very likely adversely impact the health and livelihood of those who live in the 
closest vicinity to the plant.  The NAACP has estimated that between 2007 and 2010, the 
Battleboro plant emitted an average of 4,864 tons of SO2, and 2,964 tons of NOx.148  This is in 
addition to the annual 79,170 metric tons of CO2 emitted by each unit.149 
 
  vi. Westmoreland Partners – Roanoke Valley Energy Facility I & II 
 
 Westmoreland Partners’ Roanoke Valley Energy Facility (I & II) is located near the 
towns of Weldon, Roanoke Rapids, and Garysburg, NC.  The NAACP estimates that there are 
15,693 people living within three miles of the plant, of whom 42.1% are people of color.150 
 
 As of the 2010 Census, Weldon’s population was 1,655, of whom a significant majority 
are African-American:  25.4% of residents are White, 70.7% are Black, 0.3% are American 
Indian, 0.4% are Asian, and 1.1% are Hispanic or Latino (of any race).151  Roanoke Rapids is the 
largest community adjacent to the Roanoke Valley Energy facility, with a 2010 Census 
population of 15,754, of whom 36.7% are racial or ethnic minorities.152  Garysburg is the 
smallest of these three communities, and is overwhelmingly African-American, with a 2010 
Census population of 1,057, of whom only 2.4% are White, 95.4% are Black, 0.9% are American 
Indian, and 0.8% are Hispanic or Latino (of any race).153   
 

The Roanoke Valley Energy Facility is located in Halifax County, as are the communities 
of Weldon and Roanoke Rapids.  Garysburg is located in neighboring Northampton County. As 
of the 2010 Census, Halifax County’s population was 54,691, of whom a majority – 59.8% – are 
people of color.154  Northampton County’s 2010 Census population was 22,099, of whom 60.5% 
are racial or ethnic minorities.155 

 
In terms of income demographics, these towns and counties are some of the poorest areas 

in North Carolina.  Weldon’s median household income is $36,417, its median family income is 
$48,750, its per capita income is $21,620, and its poverty rate is 23.7%.156  Roanoke Rapids has 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
146 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/14_5YR/DP03/0500000US37065.  
147 CENSUS.GOV, Quick Facts at http://quickfacts.census.gov/qfd/states/37000.html. 	  
148 NAACP, Coal Blooded – Putting Profits Before People at 65, Appendix 1. 
149 Supporting Basis at B-176. 
150 NAACP, Coal Blooded – Putting Profits Before People at 66, Appendix 1. 
151 American Fact Finder at 
http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/DEC/10_DP/DPDP1/1600000US3771780. 
152 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/DEC/10_DP/DPDP1/1600000US3756900.  
153 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/DEC/10_DP/DPDP1/1600000US3725540.  
154 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/DEC/10_DP/DPDP1/0500000US37083.  
155 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/DEC/10_DP/DPDP1/0500000US37131.  
156 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/14_5YR/DP03/1600000US3771780.  
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slightly higher median household and median family incomes – $36,477 and $54,609, 
respectively – but has a lower per capita income of only $20,042, as well as a comparable 
poverty rate of 23%.157  Garysburg is significantly poorer than both Weldon and Roanoke 
Rapids, with a median household income of only $18,583, a median family income of only 
$24,886, a shockingly low per capita income of $12,601, and an astoundingly high poverty rate 
of 40.0%.158 

 
Halifax and Northampton Counties do not fare much better than Weldon, Roanoke 

Rapids, and Garysburg in terms of income demographics.  Halifax County’s per capita income is 
only $18,728, and its poverty rate is 25.8%.159  Northampton County’s per capita income is 
$18,546, and its poverty rate is more than one in four – 26.2%.160  The NAACP estimates that the 
average income of persons living within three miles from the Roanoke Valley Energy Facility is 
$15,339.161  All told, Weldon, Roanoke Rapids, Garysburg, Halifax County, and Northampton 
County all have lower per capita incomes than the North Carolina average of $25,284.162 

 
DAQ’s decision that BSER for Westmoreland Partners’ Roanoke Valley Energy 

Facilities I and II is “no action” will very likely adversely impact the health and livelihood of 
those who live in the closest vicinity to the plant.  The NAACP has estimated that between 2007 
and 2010, the Roanoke Valley facility emitted an annual average of 8,707 tons of SO2, and 1,620 
tons of NOx.  This is in addition to the Roanoke Valley Energy Facility I’s annual 1,022,143 
metric tons of CO2 emissions and Roanoke Valley Energy Facility II’s annual 354,830 metric 
tons of CO2 emissions.163 
 

C. The Proposed Rule’s “No Action” Decisions will Adversely Impact Public 
Health in the Communities Adjacent to the EGUs 

 
The communities and counties outlined supra in subsection B of this section are among 

the most economically and politically marginalized areas in North Carolina.  The people living in 
these areas very often lack the funds and tools to influence policy decisions with regards to 
public health and environmental quality.  Simply put, many of the environmental risks and harms 
that burden these communities would never occur (i.e. would cause a political firestorm if 
implemented) in predominantly white, middle class neighborhoods.  The State of North Carolina 
cannot turn a blind eye to the significant environmental and public health impacts thrust upon 
low-income and minority communities by fossil fuel-fired electricity generation.  These 
communities disproportionately bear the overlooked consequences of cheap, easily accessibly 
electricity, and should not be forced to shoulder such devastating health hazards simply because 
they are the least capable of influencing high-level state decision-making.   
 

Climate change is an environmental justice issue.  As EPA correctly notes in the CPP, 
“[l]ow-income communities and communities of color already overburdened by pollution are 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
157 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/14_5YR/DP03/1600000US3756900.  
158 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/14_5YR/DP03/1600000US3725540.  
159 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/14_5YR/DP03/0500000US37083.  
160 Id. at http://factfinder.census.gov/bkmk/table/1.0/en/ACS/14_5YR/DP03/0500000US37131.  
161 NAACP, Coal Blooded – Putting Profits Before People at 66, Appendix 1. 
162 CENSUS.GOV, Quick Facts at http://quickfacts.census.gov/qfd/states/37000.html. 	  
163 Supporting Basis at B-167.   
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disproportionately affected by climate change and are less resilient than other to adapt to or 
recover from climate change impacts”.164  It has been well documented that the communities in 
closest proximity to fossil fuel-fired power plants are disproportionately low-income and/or 
minority communities.165 
  

In addition to the well-established connection between low-income and/or minority 
communities and proximity to coal-fired power plants, there is “no shortage of data to show that 
individuals living near a coal plant are at higher risk for health problems than those who do not 
live near a plant.”166   Coal-fired power plants emit 84 of the 187 hazardous air pollutants 
identified by EPA as “posing a threat to human health and the environment.”167  Additionally, 
fossil fuel-fired power plants contribute “[a]bout 60 percent of sulfur dioxide emissions, 50 
percent of mercury emissions, and 13 percent of nitrogen dioxide emissions” in the US.168   

 
The health impacts stemming from living near a fossil fuel-fired power plant (particularly 

coal-fired power plants) are numerous, severe, and potentially fatal.  Adverse health impacts 
result from exposure to nitrogen oxide (NOx) emissions, sulfur dioxide (SO2) emissions, 
particulate matter emissions, mercury consumption (via consuming mercury contaminated fish); 
not to mention the climate-related health and livelihood impacts stemming from carbon dioxide 
emissions (manifesting through heat waves, droughts, floods, food insecurity, water insecurity, 
etc).169  Health complications range from eye, nose and throat irritation, asthma, lung disease, 
cardiovascular disease, mercury-related sicknesses such as developmental defects and delayed 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
164 CPP, 80 F.R. 205 at 64670.  
165 See id. (“The EPA analyzed the communities in closest proximity to power plants and found that they include a 
higher percentage of communities of color and low-income communities than national averages”).  See also Diane 
Toomey, Coal Pollution and the Fight for Environmental Justice, (June 19, 2013), 
http://e360.yale.edu/feature/naacp_jacqueline_patterson_coal_pollution_and_fight_for_environmental_justice/2664/ 
(Noting that “[t]hirty-nine percent of the people living near coal-fired power plants are people of color…Seventy-
eight percent of African Americans live within 30 miles of a coal-fired power plant”).  See also NAACP, Coal 
Blooded – Putting Profits Before People at 15 (2012), http://www.naacp.org/page/-/Climate/CoalBlooded.pdf 
(“[n]early six million Americans live within three miles of a coal power plant…coal power plants tend to be 
disproportionately located in low-income communities and communities of color:  people who live within three 
miles of a coal power plant have an average per capita income of $18,400 which is lower than the US average of 
$21,587; among those living within three miles of a coal power plant, 39 percent are people of color – a figure that 
is higher than the 36 percent proportion of people of color in the total US population”). 
166 ENERGY JUSTICE NETWORK, Coal:  Dangerous Power, http://www.energyjustice.net/coal.  
167 U.S. NATIONAL LIBRARY OF MEDICINE, Coal-Fired Power Plants, Why are Coal-Fired Power Plants a Concern? 
(last updated Oct. 13, 2015), http://toxtown.nlm.nih.gov/text_version/locations/php?id=155.  
168 Id.  
169 See Ariel Howoritz, Sarah Jackson, et al., Environmental Justice and the Clean Power Plan at 1 (December 
2015), http://www.synapse-energy.com/sites/default/files/EJ-Factsheet.pdf (“EPA recognizes that smoke stack 
emissions pose health and safety risks to communities in the immediate vicinity of a power plant…These 
neighboring populations bear the brunt of many direct health impacts caused by power plant emissions, including 
asthma, lung disease, heart disease, and premature death due to high local concentrations of particulate matter, NOx, 
and SO2”).  See also Erica Burt, Peter Orris, et al., Scientific Evidence of Health Effects From Coal Use in Energy 
Generation, UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS AT CHICAGO SCHOOL OF PUBLIC HEALTH at 2 (April 2013), 
http://noharm.org/lib/downloads/climate/Coal_Literature_Review_2.pdf (“Air pollution produced by coal 
combustion in power plants can affect the respiratory and cardiovascular system as well as cause abnormal 
neurological development in children, poor growth of the fetus before birth, and can cause cancer”). 
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neurodevelopment in children, and cancer.170  The low-income and/or minority communities 
who reside in closest proximity to fossil fuel-fired power plants generally disproportionately feel 
these impacts.171 

 
Due to the well-documented connection between a whole suite of adverse health impacts 

and living in close proximity to fossil fuel-fired power plants (particularly coal-fired plants), 
DAQ’s decision that BSER for 14 of the 24 affected coal-fired EGUs in North Carolina is to take 
“no action” will adversely impact the health of the communities who reside closest to these 
facilities.   

 
This conclusion is buttressed by the fact that several North Carolina’s power plants are 

included on a list of the 100 most heavily polluting power plants in the United States, compiled 
by Environment North Carolina.  Overall, the 2014 study estimates North Carolina’s energy 
power sector’s annual CO2 emissions to be approximately 55.7 million metric tons,172 not far off 
EPA’s 2012 “baseline” annual emission estimate of 58,566,353 short tons.173  Specifically, three 
North Carolina plants make the top-100 list – #12 Duke Energy Roxboro (where Unit 1 is slated 
to receive “no action” under the proposed rule), #18 Duke Energy Belews Creek (where BSER 
measures under the proposed rule will result in a mere cumulative 1.083% annual reduction in 
CO2 emissions from Units 1 and 2), and #47 Duke Energy Marshall (where BSER measures 
under the proposed rule will result in a cumulative 1.857% annual reduction from Units 1 
through 4).174  Both Duke Energy Roxboro (where BSER for Unit 1 is “no action”) and Duke 
Energy Mayo (where BSER for Unit 1 [1A & 1B] is “no action”) are among North Carolina’s 
top 5 most polluting power plants.175 

 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
170 See Erica Burt, Peter Orris, et al., Scientific Evidence of Health Effects From Coal Use in Energy Generation, 
UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS AT CHICAGO SCHOOL OF PUBLIC HEALTH at 2, 6, 8 (April 2013), 
http://noharm.org/lib/downloads/climate/Coal_Literature_Review_2.pdf.  See also PHYSICIANS FOR SOCIAL 
RESPONSIBILITY, Coal-Fired Power Plants:  Understanding the Health Costs of a Dirty Energy Source, 
http://www.psr.org/assets/pdfs/coal-fired-power-plants.pdf (“Particulate matter is, perhaps the most harmful 
pollutant produced by coal-fired power plants…Inhaling particulate matter can result in a wide range of adverse 
health effects, including asthma attacks, lung tissue damage, stroke, heart attack and premature death”.  
171 See ENERGY JUSTICE NETWORK, Coal:  Dangerous Power, http://www.energyjustice.net/coal (“In the United 
States, coal’s health risks affect African Americans more severely than whites, largely because a large portion of 
African Americans live close to coal plants and coal waste dumps.  Sixty-eight percent of African Americans live 
within 30 miles of a coal plant, as opposed to 56 percent of whites and though African Americans comprise 13 
percent of the US population, they account for 17 percent of the population living within 5 miles of a power plant 
waste site[].  Asthma attacks triggered by exposure to above-average pollution levels send African Americans to the 
emergency room at three times the rate of whites.  Hospitalizations and deaths from asthma are also higher among 
African Americans…”). 
172 Jordan Schneider and Julian Boggs, America’s Dirtiest Power Plants:  Polluters on a Global Scale, at 25, Table 
A-1, ENVIRONMENT NORTH CAROLINA (September 2014), 
http://environmentnorthcarolinacenter.org/sites/environment/files/reports/NC_Dirtiest_power_plants_scrn_0.pdf.  
173 U.S. EPA, Clean Power Plan:  State at a Glance, North Carolina (Updated August 03, 2015), 
http://www3.epa.gov/airquality/cpptoolbox/north-carolina.pdf.  
174 See Jordan Schneider and Julian Boggs, America’s Dirtiest Power Plants:  Polluters on a Global Scale, at 26 – 
27, Table A-2.  Emission reduction percentage figures were obtained from DAQ’s Supporting Basis by dividing the 
expected amount of emission reduction from the selected BSER measures by the 2012 baseline annual emissions. 
175 Id. at 33, Table A-3, “Share of Each State’s Electricity-Sector Carbon Dioxide Pollution Contributed by the Top 
5 Most-Polluting Power Plants”.  
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These figures are corroborated by an NAACP study examining 378 coal-fired power 
plants across the United States.  The study gives each power plant an “Environmental Justice 
Performance Ranking” letter grade – i.e. “how [each plant] affects low-income communities and 
communities of color.”176  For North Carolina coal-fired power plants, three receive an “F” 
rating – Edgecombe Genco’s Battleboro Plant (set to receive “no action” under the Proposed 
Rule), Progress Energy’s now-offline Lumberton Power Plant (not included in the Proposed Rule 
since it does not meet the applicability criteria under 40 CFR 60.5850(a)(3)), and 
Westmoreland’s Roanoke Valley Energy Facility (set to receive “no action” under the Proposed 
Rule).177  Duke Energy’s Mayo Electric Generating Plant received a C- rating (BSER for Unit 1 
[1A & 1B] is “no action”), and Duke Energy’s Belews Creek received a C+ rating (where BSER 
measures under the proposed rule only result in a cumulative 1.083% annual reduction in CO2 
emissions from Units 1 and 2).178 

 
DAQ’s final rule must be revised to safeguard the public health, wellbeing, and 

environmental quality of the most economically and politically marginalized communities 
throughout the state.  This can be accomplished through implementing all three Building Blocks 
in the final rule, with particular emphasis on Building Block 3 – substituting new renewable 
energy generation for existing fossil fuel-fired generation.  It is a grim reality that we as a culture 
readily shrug off the fact that hundreds of thousands of low-income and minority people are 
burdened with severe, even life-threatening, health complications in exchange for our modern 
ultra-availability of electricity.  The state of North Carolina must act swiftly in aid of its most 
disenfranchised and vulnerable citizens.   

 
D. Full Implementation of the CPP Will Benefit Low-Income & Minority 

Communities in the Form of Lower Utility Rates 
 
Irrespective of the health-related benefits that would be realized if DAQ implemented 

emission control measures at the 14 affected EGUs discussed in this Section, North Carolina’s 
full implementation of the CPP – that is, utilizing a plan that encompasses all three building 
blocks – would benefit low-income and minority communities in the form of lower utility rates.  
Contrary to statements from Governor McCrory179 and other EPA opponents, the Clean Power 
Plan is expected to lower utility rates here in North Carolina, not raise them. 

 
One need only look to the impact of North Carolina’s wildly successful Renewable 

Energy Portfolio Standards (REPS) on utility prices in the state to realize that the higher amount 
of renewable generation incentivized by the CPP will not raise utility rates.  In a February 2015 
study on the Economic and Rate Impact of North Carolina’s REPS, Research Triangle Park-
based RTI International found that “[o]ver the 21-year period since the start of clean energy 
policies in North Carolina, rates are expected to be lower than they would have been had the 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
176	  NAACP, Coal Blooded – Putting Profits Before People at 9. 
	  
177 Id. at 65 – 66, Appendix 1. 
178 Id. at 72, 76, respectively. 
179 GOVERNOR.NC.GOV, Governor McCrory Criticizes Overreaching Regulations That Will Raise Consumer Power 
Bills (Aug. 3, 2015), www.governor.nc.gov/press-release/governor-mccrory-criticizes-overreaching-regulations-
will-raise-consumer-power-bills.  
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state continued to only use existing, conventional generation sources.”180  Between 2007 and 
2014, the value of renewable energy generation in North Carolina was estimated to be $3,472.8 
Million ($3.4728 Billion).181  These renewable energy projects, from 2007 to 2014, contributed 
to $3,167.5 Million ($3.1675 Billion) to North Carolina’s Gross State Product (GSP), 26,667 full 
time employment opportunities, and $280.7 million in state and local tax revenue.182 

 
RTI International’s report also ran a comparison on utility rates between two energy 

policy scenarios:  a “Compliance Portfolio”, representing a scenario in which “existing clean 
energy policies are in place throughout the study period”, and a “Conventional Portfolio”, 
representing a scenario in which “only the energy policies prior to 2007 are in place.183  This 
study analyzed utility rate impacts from these two scenarios from 2008 to 2029.184  
Unsurprisingly, the clean energy “Compliance Portfolio” significantly outperformed the 
“Conventional Portfolio” with respect to utility rates.185  Namely, the Compliance Portfolio 
produces a steadily-growing savings trend on utility rates compared to the Conventional 
Portfolio between 2008 and 2014, and between 2022 and 2029.186  All told, the “net present 
value” of the Compliance Portfolio’s savings on utility rates compared to the Conventional 
Portfolio is 0.46 cents per kWh.187 

 
It should be noted that the degree to which this RTI report is correct in concluding that 

North Carolina’s REPS will lower utility rates depends in part on what one predicts future 
natural gas prices, carbon prices, and the like will be in the future.  Namely, the RTI report 
assumes for the purposes of its analysis (comparing the Compliance Portfolio with the 
Conventional Portfolio) that gas prices are $3.73/mmBtu.188  Currently, natural gas prices are 
hovering around $2.40/mmBtu, and there are natural gas futures contracts in 2025 trading for 
$2.75/mmBtu.189  Nevertheless, a diverse energy portfolio like that modeled by the “Compliance 
Portfolio” is more likely than not beneficial for (or better for) ratepayers in the long run, because 
it mitigates exposure to natural gas prices if they happen to rise or return to past volatility.   

 
Aside from North Carolina’s success in saving money, generating jobs, and lowering 

utility rates with its REPS, full compliance with the CPP is expected to lower, rather than raise, 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
180 RTI International, Economic and Rate Impact Analysis of Clean Energy Development in North Carolina – 2015 
Update at ES-2 (February 2015), 
http://c.ymcdn.com/sites/www.energync.org/resource/resmgr/Resources_Page/RTI_2015.pdf  
181 Id. at 2-1. 
182 Id. at 2-13.  
183 Id. at 3-1.   
184 Id.  
185 Id. at 3-13, Figure 3-4 “Rate Impact of Compliance Portfolio in Cents per kWh Compared with Conventional 
Portfolio”. 
186 Id.  
187 Id. See also id. at 3-14 (Concluding that “the use of existing resources and the addition of least-cost resources in a 
Compliance Portfolio results in savings over time when compared to the Conventional Portfolio.  While significant 
in absolute dollars, the savings result in a small reduction in the electricity rates.  Even though the savings are 
small, the North Carolina REPS has a positive impact on electric ratepayers under the assumptions outlined in this 
analysis”) (emphasis added).  
188 Id. at 3-10, Table 3-4, Levelized Cost Assumptions for 2013 (Nominal Dollars). 
189 See CME GROUP, Henry Hub Natural Gas Futures Quotes, www.cmegroup.com/trading/energy/natural-
gas/natural-gas.html.  
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utility rates in the state.  This is due to a combination of two factors:  (1) the ability of states to 
sell or trade unused compliance credits to other states in order to comply with the emission 
reductions guidelines in the CPP, and (2) the nature of public utility regulation in North Carolina. 

 
First, under the regulatory regime set up by the CPP, states have the ability to utilize a 

“mass-based trading” program for reducing CO2 emissions from their affected EGUs.190  Under a 
mass-based emission program, states adopt plans designed to achieve EPA’s articulated Mass-
Based CO2 emission goal for that state – which sets forth a series of sequential total annual 
average CO2 emissions the state must achieve between 2022 and 2029, and after 2030.191  For 
example, North Carolina’s Mass-Based Goals are as follows:  Interim Step 1 (2022 – 2024) = 
60,975,831 short tons CO2; Interim Step 2 (2025 – 2027) = 55,749,239 short tons CO2; Interim 
Step 3 (2028 – 2029) = 52,856,495 short tons CO2; and the Final Goal for 2030 and beyond is 
51,266,234 short tons CO2.192 

 
A state that selects a mass-based approach has the option of utilizing a “market-based 

emission budget trading program”, in addition to the various Building Block emission control 
measures, in order to achieve its mass-based goals.193  This trading program functions by EPA 
allocating to states so-called “emission allowances” in an amount “up to the [state’s] established 
emission budget”.194  These allowances can be traded (i.e. sold) among affected sources and 
other states according to their relative need for emission allowances.  EPA notes that the mass-
based trading program is “a highly efficient, market-based approach for reducing CO2 emissions 
from affected EGUs” since it places a limit on mass CO2 emissions and provides short and long 
term price signals so that states can determine the most efficient means allocating their 
allowances and achieving their emission goals.195 

 
The reason why full implementation of the CPP in North Carolina will very likely result 

in lower utility rates for consumers is two-pronged.  First, EPA projects that North Carolina will 
have a very low cost of compliance (to the emission standards set forth in the CPP), relative to 
other states.196  This puts North Carolina in a perfect position to be able to sell its emission 
allowances to other states at a profit, should North Carolina opt to implement a mass-based 
emission goal and related mass-based trading program.  Since North Carolina’s cost of 
compliance with the CPP is lower than that of other states, North Carolina will thus be heavily 
incentivized to opt for a mass-based approach and to engage in emission allocation trading. 

 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
190 CPP, 80 F.R. 205 at 64666.  
191 Id. at 64834 (Noting that under a mass-based approach “the [state] plan would include federally enforceable 
emission standards for mass CO2 emissions from affected EGUs.  The plan would be designed to achieve the mass-
based goal for a state’s affected EGUs or a level of CO2 emissions equal to or less than the mass-based CO2 goal 
plus the new source complement CO2 emissions). 
192 U.S. EPA, Clean Power Plan:  State at a Glance, North Carolina (Updated August 03, 2015), 
http://www3.epa.gov/airquality/cpptoolbox/north-carolina.pdf. 
193 CPP, 80 F.R. 205 at 64834. 
194 Id. at 64835. 
195 Id.  
196 See generally, U.S. EPA, Analysis of the Clean Power Plan (Last Updated December 8, 2015), 
www.epa.gov/airmarkets/analysis-clean-power-plan.  
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Second, if North Carolina does opt to implement a mass-based approach and related 
mass-based trading program (which it will be heavily incentivized to do), based on the structure 
of North Carolina’s public utility laws, any profits obtained from the mass-based trading 
program must be allocated back to ratepayers in the form of lower utility bills.  Namely, North 
Carolina General Statute Chapter 62-2 – articulating the policy of public utility regulation in 
North Carolina – maintains that the state must: 

 
assure that resources necessary to meet future growth…include use of the entire 
spectrum of demand-side options, including but not limited to conservation, load 
management and efficiency programs, as additional sources of energy supply 
and/or energy demand reductions.  To that end, to require energy planning and 
fixing of rates in a manner to result in the least cost mix of generation and 
demand-reduction measures which is achievable, including consideration of 
appropriate rewards to utilities for efficiency and conservation which decrease 
utility bills.197 

 
Therefore, on the basis of this statutory requirement that the state, acting through the North 
Carolina Utilities Commission, must ensure that utility regulation is carried out in a “least cost” 
manner to benefit consumers, and the fact that North Carolina is anticipated to profit from selling 
its unused emission allowances under a mass-based trading program, such profits are required to 
be re-invested as credits to consumers / ratepayers – leading to reduced utility bills.   
 

It is thus in the state’s best interest, and in the best interest of North Carolina ratepayers 
(particularly low-income ratepayers) to fully comply the CPP – through a mass-based approach.   
 

V. THE LANGUAGE IN 15A NCAC 02D .2701(f) GIVES THE STATE OF NORTH 
CAROLINA A PERVERSE INCENTIVE TO CHALLENGE THE CLEAN 

POWER PLAN, RATHER THAN TO COMPLY WITH IT 
 

Section .2701(f) of the Proposed Rule contains what can be characterized as an “opt out 
provision”.  Section .2701(f) maintains that: 

 
[i]n the event all or any portion of 40 CFR 60 Subpart UUUU containing the 
[CPP’s emission reduction] guidelines is:  (1) Declared or adjudged to be invalid 
or unconstitutional or stayed by the United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth 
Circuit, by the District of Columbia Circuit, or by the United States Supreme 
Court: or (2) Withdrawn, repealed, revoked or otherwise rendered of no force and 
effect by the United States Environmental Protection Agency, Congress, or 
Presidential Executive Order.  Such action shall render the regulation as 
incorporated herein, or that portion thereof that may be affected by such action, 
as invalid, void, stayed, or otherwise without force and effect for purposes of this 
rule upon the date such action becomes final and effective; provided, further, that 
such declaration, adjudication, stay, or other action described herein shall not 
affect the remaining portions, if any, of the regulation as incorporated herein, 
which shall remain of full force and effect as if such portion so declared or 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
197 N.C.G.S. §62-2(a)(3a) (emphasis added).  
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adjudged invalid or unconstitutional or stayed or otherwise invalidated or effected 
were not originally a part of this rule…198 

 
 Essentially, Section .2701(f) allows DEQ / DAQ to void portions of the proposed rule 
should the Federal Greenhouse Gas Emission Guidelines for Fossil Fuel-Fired EGUs be struck 
down in court, or withdrawn by either EPA, Congress, or the President.  While this does not 
initially seem all that unreasonable Section .2701(f) is not as benign as it seems at first glance.   
 

Specifically, Section .2701(f)’s troubling nature is understood only in light of the fact that 
North Carolina has joined 23 other states, led by West Virginia, in suing the Environmental 
Protection Agency in order to block the implementation of the CPP.199  This fact makes one 
wonder whether the language in Section .2701(f) was included in the hopes that West Virginia’s 
case against the EPA is actually successful – which would result in the invalidation of the 
emissions reduction provisions of the Proposed Rule.   

 
The language in Section .2701(f) thus provides DEQ with a perverse incentive – it 

encourages DEQ to commit its efforts to the lawsuit against EPA, rather than towards developing 
a State Action Plan that will be accepted by EPA.  Indeed, the Proposed Rule’s expected CO2 
emission reduction of 0.4% per year from the 2012 emission baseline is so far behind EPA’s goal 
for North Carolina of a 36% reduction in CO2 emissions from the 2012 baseline by 2030 as to be 
laughable.  If submitted as is, EPA will almost certainly reject the Proposed Rule.200 

 
The multiple deficiencies with the Proposed Rule, as identified above, in addition to the 

Proposed Rule’s paltry impact on CO2 emissions, makes one wonder whether the Proposed Rule 
was written entirely so that it could be rejected by EPA in order to provide DEQ with 
“ammunition” in the ongoing lawsuit against the EPA.  The DEQ and the McCrory 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
198 N.C. Department of Environmental Quality, Standards of Performance for Existing Electric Utility Generating 
Units Under Clean Air Act Section 111(d), 15A NCAC 02D .2701(f)(1)–(2) (2015), available at:  
http://daq.state.nc.us/rules/hearing/111dRules.pdf (emphasis added).   
199 See Petition for Review, West Virginia, et al. v. EPA, No. 15-1363 (October 23, 2015), available at: 
http://www.ago.wv.gov/publicresources/epa/Documents/File-stamped%20petition%2015-
1363%20%28M0108546xCECC6%29.pdf (Listing the State of North Carolina Department of Environmental 
Quality as a Petitioner and maintaining that, “Petitioners will show that the final rule [CPP] is in excess of the 
agency’s [EPA’s] statutory authority, goes beyond the bounds set by the United States Constitution, and otherwise is 
arbitrary, capricious, an abuse of discretion and not in accordance with law.  Accordingly, Petitioners ask the Court 
to hold unlawful and set aside the rule and to order other such relief as may be appropriate”).  See also Department 
of Environmental Quality, DEQ and 22 States Challenge Federal Power Grab That Will Increase Energy Costs, 
http://portal.ncdenr.org/c/journal/view_article_content?groupId=4711509&articleId=26547389 (October 23, 2015) 
(“The N.C. Department of Environmental Quality, or DEQ, announced today that the McCrory administration, along 
with attorneys general from 22 other states, filed a lawsuit challenging the Obama Administration’s Clean Power 
Plan”). 
200 See NC DEQ, Air Quality Committee & Environmental Management Commission Meeting, November 4 & 5, 
2015 – Powerpoint Presentation, Slide 18, available at: http://daq.state.nc.us/rules/draft/ (Slide 18, “Rule Fiscal 
Impact Summary” notes that the Cumulative Reduction in CO2 emissions under the Proposed Rule is predicted to be 
191,826 tons per year, or 0.4% per year, relative to the 2012 baseline).  See US EPA, Clean Power Plan:  State at a 
Glance – North Carolina, http://www3.epa.gov/airquality/cpptoolbox/north-carolina.pdf (August 03, 2015) (Noting 
that North Carolina’s 2012 baseline CO2 emission rate was 1,780 lbs CO2 per net MWh, and that North Carolina’s 
Final Emission Rate Goal for 2030 under the CPP is 1,136 lbs CO2 per net MWh.  This equates to a 36.1% reduction 
from 2012 baseline levels by 2030: 1,780 – 1,136 = 644; [644 / 1,780] x 100 = 36.18%). 
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administration should invest their time, efforts, and taxpayer money towards developing a 
Proposed Rule that will secure a sustainable and renewable energy future for North Carolina, 
rather than wasting it on petty political maneuvering and attempting to bait EPA in support of 
their precarious legal arguments against the CPP. 
 

CONCLUSION 
 

Climate Change is too important of a problem to politicize.  Climate Change is primarily 
driven by the combustion of fossil fuels for energy/electricity generation201 – and any meaningful 
attempt to address climate change must absolutely address, and drastically reduce, CO2 emissions 
from fossil-fuel fired power plants.202 

 
   Fossil fuel combustion accounted for nearly three-quarters of anthropogenic GHG 

emissions increase witnessed during the 40-year period (1970 – 2010) in which nearly HALF of 
humanity’s cumulative emissions – since the beginning of the Industrial Revolution – occurred.  
The link between fossil fuel combustion and climate change is unmistakable and is to be ignored 
at our own peril.  It is unavoidable that any meaningful attempt to address climate change must 
significantly reduce fossil fuel combustion.203   

 
The impacts of climate change are multi-faceted, complex, compounding, and non-

linear.204  Furthermore, the more warming the climate experiences, the more likely we are to 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
201 See United States Environmental Protection Agency, SOURCES OF GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS (Last Updated 
July 2, 2014), http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/ghgemissions/sources/electricity.html (Noting that, in 2012, 
electricity generation in the US contributed to 32% of the nation’s GHG emissions.  The “industry” sector 
contributed 20% of US GHG emissions over the same period while the “transportation” sector contributed 28% of 
US GHG emissions.) 
202 See IPCC, Climate Change:  Climate Change 2014, Fifth Assessment Synthesis Report – Summary For 
Policymakers, Longer Report at 4, available at http://www.ipcc.ch/pdf/assessment-
report/ar5/syr/SYR_AR5_LONGERREPORT.pdf (“Between 1750 and 2011, cumulative anthropogenic CO2 
emissions into the atmosphere were 2040 [plus or minus] 310 [gigatonnes] CO2.  About 40% of these emissions 
have remained in the atmosphere…”).  See also id. (Noting that about half of the total anthropogenic CO2 emissions 
between 1750 and 2011 have occurred within the last 40 years, and that CO2 from fossil fuel combustion and 
industrial processes account for about 78% of the total GHG emissions increase between 1970 and 2010 – the same 
40 year period in which nearly half of humanity’s cumulative carbon emissions were emitted). See also, Jos G.J. 
Olivier, Greet Janssens-Maenhout, Jeroen A.H.W. Peters, Trends in Global CO2 Emissions, 2013 REPORT, at 4 
available at http://edgar.jrc.ec.europa.eu/news_docs/pbl-2013-trends-in-global-co2-emissions-2013-report-1148.pdf.  
See also Richard Heede, Tracing Anthropogenic Carbon Dioxide and Methane Emissions to Fossil Fuel and Cement 
Producers, 1854 – 2010, CLIMACTIC CHANGE, 122 229–41, at 234 (2014), available at 
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs10584-013-0986-y (“…[o]f total industrial CO2 emissions from 1751 to 
2010, one-half has been emitted since 1984.  Of the emissions traced to carbon major fossil fuel and cement 
production, half has been emitted since 1986”) (emphasis added). 
203 See id. Richard Heede, Tracing Anthropogenic Carbon Dioxide and Methane Emissions to Fossil Fuel and 
Cement Producers, 1854 – 2010, CLIMACTIC CHANGE, 122 229–41, at 237. 
204 See generally, James Hansen, Pushker Kharencha, et al., Assessing ‘Dangerous Climate Change’:  Required 
Reduction of Carbon Emissions to Protect Young People, Future Generations and Nature at 6 ( “the uncertainty is 
not about whether continued rapid CO2 emissions would cause large sea level rise, submerging global coastlines – it 
is about how soon the large changes would begin”) (emphasis added).  See also Kevin Anderson and Alice Bows, 
Beyond ‘Dangerous’ Climate Change:  Emission Scenarios for a New World, PHILOSOPHICAL TRANSACTIONS OF 
THE ROYAL SOCIETY 329 (2011) at 24 (“the impacts of rising temperatures are unlikely to be linear...rising 
temperatures are increasingly likely to be accompanied by additional feedbacks and hence further temperature 
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trigger catastrophic and potentially irreversible positive-reinforcing climactic warming 
feedbacks, such as methane release from thawing Artic permafrost and destabilized sea methane 
hydrates.205  Triggering such feedbacks could result in the release of gigatonnes of methane into 
the atmosphere, causing a sudden, abrupt period of warming.206  Permafrost melt and methane 
hydrate destabilization may indeed be already occurring.207  If we do not act swiftly and 
decisively on this matter, portions of the world may very well become ungovernable due to 
widespread societal or civilizational collapse set in motion by a wide mix of factors:  water 
scarcity, food scarcity, record heat waves, rising sea levels, wide-scale human migration, and 
resource wars.208  The U.S. Department of Defense considers climate change to be a current 
security threat, “not strictly a long-term risk”.209   

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
rises”).  For depressing information concerning such events, see Timothy M. Lenton, Hermann Held, Elmar 
Kriegler, et al., Tipping Elements in the Earth’s Climate System, PNAS Vol. 105, No. 6 at 1792 (2008) available at 
www.pnas.org/cgi/doi/10.1073/pnas.0705414105. 
205 See Kevin Schaefer, Hughes Lantuit, et. al., The Impact of the Permafrost Carbon Feedback on Global Climate, 
ENVIRON. RES. LETT. 9 (2014) 085003 at 1–2 available at http://iopscience.iop.org/1748-9326/9/8/085003 
(“[p]ermafrost soils contain…nearly twice as much carbon than is currently in the atmosphere…If temperatures rise 
and permafrost thaws, the organic material will also thaw and begin to decay, releasing carbon dioxide (CO2) and 
methane (CH4) into the atmosphere and amplifying the warming due to anthropogenic greenhouse gas 
emissions…The PCF [permafrost carbon feedback] is irreversible on human time scales because in a warming 
climate…there is no way to convert CO2 into organic matter and freeze it back into the permafrost”) (emphasis 
added).  See also id. at 6 (Noting that “[w]e may be committed to long-term CO2 and CH4 emissions from thawing 
permafrost that will influence the climate system for centuries”).  See also id. (Further remarking that, “[i]f we 
assume 60% of committed permafrost emissions will occur after 2100…[permafrost-driven emissions will account 
for] 9%–33% of total allowed emissions, indicating that failure to account for CO2 and CH4 emissions from 
thawing permafrost in the treaty may result in overshooting the 2ºC warming target”) (emphasis added).   
206 See Qianlai Zhuang, C. Adam Schlosser, et al., DOE Final Report on Collaborative Research:  Quantifying 
Climate Feedbacks on the Terrestrial Biosphere Under Thawing Permafrost Conditions in the Arctic at 2 
(9/15/2015), www.osti.gov/scitech/servlets/purl/1214557 (Concluding that “[t]here exists a climate warming 
threshold beyond which permafrost degradation becomes widespread and stimulates large increases in methane 
emissions… These changes would outweigh any increased uptake of carbon…and would result in a strong, 
positive feedback to global climate warming”) (emphasis added). 
207 See H. Paul Johnson, Una K. Miller, et al., Analysis of Bubble Plume Distributions to Evaluate Methane Hydrate 
Decomposition on the Continental Slope, GEOCHEMISTRY, GEOPHYSICS, GEOSYSTEMS at 3834 (November 4, 2015), 
www.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/2015GC005955/epdf (Concluding that “…the Cascadia margin appears 
to be an anomalously active region of methane plume emissions.  Lacking any known alternative tectonic or 
geologic model that would produce anomalously high number of emission sites in this narrow depth range, and with 
new evidence that 44 years of seawater warming is also occurring at this depth, a plausible remaining explanation 
is that methane hydrates at the upslope feather edge of phase stability appears to be decomposing along the entire 
Cascadia margin” (emphasis added).  See generally, Susan M. Natali, Edward A. G. Schuur, et al., Permafrost 
Thaw and Soil Moisture Driving CO2 and CH4 Release From Upland Tundra, JOURNAL OF GEOPHYSICAL 
RESEARCH:  BIOGEOSCIENCES (2015), www.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.002/2014JG002872/epdf  
208 See generally, Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, Climate Change 2014:  Impacts, Adaptation and 
Vulnerability, Summary for Policymakers, IPCC WGII AR5 at 778, Table 12-4, available at 
http://www.ipcc.ch/pdf/assessment-report/ar5/wg2/WGIIAR5-Chap12_FINAL.pdf (Extreme warming scenarios 
such as +4ºC by 2100 will involve “the displacement of human societies associated with extreme events (high 
confidence); loss of land, cultural heritage sites, disrupting cultural practices embedded in livelihoods (high 
confidence); increased risk for violent conflict arising from deterioration in resource dependent livelihoods such as 
agriculture and pastoralism (high confidence); increased geopolitical competition over access to Arctic resources 
that escalates into dangerous tensions and crises (high confidence); and new or exacerbated conflict through land 
acquisition for climate change mitigation and adaptation (medium confidence)”). See also Mostafa Mahmud Naser, 
Human Rights Implications of Climate Change Induced Displacement, BOND LAW REVIEW, Iss. 2, Article 4 (2009) 
at 139 (“Climate change induced droughts, flooding, wildfires, extreme weather, soil erosion, desertification, 
deforestation and natural disasters are likely to further intensify pre-existing stress in vulnerable regions of the 
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If you have children or grandchildren, they are inheriting a world that is drastically and 

qualitatively different from the world you grew up in.  We are already witnessing drastic shifts in 
weather patterns, storm intensity, and drought intensity – and this is due to only an 
approximately 1 degree Celsius temperature increase above pre-industrial levels.210   

 
Our current trajectory puts us on pace for a nearly 5 degree Celsius warming by 2100.211  

It is a fool’s endeavor to believe that humans can wantonly interfere with the planet’s climatic 
system without consequence.  It is therefore imperative for North Carolina to take bold action in 
compliance with EPA’s Clean Power Plan and withdraw from legal challenge to the CPP. 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
world….[as well as] problems like food insecurity, scarcity of water, reduced agricultural production, population 
pressures, unequal access to resources, poverty, break-out epidemics and spreading of diseases”).  
209	  U.S. Department of Defense, National Security Implications of Climate-Related Risk and a Changing Climate at 
14 (July 23, 2015), www.archive.defense.gov/pubs/150724-congressional-report-on-national-implications-of-
climate-change.pdf?source=govdelivery (“The Department of Defense sees climate change as a present security 
threat, not strictly a long-term risk.  We are already observing the impacts of climate change in shocks and stressors 
to vulnerable nations and communities, including in the United States, and in the Arctic, Middle East, Africa, Asia, 
and South America”). See id. at 3 (Noting that it “…is clear that climate change is an urgent and growing threat to 
our national security, contributing to increased natural disasters, refugee flows, and conflicts over basic 
resources such as food and water.  These impacts are already occurring, and the scope, scale, and intensity of 
these impacts are projected to increase over time”) (emphasis added).  	  
210 See MET OFFICE, Global Climate in Context as the World Approaches 1°C Above Pre-Industrial for the First 
Time (November 30, 2015), www.metoffice.gov.uk/research/news/2015/global-average-temperature-2015 (Noting 
that “The warmth of 2015 represents an important marker where global annual average surface temperature is set to 
reach approximately 1°C above pre-industrial levels for the first time.  However, although temperatures are not 
about halfway to 2°C, sea-level rise is only about one-third of the total that could be seen by 2100 as a result of a 
changing climate, and emissions are well over halfway through the budget that is likely to limit eventual warming 
to below 2°C”) (emphasis added). 
211 See Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, “Climate Change 2014 Fifth Assessment Synthesis Report – 
Summary for Policymakers” at 13 (November 1, 2014), available at: www.ipcc.ch/pdf/assessment-
report/ar5/syr/SYR_AR5_SPM.pdf. (Noting that a “business as usual” emission schedule, “[w]ithout additional 
mitigation efforts beyond those in place today” is likely to lead to warming in 2100 that is more likely than not to 
exceed 4°C) (emphasis added).  See also Gernot Wagner & Richard J. Zeckhauser, Expecting a Black Swan and 
Getting a Dragon:  Confronting Deep Uncertainty in Climate Change, 2 (draft) (October 18, 2013) available at: 
http://www.huceconsortium.fas.harvard.edu/fs/docs/icb.topic1138315.files/Deep%20climate%20uncertainty-
131018.pdf (Remarking that a doubling of CO2 concentrations relative to pre-industrial levels “is not a hypothetical.  
Concentrations are already up over 40% from preindustrial levels of 280 parts per million to around 400 ppm.  At 
the rate we are going on emissions, pre-industrial levels will double well before the end of the century [2100], unless 
we significantly change course”).  See also Kevin Anderson and Alice Bows, Beyond ‘Dangerous’ Climate Change:  
Emission Scenarios for a New World, PHILOSOPHICAL TRANSACTIONS OF THE ROYAL SOCIETY 329 (2011) at 41, 
available at http://rsta.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/369/1934/20.full.pdf+html (“…[t]here is not little to no 
chance of maintaining the rise in global mean surface temperature at below 2ºC, despite repeated high-level 
statements to the contrary.  Moreover, the impacts associated with 2ºC have been revised upwards sufficiently so 
that 2ºC now more appropriately represents the threshold between dangerous and extremely dangerous climate 
change…”) (emphasis added). See also Michael Jakob and Jérôme Hilaire, Unburnable Fossil-Fuel Reserves, 
NATURE Vol. 517, 150-51 at 150 (January 08, 2015) (“About 80%, 50% and 30% of coal, gas and oil reserves, 
respectively, would need to remain below Earth’s surface if the world is to limit an increase in global mean 
temperature to 2ºC”) (emphasis added).  The most comprehensive study concerning the necessity to leave fossil fuel 
reserves unburned and the distribution of so-called “untouchable” reserves appears to be, McGlade, C.E., & Ekins, 
P. The Geographical Distribution of Fossil Fuels Unusued When Limiting Global Warming to 2ºC, NATURE, Vol. 
517, 187 – 190 (2015). 
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Thank you very much for your time and for this public comment period. I sincerely hope 
DEQ, DAQ, and EMC wholly re-write 15A NCAC 02D .2700 et seq. to fully implement the 
EPA’s Clean Power Plan.  As the Proposed Rule currently stands, it does not bring about 
meaningful or drastic carbon dioxide reductions from North Carolina’s affected EGUs.  The 
Proposed Rule should be re-written to include all three Building Blocks, and should place an 
emphasis on Building Block 3 – substituting new renewable energy generation for existing fossil 
fuel-fired electricity generation – as well as Mass-Based emission allowance trading.  By 
emphasizing Building Block 3, DAQ would build upon North Carolina’s existing leadership in 
the renewable energy arena, particularly with regards to solar generation.  A greater emphasis on 
substituting new renewable energy generation for existing fossil fuel-fired electricity generation 
will create jobs, improve air quality, and will produce a far more significant impact upon carbon 
emission reduction than seen in the Proposed Rule. 

 
 
 

 Sincerely,    
 

 
 
 

David Schwartz   
 

  

David Schwartz 

Thank you very much for your time and for this public comment period. I sincerely hope 
DEQ, DAQ, and EMC wholly re-write I SA NCAC 020 .2700 et seq. to fully implement the 
EPA' s Clean Power Plan. As the Proposed Rule currently stands, it does not bring about 
meaningful or drastic carbon dioxide reductions from North Carolina's affected EGUs. The 
Proposed Rule should be re-written to include all three Building Blocks, and should place an 
emphasis on Building Block 3 - substituting new renewable energy generation for existing fossil 
fuel-fired electricity generation - as well as Mass-Based emission allowance trading. By 
emphasizing Building Block 3, DAQ would build upon North Carolina's existing leadership in 
the renewable energy arena, particularly with regards to solar generation. A greater emphasis on 
substituting new renewable energy generation for existing fossil fuel-fired electricity generation 
will create jobs, improve air quality, and will produce a far more significant impact upon carbon 
emission reduction than seen in the Proposed Rule. 

Sincerely, 

x 
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Clean Power Plan Comments - North Carolina 

We appreciate this opportunity to provide comments in response to the Environmental Protection Agency's 
(EPA) proposed rule commonly known as the Clean Power Plan, which sets forth new carbon dioxide 
pollution emission guidelines for existing electric utility generating units. 

With its headquarters based in Charlotte, Nucor is the largest steel producer in the United States and is 
North America's largest recycler. Last year we recycled over 19 million tons of scrap steel, turning it into 
new steel and steel products. Our company employs more than 23,000 teammates at approximately 200 
facilities, which are primarily located in the U.S. and Canada. We produce a wide range of steel products 
for use in roads, bridges, automobiles, appliances, commercial buildings and a range of other markets. Our 
plate steel mill in Hertford County employs approximately 500 teammates who earn an average annual 
salary of over $90,000 while producing more than $1.2 billion in revenue each year. Since opening in 2000, 
Nucor Steel Herford has recycled over 20 million tons of steel. 

As a company in an energy-intensive, trade-exposed industry, Nucor has serious concerns that the EPA's 
proposed rule regulating carbon emissions from existing power plants will negatively impact the economy, 
job creation and the U.S. steel industry. 

In the alternative, Nucor supports the Division of Air Quality's alternate proposal, which is focused on 
improving power plant efficiency while also protecting the citizens of North Carolina from crippling energy 
price increases. It is our hope that other states follow No11h Carolina's lead based on balancing their own 
state's needs and the needs of their citizens and their families. 

Our specific concerns regarding the rule the EPA is proposing on the federal level are that: 1) it will drive 
up energy costs for North Carolina's families and its manufacturers who employ them; and 2) the rule will 
compromise the reliable delivery of electricity to consumers. 

First, regarding costs, the proposed rule is going to have huge financial consequences for both residential 
consumers and manufacturers. Steelmaking is an energy-intensive process. Nucor uses anywhere from 50 
megawatts to 150 megawatts to melt scrap metal in electric arc furnaces to create new steel products. 
According to the American Iron and Steel Institute, in the past 25 years more than one billion tons of steel 
scrap have been consumed by steelmaking furnaces in North America and recycled into new steel instead of 
going to a landfill. Because we are a large energy user, energy consumption accounts for up to 20 percent 
of the cost of making each ton of steel. 

The critical role energy plays in steelmaking is why we are concerned about electricity cost increases that 
will likely result from the proposed rule. Multiple studies project that annual residential electricity bills will 
increase by 10 to 13 percent and annual residential gas bills by almost 50 percent by 2020. These price 
increases mean North Carolina households would pay between $400 and $500 more per year for energy. 
Unfortunately, No1th Carolina families who are already struggling with high energy costs would have to 
shoulder a large portion of this burden. This will be a tremendous impact to the 2 million low-income and 
middle-income families in North Carolina who spend 20% of their after-tax income on energy. 
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The cost to North Carolina's manufacturers will also be severe. One study by Energy Ventures Analysis, 
projects industrial power rates in North Carolina will increase by 26 percent by 2020. Every one cent 
increase in electricity costs translates into a cost increase of millions per yeat for Nucor Steel Hertford. 

In addition to the impact on electricity prices, we are concerned that the proposed rule will also increase 
natural gas prices as gas-fired generation replaces coal-fired generation that is shut down in response to 
the rule. In another study of the impact of the proposed rule, NERA Economic Consulting estimates that 
the increased reliance on gas-fired generation could increase natural gas prices by up to 29 percent. 
Nucor is one of America's largest consumers of natural gas, both through direct and indirect use. To put 
this into context, Nucor's direct gas usage could supply the average needs of 845,000 residential homes 
- which is equal to roughly all the households in Manhattan. The dramatic increase in natural gas 
production in the U.S. has kept prices low and helped spur a wave of manufacturing investment in this 
country. With the rule driving increased natural gas usage for electricity generation, there is a risk that 
price volatility in the natural gas market, particularly during periods of strong demand such as the winter 
heating season, will drive up both our natural gas and electricity costs. 

This regulatory push by EPA for increased use of natural gas to generate electricity comes at a time 
when local governments around the country are placing moratoriums on hydraulic fracturing and EPA is 
attempting to expand its regulatory authority to include fracking. Hydraulic fracturing is the 
technological innovation that has opened up vast amounts of natural gas reserves in the U.S. By 
encouraging more natural gas use through this rule while impeding its development through other rules, 
EPA appears to be working at cross purposes. We risk under developing this important domestic energy 
resource by strangling it in regulations. If these proposed air regulations encourage fuel switching, while 
regulations on hydraulic fracturing discourage natural gas production, it will drive up natural gas costs 
for industrial consumers. 

Cost competiveness is incredibly important to steelmakers in the U.S. as we try to compete in the global 
market. Many foreign steel producers receive significant government support through subsidies, as well 
as restrictions on steel imports and raw material exports. Much of this governmental support is in 
violation of global trade rules. American steelmakers are the low-cost producers of steel globally, with 
affordable energy being one of our key advantages. Increasing energy costs will be very hard on the 
U.S. steel industry, which has seen a dramatic increase in unfairly traded imports in the last two years. 
American manufacturers simply ask for a level playing field. While the Clean Power Plan requires real 
reductions in the U.S., China's only commitment is to stop increasing their carbon dioxide emissions by 
the year 2030. Affordable and reliable electricity are absolutely essential to the steel industry's 
competitiveness and success. 

Second, regarding reliability, the federal EPA's own analysis predicts that 46,000 to 49,000 megawatts 
of coal-fired generation will be shut down no later than 2020 as a result of the proposed rule. This loss 
of coal-fired electricity generation is in addition to more than 50,000 megawatts that will already retire 
this decade. Closing this much generation in such a short time frame raises serious concerns about the 
ability to maintain reliability and meet peak demand across the country, particularly in periods of 
extreme weather. 
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As mentioned previously, EPA' s rule puts a heavy emphasis on the use of natural gas generation to replace 
the use of coal, particularly in the short term. However, there are infrastructure constraints in getting natural 
gas delivered to many pa11s of the country. Siting and constructing natural gas pipelines is a time consuming 
process and it is not clear whether sufficient infrastructure can be built to meet the interim timelines in the 
proposed rule. A similar infrastructure challenge exists in building enough transmission line capacity to move 
both natural gas and renewable generation required by the rule to pat1s of the country that are currently more 
dependent on coal. 

Conclusion 

Reliable, affordable energy is vital to creating a robust manufacturing economy and the high wage jobs 
manufacturers create. America's new found energy abundance, and the lower costs it has fostered, is creating 
a renaissance in our nation's manufacturing sector. EPA's proposed rule regulating carbon emissions from 
existing power plants will jeopardize this investment in the manufacturing sector by increasing energy costs 
for consumers and compromising the reliability of our nation 's electricity grid. 

Furthermore, the rapid retirement of coal-fired generation required under the proposed rule and tight 
timelines for implementation run the real risk of severely compromising reliability, leading to blackouts in 
various parts of the country. Coal and nuclear power are required to provide the level of base-load generation 
needed to maintain reliable, affordable power delivery for businesses and residential consumers. 

Nucor believes EPA should scrap the Clean Power Plan and start over to create a plan that is more realistic in 
its treatment of base-load power and timelines for implementation. Since EPA went ahead and issued a final 
rule, we believe states are right to challenge this regulatory overreach. North Carolina's compliance plan 
offers a model for other states that believe EPA only has authority to regulate within the fence line of 
permitted facilities, are interested in protecting consumers from large energy cost increases, and want to 
preserve reliable electric service. 

Thank you, 

Sam Phillips 
Manager Environmental Affairs 
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Comments on NCDENR's response to the EPA's Clean Power Plan 
        – David Straley (dstraley@duke.edu)                                                             January 14, 2016 

 
I address here only NCDENR's letter of Feb. 26, 2014 to Howard Shelanski of OMB (hereafter “the Letter”), and 

not any other responses by NCDENR to EPA's Clean Power Plan.  I understand from the Letter that NCDENR 

does not contest the basic climate science, nor that the root cause of global warming is the burning of fossil fuels 

over the last 200-some years, from which most of the resultant CO2 persists in the atmosphere today.  Rather the 

points of contention are: (1) the degree of climate sensitivity to CO2; (2) the validity of the Social Cost of 

Carbon (SCC) models, not least their sensitivity to discount rate assumptions; (3) the authority of the EPA to 

issue the rules in question.  I address here primarily the first 2 points. 

 

One aspect of the Letter that troubles me is its confrontational tone, in which the author[s] pluck phrases from 

whatever document seems to back up their case, rather than soberly consider what the science says.   While it's 

true that the models for climate sensitivity get different results depending on the parameter assumptions, these 

assumptions are reasonable and transparent, and the computer code for the models is available for download, 

tinkering, and running by anyone with the resources to do so.  The Letter accuses the EPA of a lack of 

transparency for failing to provide documentation for the models, but I had no trouble finding online the 

documentation for the FUND 8.3 and PAGE09 models, and if Dr. Nordhaus' webpage changed since the EPA 

issued its Technical Update (TSD*), that is not the fault of the EPA.  The Letter quotes Dr. Pindyck and Dr. 

Nordhaus as having little faith in the SCC models, but Dr. Pindyck has said repeatedly that that he supports the 

proposed carbon tax and that the trouble with SCC models is that they underestimate SCC by ignoring the most 

catastrophic possibilities:  
“Another major problem…is that the models ignore the possibility of a catastrophic outcome. The kind of outcome I am referring 

to is not simply a very large increase in temperature, but rather a very large economic effect.”  
“[I]f the economic impact of that change is very large, it can push up the SCC considerably.” [1] 

and the Letter quotes Dr. Nordhaus (“The vast  changes in the projections of different variables might lead some 

to conclude that these undermine the credibility of the modeling approach”)  but omits his next paragraph: 
My response would be different, however, and can best be summarized by a remark made in another context. The 

economist John Maynard Keynes was criticized for changing his views on monetary policy during the Great 

Depression. His response is reported to be, “When the facts change, I change my mind. Pray, sir, what do you do? [2] 
Arguing like lawyers rather than like scientists, trying to score points rather than understand together the 

problem we face, may win a temporary “victory” but be in fact a defeat for us all in the long run: the forces of 

nature care nothing about legal claims.   This adversarial stance does not reflect well on NCDENR.  The EPA's 

rhetoric is courteous and professional in contrast. 

 

The Letter claims that the EPA's evaluation of SCC is too high.  Many analysts, however, consider the SCC from 

current models to be too low: Nordhaus (op cit, p.11) admits “the current version … does not include sharp 

thresholds or tipping points” [3]; Peter Howard details 11 areas in which the models underestimate SCC, and 

warns “$37 should be viewed as a lower bound. This is because the studies available to estimate the SCC omit 

many climate impacts – effectively valuing them at zero” [4]; and I've quoted Pindyck to the same effect above. 

 

The Letter also disputes the choice of discount rate.  All economic projection models, we should observe, are 

sensitive to choice of discount rate in exactly the same way; this is not a special failing of SCC models.  But 

SCC modeling is necessarily of a scale unprecedented in economic modeling, so that customary discount rates 

are not necessarily applicable. The Letter calls a rate of 7% “most relevant”.   But a nominal 7% discount 

generally assumes inflation is occurring simultaneously, usually at a rate of 3% to 4% (approximate annual CPI 

increase 1983-2008 and 1964-2014, respectively), so the real discount rate is 4% to 3%, respectively.   The SCC 

models do not mention an inflation rate;  if future damages are assessed in 2007 dollars, then the discount rates 

in the chart on page 3 are real rates, to which inflation must be added to get the nominal rate.  Therefore a 7% 

nominal rate corresponds to the 4% (SCC=$30) or 3% (SCC=$50) discount rates in the chart.  

 

 But is even a nominal 7% appropriate for such long term? 7% may be “too high for inter-generational cost–

benefit analysis, and for treating monetized damages equivalently between regions, without regard to income 

levels”. [5]  According to Pizer et al [6], 
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“Previous government guidance for CBA suggested discount rates of 3% and 7% for most projects, with possibly 

lower rates for phenomena (like climate change) with important intergenerational effects”  

 “Low discount rates typically follow from low economic growth, and economic growth is tied to climate impacts”  
so that as growth is likely to slow in the 21st century [7], the discount rate should also fall. 

 

NCDENR also objects that the SCC models have a global perspective, and that OMB guidelines limit 

cost/benefit analysis to the USA.  If this is true, perhaps the OMB guidelines do need revision, at least in cases 

with as pervasive an impact as climate change: this is a global problem, and nothing less than a global solution 

can cope with it. But Pizer (op cit) continues 

Unless a relevant statute clearly requires otherwise, the President and agencies have latitude to choose between 

domestic and global SCC values for regulatory analysis [including the authority to interpret silent or ambiguous 

statutes under the Chevron doctrine].  Key U.S. Statutes (e.g., Clean Air Act and National Environmental Policy 

Act) refer to global impacts in some sections and do not preclude a Presidential judgment that U.S. interests are best 

served via a global SCC. 
 

While it is true that China has emerged as the greatest emitter of GHGs, the US must nevertheless act vigorously 

to limit its emissions because (1) historical responsibility: 25% of GHGs in the atmosphere originated in the US 

[8]; (2) the US is a major importer from China;  since the end products are consumed here, our lifestyle exploits 

China's use of coal, and thus we bear some responsibility for GHGs emitted in China, increasing our carbon 

footprint as much as 11%  [9]; (3) per capita, the US emits 3 to 4 times the GHGs as the rest of the world does, 

and around 13 times that of the less developed countries; and (4), we must set a good example for the rest of the 

world, for “Even if the U.S. Government cares only about domestic impacts, this potential to leverage foreign 

mitigation supports a domestic SCC estimate augmented by the expected foreign leverage.” [9] 

 

The table on page 8 from R. Tol shows a doubling of CO2 might be globally beneficial, but it obscures the fact 

that there will be winners and losers: what will happen to the losers?  As Tol notes in the same paper,  
… the output of the global economy is concentrated in the temperate zone, where warming reduces heating costs 

and cold-related health problems. Although the world population is concentrated in the tropics, where the initial 

effects of climate change are probably negative, the relatively smaller size of the economy in these areas means 

that—at least over the interval of small increases in global temperatures—gains for the high-income areas of the 

world exceed losses in the low-income areas.[10] 
This represents an enormous transfer of wealth from the losers to the winners – a theft on a scale unprecedented 

in the history of the world.  Because they are poor, the destruction of their livelihoods is undervalued in the 

accounting, but the course of action causing this destruction is seen as a good thing, because the rich countries 

may gain more than the poor lose! 
                                                                                                     Source: http://www.skepticalscience.com/print.php?r=299 
Spencer & Christy's demonstration (1990) that the models did not well predict the temperatures of the 

troposphere, much cited in “denier” literature, was indeed a valuable contribution to understanding how the 

troposphere behaves (which is important to understanding severe weather events), but the temperatures nearer 
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the earth's surface (where we actually live and which affect  ice melting & sea level rise) have been predicted 

well by the models.  On the other hand, arctic ice is melting faster than the models predicted.  Projecting the 

climate 100 years from now is a very complex problem;  more complete data is needed and even supercomputers 

are too limited, and no model will ever be able to predict with certainty improbable but overwhelmingly 

catastrophic events;  but the models keep improving and narrowing the range of  likely outcomes from various 

energy paths humanity might follow.  They are the best tools we have to understand climate change, and we 

ignore their warnings to the immense peril of our grandchildren. 

 

Failing to appropriately tax carbon will lock us into an infrastructure that will assure far more deleterious climate  

outcomes.  The stakes could not be higher, if the science is correct.  We need to be very sure we are right if we 

act contrary to those recommendations.  Today a million or so refugees fleeing the chaos in Syria are more than 

the rest of the planet is ready to absorb: how will we react if a billion people try to flee southeast Asia and 

equatorial Africa made uninhabitable by climate change?  Sadly, the reaction to serial climate-related disasters is 

likely to be more profiteering and escalating barbarity to segregate the losers from the winners. 
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*TSD  Technical Update of the Social Cost of Carbon for Regulatory Impact Analysis under Executive Order 

12866  EPA Nov 2013 

[1] http://switchboard.nrdc.org/blogs/ljohnson/robert_s_pindyck_in_his_own_wo.html 

[2] Nordhaus: http://www.econ.yale.edu/~nordhaus/homepage/documents/DICE_Manual_100413r1.pdf p.54 

[3] (ibid) p.11 
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Robert Chew 
1211 Silver Sage Drive, Apt 6 
Raleigh, NC 27606 
 
January 10, 2015 
 
Joelle Burleson 
Division of Air Quality 
1641 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, NC 27699-1641 
 
Subject:  111(d) 
 
Dear Ms. Burleson and other standing members of the Environmental Management 
Commission, 
 
My name is Rob Chew and I’m a Data Scientist at RTI International in Durham, NC. 
I’m writing to you today because the proposed Standards of Performance for Carbon 
Dioxide (C02) Emissions for Existing Electric Utility Generating Units (EGUs) 
Under Clean Air Act Section 111(d) inadequately represent the EPA’s Clean Power 
Plan for North Carolina.  In addition to not meeting EPA’s requirements, the proposed 
standards could make meeting the CO2 reduction target more difficult and costly by 
narrowly focusing on power plant efficiency. 
 
By relying solely on improving power plant efficiency, North Carolina is missing 
the opportunity to invest in cleaner, lower-cost renewables and residential / 
business energy efficiency initiatives that would create 6,700 new jobs and save 
North Carolina households and businesses $713 million on their electric bills in 
20201,2. 
 
Benefits of Energy Efficiency 

• Energy efficiency is our lowest-cost resource, as electricity savings can be 
achieved at costs well below those of new generation, resulting in lower retail 
electricity bills for homes and businesses. 

• Energy efficiency investments create good-paying jobs as demand increases 
for manufacturers of efficient appliances, construction workers to build 
efficient homes and weatherize existing ones, and skilled technicians to do 
energy audits and install efficient technologies.  

• In addition, as energy bill savings put more money into customers’ 
pocketbooks, there is increased spending on other goods and services—and 
associated job creation—across the economy 

• North Carolina has ample room for improvement – we were rated 28th in 
highest energy efficiency rates as of 20133.  

																																																								
1 In NRDC’s analysis, performed prior to the release of the Clean Power Plan, North Carolina’s 2020 
 
2 NRDC, “New Carbon Pollution Standards Can Save Households $13 Billion on Electric Bills, Create 
274,000 Jobs,” May 2014, www.nrdc.org/air/pollution-standards/statebenefits.asp. 
	
3	Acadia Center analysis of ACEEE Data 
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Benefits of Renewables 

• Wind energy can diversify the economies of rural North Carolina 
communities, adding to the tax base and providing new types of income. Wind 
turbines can add a new source of property value in rural areas that have a hard 
time attracting new industry. 

• Since North Carolina has no indigenous fossil fuel reserves, we must import 
all of the fossil fuels used to generate electricity in the state. Increasing the 
role of wind power in North Carolina's energy mix puts us in a strong position 
to withstand fossil fuel price increases in the future, puts our energy dollars 
back into our economy, and powers the economy without causing pollution, 
generating hazardous wastes, or depleting natural resources. 

• North Carolina’s ability to continue attracting companies in the solar industry, 
create jobs and promote economic development throughout the state is at risk 
unless policy makers act. 

 
If we do not prepare an alternative proposal, the EPA could reject the current proposal 
that does not meet the requirements and impose a plan developed by the EPA.  This 
would be a wasted opportunity for us to have a say in our clean energy future!  I truly 
believe that embracing residential/commercial energy efficiency and renewables will 
significantly benefit present and future residents and help North Carolina remain a 
leader in clean energy and sustainability. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
 
Rob Chew 
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Secretary Donald R. van der Vaart 

North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality 

217 West Jones Street 

Raleigh, NC 27603 

January 15, 2016 

Dear Secretary van der Vaart, 

Many business leaders are deeply concerned about the threat posed by climate change. While the 

Clean Power Plan is not a perfect solution, it is an important step in the right direction. The 

undersigned businesses view Clean Power Plan compliance as a significant opportunity for 

economic growth in North Carolina. We are well positioned to create new jobs while improving 

and expanding industries that enjoy a competitive advantage in our state. We strongly support a 

robust stakeholder process and the creation of a State Implementation Plan that will allow North 

Carolina to achieve its emissions reductions targets while minimizing costs and maximizing 

economic benefits. 

Our neighbors in South Carolina have made strategic, pro-business choices with regards to Clean 

Power Plan implementation. Despite opposing the plan at the state level, their state government 

has engaged businesses in a robust stakeholder process to develop an opportunity-oriented 

implementation plan. Such contingency planning is a smart strategic choice for North Carolina. 

We urge the NC Department of Environmental Quality to allow our state to have a robust 

stakeholder process involving business or rigorously consider what implementation options are 

best for business interests and economic development. Introducing a “Plan to Fail” will scare 

investors away from our state and hurt our economy. This is a bad strategic and economic choice 

that serves a narrow set of interests at the expense of the many. 

The undersigned businesses have deep concerns about the State Implementation Plan proposed 

by the NC DEQ. We understand that the NC DEQ’s plan has been designed to fail so that North 

Carolina can be the first state in the nation to sue the EPA and challenge the constitutionality of 

the Clean Power Plan. We find this approach to be foolish and shortsighted. The NC DEQ’s 

approach is likely to raise the costs of compliance while missing a major opportunity to drive 

economic growth. Here are our specific concerns with the proposed North Carolina State 

Implementation Plan: 

1. We believe that the proposed State Implementation Plan is likely to be rejected by EPA 

as insufficient, which will lead to an almost certain federal takeover of North Carolina’s 

Clean Power Plan. This creates considerable uncertainty about the future business 

environment while substituting the judgment of local stakeholders here in North Carolina 

for unelected bureaucrats in Washington.   

2. The proposed State Implementation Plan, which is likely to be rejected, misses an 

opportunity to maximize the economic benefit of compliance through the creation of new 

industries. North Carolina is uniquely positioned to become a global leader in renewable 

energy, energy efficiency, and other industries of the future. The Clean Power Plan 

provides an exceptional opportunity to stimulate the growth of these industries. 
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3. The proposed State Implementation Plan, once rejected, could raise the cost of 

compliance, as the Federal plan will not be optimized to North Carolina’s unique 

generation mix and local ecosystem. These costs would likely be passed onto businesses, 

thus depressing economic activity. 

We strongly urge the NC DEQ to abandon its “Plan to Fail” and to immediately launch a 

robust stakeholder process as a first step towards creating a State Implementation Plan that 

will allow North Carolina to achieve its emissions targets while minimizing costs of 

compliance and maximizing economic benefits.   

We hope that you will do whatever you can to ensure that we address climate change as a 

growing threat to North Carolina’s citizens, businesses, and way of life. 

Sincerely, 

Lloyd Smith, Founder  

Cortech Solutions, Inc 

Wilmington 

Scott Johnson, Chairman 

Cape Fear Economic Development Council 

Wilmington 

Laura Ballance, Co-Owner 

Merge Records 

Durham 

Peter Krull, President 

Krull & Company 

Asheville 

Daniel Whittaker, Owner 

Green Planet Catering 

Raleigh 

Les Stewart, Head Brewer 

Trophy Brewing Company 

Raleigh 

Stew Miller, President 

Yes! Solar Solutions 

Cary 

Mike Ruck, Owner 

Rain Water Solutions 

Raleigh 

Andrew Scharfenberg, Logistics Czar 

Steel String Craft Brewery 

Carrboro 

Jenn Vervier, Sustainability Director 

New Belgium Brewing 

Asheville 

Lin Peterson, Co-Founder 

Locals Seafood 

Raleigh 

Eric Henry, Owner 

T.S. Designs 

Burlington 

Mary Farley, co-owner 

Native Landscapes Inc. 

Wilmington 

Margi & Doug Erickson, Owners 

C.W. Worth House Bed & Breakfast 

Wilmington 

John Davis, Co-Owner 

Mack and Mack, Inc. 

Greensboro 

Kimberlie Meeker, Owner 

Runologie 

Raleigh 

Mark Englander, Owner 

Charlotte Energy Solutions 

Charlotte 

David Meeker, Owner 

Carpenter Real Estate  

Raleigh 
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Chris Powers, Co-Owner 

Busy Bee Café,  

Raleigh 

David Lockwood, Co-Owner 

State of Beer 

Raleigh 

Dale Batchelor, Owner 

Gardener by Nature LLC 

Raleigh 

Dave Schwartz, owner 

Cardinal Canoe 

Greenville 

Michael Tiemann, President 

Manifold Recording, Inc. 

Pittsboro  

Jesse and Steven Kaufmann, Owners 

Open Sky 

Hillsborough 

Jasmine Shoshanna, Owner 

Jasmine's Gardens 

Boone 

Marie Montemurro, Co-Owner 

Lovey's Natural Foods & Café 

Wilmington 

Bryan Rooney, Founding Partner  

Triangle Adventure Outfitters 

Cary 

Bepi Pinner, President 

Ninth Street Dance, Inc. 

Durham 

Pete Flood, Owner 

The Folding Boat Company 

Holly Springs 

Tommy George, Proprietor 

Pasta & Provisions 

Charlotte 

Tim Songer, President and Founder 

Interactive Knowledge 

Charlotte 

Bob Binner, Owner 

WoodTech Interiors, Inc. 

Charlotte 

Maria Kingery, Co-Founder 

Southern Energy Management 

Raleigh 

Franzi Charen, Co-owner 

Hip Replacements Clothing 

Asheville 

Ranald Totten, Publisher 

WhatsOnWilmington 

Wilmington 

Erik Lensch, Managing Director 

Entropy Solar Integrators 

Chapel Hill 

Patrick Cowden, Executive Chef 

The Pharmacy Café 

Raleigh 

Joel Olsen, CEO 

O2 EMC 

Cornelius 

Erin Whittle, President 

Erin Whittle Photography 

Wilmington 

Sean Degnan, Co-Owner 

Buku 

Raleigh 

Siobhan Southern, Co-Owner 

It Takes Tu 

Raleigh 

Julie Halas Gros, Executive Vice President 

Imex Management 

Charlotte 

Burwell Ware, General Manager 

Caption Perfect 

Chapel Hill  
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My name is Mani Berenji and I’m an Occupational and Environmental Medicine Physician at 
Duke University. Thank you for the opportunity to speak tonight. I’m here representing myself, 
but do support local environmental groups (including the Sierra Club and the Medical 
Advocates for Health Air/Clean Air Carolina).  I’m here today to speak about the impacts of 
climate change on people’s health. As a clinician, I have seen first-hand the impacts of climate 
change on our population. I have had many patients who have had multiple  exacerbations of 
their asthma condition. I have seen a rise in the number of insect-born diseases. Climate change 
raises the ambient  temperatures and makes air pollution worse, impacting our lung function, 
our circulation, and our immunity.  This phenomena affects all of us, but especially the young, 
the old, the poor,  and the ill. It also impacts those who are disadvantaged. The Clean Power 
Plan is a step in the right direction. It will not only reduce carbon pollution, but will also reduce 
other harmful pollutants that cause respiratory and cardiovascular disease. Annually, it will 
prevent up to 3,600 premature U.S. deaths, 90,000 asthma attacks in children and the nation's 
students and workers will miss 300,000 fewer school and work days by 2030. So the answer is 
clear. We need a robust Clean Power Plan to lead us one step closer towards cleaning our air so 
future generations of North Carolinians can continue to lead healthy productive lives. Thank 
you. 
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[Transcript of testimony given in Raleigh, December l7, 2015, at the public hearing RE the 
McCrory administration’s draft Clean Power Plan] 
 
Good evening! My name is Karen Richardson Dunn.  I am a minister with the United Church of 
Christ, and I am speaking on behalf of Creation Care Alliance, a faith-based environmental 
sustainability organization in Asheville, NC. 
 
I believe that, despite the political divisiveness that exists among us, we, as North Carolinians, 
share a common core value: love for our children and the desire for the best possible lives for 
them.  I also believe that whether we come down on the side of environmental activism or 
climate change denial, none of us can deny that our children’s well-being is tied inextricably to 
the well-being of our shared home, the earth. 
 
As did so many of  you here, I had the luxury of growing up believing  -- and taking for granted -- 
that the earth was stable, essentially unchanging, and the endless source of everything that was 
necessary to sustain life.  But this is not the reality that my children or your children are 
inheriting.  Their earth is a place of rising carbon dioxide levels, rising temperatures, rising sea 
levels. They do not have the luxury of taking this earth for granted, because their earth has 
become a problem to be solved, a crisis to be averted.  And what a terrible shame this is. 
 
I know, from having talked with my own children and the children of many other parents, that 
they are frightened and confused about their future, because they are frightened and confused 
as to the future of this planet.  They don’t understand why we, and those who have gone before 

us, have allowed the earth to become so imperilled to begin with.  They don’t understand why 

we, the trusted adults in their lives, are doing so little to stop or reverse this crisis.  More, our 
children don’t understand why we ask them to act with responsibility and accountability, when 
we have acted with so little of either in regards to this issue. 
 
The Clean Power Plan offers us three powerful, critical choices: to take responsibility, right here, 
right now, for our planet, and for our children’s future, or to abdicate that responsibility, and pass 
the buck.   It offers us the choice as to whether our children will inherit a healthy, sustainable 
earth or an irreversibly diseased planet.  It offers us the choice as to whether we will model for 
our children hope, and integrity, and radical responsibility, or model cynicism and radical 
irresponsibility. 
 
Speaking for those who cannot speak for themselves, I urge you, Govern McCrory, members of 
the McCrory administration, our political and environmental leaders -- all of us here -- to make 
the right choices.  Because what we do unto his planet, we do unto our children and to 
ourselves.  I believe that together, through a just Clean Power Plan, we have a chance to make  
this right.   
 
So let’s make this right. 
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Habitat	  for	  Humanity	  of	  North	  Carolina	  
323	  W.	  Jones	  Street	  

Suite	  501	  
Raleigh	  NC	  27603	  
919.390.1660	  

www.habitatnc.org	  

	  

	  

	  

Mr. Chris Carter 
Members, Environmental Management Commission 
 
 
December 17, 2015 
 
Dear Mr. Carter,  
 
Seeking to put God’s love into action, Habitat for Humanity brings people together to build 
homes, communities and hope. Habitat for Humanity International operates in more than 95 
countries around the world, building and repairing homes at no profit for those in need.   

Habitat started in North Carolina in 1983. Today, 70 Habitat for Humanity affiliates operate 
across North Carolina. Collectively, we have built or rehabbed more than 7,500 homes, and have 
revitalized neighborhoods throughout North Carolina, performing critical repairs on an 
additional 1,700 homes. North Carolina produces more Habitat housing than any state in the 
nation, with the exception of Florida and Texas.  

Environmental stewardship and sustainability are a part of Habitat’s core principles. Energy 
efficiency in the homes we build is one measure our commitment to responsible homebuilding.  

Our homeowners are considered low or very low income, and so we strive to make Habitat 
homes as affordable to maintain as possible. In North Carolina, half of our 70 affiliates build 
System Vision, energy-efficient certified homes—primarily because energy efficient homes save 
homeowners money.   

Hence, we were disappointed to learn that the Department of Environmental Quality’s proposed 
implementation plan under the Clean Power Plan does nothing to promote or incentivize 
additional investments in energy efficiency for low-income communities. If made, these 
investments would not only reduce carbon pollution,	  but would also pay immediate dividends by 
saving consumers money on their power bills. 

The EPA’s Clean Power Plan includes an optional program, the Clean Energy Incentive Program 
(CEIP), to incentivize low-income energy efficiency. As you know, under the CEIP, North 
Carolina could get “extra credit” for investments in energy efficiency that benefit low income 
populations, making it easier to comply with the Plan’s carbon pollution reduction targets. 
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Habitat	  for	  Humanity	  of	  North	  Carolina	  
323	  W.	  Jones	  Street	  

Suite	  501	  
Raleigh	  NC	  27603	  
919.390.1660	  

www.habitatnc.org	  

We think it is especially important to take advantage of this program so that more of our most 
vulnerable neighbors can expect to pay less for their energy needs.  

We believe that when these investments are made, we can expect to see an increase in local 
economic activity, through sales of solar panels, efficient electric devices, insulation, and related 
goods and through increased jobs associated with audits, installations, and related activity.  

States that do not opt-in to the CEIP risk losing out to those that do, leaving Habitat NC and 
other affordable housing providers without additional resources to invest in cost-saving energy 
efficiency upgrades for those we serve. We would ask DEQ to work with Habitat for Humanity 
and other affordable housing advocates to craft and implement a plan that meets the needs of our 
hardworking, low-income communities. Such a plan would then reflect Habitat for Humanity’s 
commitment to affordable housing, sustainability, and human dignity. 

Sincerely yours,  

 

Greg Kirkpatrick 
Executive Director & President 
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January 15, 2016 

Electronic Delivery: 
daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov 

Mail Delivery: 
Ms. Joelle Burleson 
Division of Air Quality 
1641 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1641 

EDGECOMBE GENCO, LLC 

Attention: Proposed Rule 15A NCAC 02D .2700, Standards of Performance for Existing Electric Utility 
Generating Units under Clean Air Act Section 111( d) 

Dear Ms. Burleson: 

Edgecombe Genco, LLC (Edgecombe) welcomes the opportunity to comment on North Carolina 
Department of Environmental Quality's (DEQ's) proposed Standards of Performance for Existing Electric 
Utility Generating Units Under Clean Air Act Section 111 ( d) (Proposed Rule). Edgecombe operates a coal
fired cogeneration unit in Battleboro, NC, which provides environmental value through reducing the 
need for operating less efficient industrial boilers. 

Edgecombe has found areas within the proposed rule that appear to be counteractive to efficient plant 
modifications and operations needed to achieve the emissions reductions contained in the performance 
standards, as well as points of possible clarification in the rule. In addition, Edgecombe supports any 
opportunity to promote economic efficiency in concert with emissions reductions. Our more detailed 
comments on each of these areas follow. 

ATTACHMENT A - PROPOSED RULES 

Applicability - 15A NCAC 020 .2701 (b) 

The language in 15A NCAC 020 .2701(b) is unclear. The rule implies that electric generating units (EGU) 
are applicable to the rule if they meet the following criteria: 

1. Serve a generator connected to a utility power distribution system with a nameplate capacity of 
25 MW-net or greater and capable of selling greater than 25 MW of electricity; 

2. Have a base load rating or design heat input capacity greater than 250 MMBtu/hr or greater 
heat input of fossil fuel either alone or in combination with any other fuel; and 

3. Are stationary combustion turbines that meet the definition of either a natural gas combined 
cycle or combined heat and power combustion turbine. 

This could be construed to imply that EGUs which do not use combined cycle turbines are not subject to 
this rule. DEQ should incorporate the entire EGU applicability statement from 40 CFR 60.5845 and 
exemptions in 60.5850. DEQ should also use the definition of "Affected EGU" in 15A NCAC 020 .2702 for 
the applicability statement in 020 .2701(b). 
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Definitions - 15A NCAC 020 .2702 

The definition of "Net Generation" in lSA NCAC 020 .2702(15) refers to the definition of "Net Electric 
Output" as defined in 40 CFR 60.5880. This definition does not account for steam or other useful 
thermal energy. DEQ should change this definition to refer to "Net Energy Output" as defined in 40 CFR 
60.5880, in order to include useful thermal energy. 

The definition of "Heat Input" in 020 .2702(8) refers to an unspecified amount of time, making the 
definition ambiguous. The definition should read: 

"Heat input" from fuel is determined by multiplying the higher heating value of the fuel times the 
amount of fuel consumed over a specified time period. 

Standards of Performance - 15A NCAC 020 .2703 

15A NCAC 020 .2703 lists two (2) units for Edgecombe. However, Edgecombe operates four (4) boilers, 
each an affected unit under the proposed rule. Generator Unit 1 is served by boilers ES-1-lA and ES 
-1-lB, and boilers ES-2-2A and ES-2-28 provide steam to Generator Unit 2. Please change the unit list in 
020 .2703 to list all four boilers, with appropriate unit IDs, for the Edgecome Genco - Battleboro facility, 
as listed in Attachment B, Page B-172. 

Monitoring, Recordkeeping and Reporting - 15A NCAC 020 .2705 

Finally, the reporting requirements in lSA NCAC 020 .2705(f) are nebulously defined in the proposed 
rule. DEQ should specify the following: 

• Whether all facilities are required to report, or only those with requirements under the rule; 
• If reporting is per unit or for the whole facility; 
• If reporting is based on 40 CFR Part 75 monitoring or other requirements. 

Additionally, DEQ should include useful thermal energy in the reported parameters in 020 .270S(f)(1), 
as a significant part of the Edgecombe facility's output is in thermal energy. 

Also, some of the terms in 020 .2705(f) are ambiguously defined, including: 

• Net Electrical Generation -This should be changed to "Net Generation" in order to include 
useful thermal energy produced. 

• Gross Electrical Generation -This term is not defined in the proposed rule. Edgecombe 
proposes the following definition for use in this rule: Gross Electrical Generation means the total 
electricity produced by an EGU, including usage within the plant. 

• Gross Electrical Generation - As with the "Net Electrical Generation" term discussed above, 
"Gross Electrical Generation" should be changed to "Gross Generation" in order to include both 
plant electricity usage and useful thermal energy produced. 

• Forced or Operational Outages - These terms are not defined in the proposed rule. DEQ should 
provide definitions for these terms in lSA NCAC 020 .2702. In order to clarify the requirement, 
DEQ should revise condition 020 .2705(f)(2)(B) as follows: 

Forced or operational outages of equipment related to the BSER measures lasting longer than ten 
days, the corresponding time period, and the reason(s) why; 

• lSA NCAC 020 .2705(f)(2)(C) is not clearly presented. Edgecombe suggests revising the 
condition as follows: 
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Instances where operational procedures associated with the BSER measures were not followed for 
a period lasting longer than ten days and the reason(s) why; 

ATTACHMENT B - SUPPORTING BASIS COMPILATION 

Boiler Classification 

On Page B-172, DEQ describes the boilers at the Edgecombe facility as "coal, natural gas, No. 2 fuel oil, 
No. 4 fuel oil, tire derived fuel (TDF), wood chip-fired electric steam generating boilers." Edgecombe 
would like to clarify that these boilers are primarily coal-fired, and are permitted to burn the other listed 
fuels as supplemental fuels only. Edgecombe requests that DEQ modify this section to describe the non
coal fuels as "supplemental." 

Administrative Updates 

Edgecombe requests that DEQ make an administrative change to Page B-172, to change "Unit 1" and 
"Unit 2" to "Generator Unit 1" and "Generator Unit 2" respectively. Please use the boiler IDs in this 
section to populate the table in lSA NCAC 020 .2703, rather than the current listing of only two units, as 
discussed in the Attachment A section of this letter . 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

We wish to express our appreciation for the opportunity to submit comments. If you have any questions 
on these comments, please contact Mr. Slate Thompson of Edgecombe at (252) 442-1235, extension 402. 

Sincerely, 

POWER PLANT MANAGEMENTS SERVICES, LLC 

lJJL1<ifl 
William Smith 

Projects General Manager 
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Good Afternoon Ladies, and Gentlemen, and member’s of 
the Press 

 

My name is Debra Baker and I live in Belmont NC. and GG Allen Coal 

Fired power plant is my neighbor.   

My husband and I moved to Belmont in April of 1996, expecting our first 

child, and buying our first home. 

We were very concerned about the Power plant, however, were told there 

were not any problems with the plant because it was monitored, and put 

through  many environmental testing.  We believed it! 

 

My husband Jack L. Baker, who was healthy when we moved in, started 

experiencing problems with severe breathing, and lung problem’s when our 

son was about 6. 

 

We were told it was Respiratory Bronchiolitist  Interstitial lung disease 

something you acquire environmentally, might I add he did not smoke…. 

So the journey began, in and out of hospitals, medicines, and breathing 

treatments, with oxygen constantly towards the end.  My husband passed 

away on June 9th of 2008…… Jack was only 46 years old, way too young to 

lose his life, not to mention my Son Charlie, was only 11 years old, and now 

I was a widow. 

 

Charlie also has had health problems off and on, pneumonia, bad allergies, 

with numerous bronchitis infections, and nosebleeds, one  that he 

experienced just this past Monday night…..Last year September 22nd, I had a 

heart attack at the gym, no red flags, and no past family history. 

 

In April of 2015 I received a certified letter with my water test results.  My 

vanadium level was 12.6 and my hexavalent chromium was 0.90.  This was 

the day I started questioning everything that had happened in the last 19 

years.  So many question’s  and thoughts went through my mind!  Did this 

help kill my husband? Did it make my Son sick? How many times did my son 

drink from the hose pipe, or did we get ice from the icemaker? Did it cause 

me to have a heart attack out of nowhere?? 
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Duke told us in 1996 that they were a good company, and cared about their 

neighbors, now have they contaminated our water, and made so many sick. 

We have had 4 deaths on our road in the last 7 months…… Three  had 

cancer, 1 died of a major heart attack only 43 years old!  Something is 

definitely not right here….. 

 

I have heard so many stories of when the coal ash fell looking like snow, 

landing on the cars, the boats, and the outdoor patio furniture... You could 

not hang your clothes out to dry because of the coal ash.  Still to this day I 

get a black residue on my sidewalks, and driveway... 

 

Governor McCrory’s current plan does nothing to help the communities that 

are most affected by the byproducts of dirty energy.  We must complete the 

transition from harmful fossil fuels.  And that is why Governor McCrory 

needs to put forth a real plan that reduces harmful carbon pollution. 

 

Our water and air are precious resources and once contaminated, this can 

be impossible to correct.  The Clean Power Plan will allow North Carolina 

to build upon our proud tradition of working together to clean up air 

pollution, retire dirty energy, and protect all of our communities. 

 

Thank you for your time today, and listening  to my story and concern’s. 

 

Sincerely, 

Debra A. Baker 

704-840-8026 
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Clean Power Plan Hearing Testimony before NC DEQ 

Self-Help Credit Union, 301 W. Main Street, Durham NC 27701. www.Self-Help.org 

Presented by Melissa Malkin-Weber, Sustainability Director 

I’m here with the Self Help Credit Union. We have 17 retail branches across NC. 

Self-Help was founded in 1980. Our mission is to promote and support economic development, with a 

focus on low/moderate income families and rural communities. We provide small business loans, home 

loans and community facilities loans, including charter school loans. Since 1980, we have provided over 

46.8 billion dollars in financing to over 100,000 families and businesses.  As we learn, we branch out to 

increase our impact for the people we serve. For example, we became the first North Carolina charter 

school lender because we saw that low-income and often rural families needed high quality education 

alternatives to serve students not succeeding in their traditional public schools. 

Self-Help is pleased to provide comment here on the proposed rule. Specifically we would like to express 

our support for this opportunity to share stakeholder input.    

I’d also like to focus on an opportunity to expand the benefits of the Clean Power Plan to the state by 

investing in energy efficiency.  

Like our interest in charter schools, Self-Help’s interest in energy efficiency emerged as an added way to 

serve our members. We know that low and moderate income families often face very high energy bills 

because they can’t afford to make investments in energy efficiency that are available to higher income 

families. Low income families on average spend 13% of their take-home pay on energy costs, nearly 

double the national average.1 

We also know that it does not have to be that way. With innovative methods of financing, energy 

efficiency can be accessible to even low and moderate income people. For example Self-Help has  

invested 22.1 million dollars in a portfolio of energy efficiency loans to Oregon homeowners who repay 

that loan with a line item on their utility bill.  With this innovative “On Bill Repayment” method their out 

of pocket costs are the same or lower than before they improved their homes, their homes are more 

valuable, and they get the benefits of improved indoor environmental quality. 

I am here today because Self-Help Credit Union seeks to connect our lending experience to broader 

public policy impacts. We’d like to work with DEQ to extend the benefits of energy efficiency to more NC 

families.  

In serving our members, we have come to understand renewable energy as an engine of economic 

growth for rural NC. As we educated ourselves, we grew our investment to over 75 million dollars in 

loans to utility scale solar farms across North Carolina. 

What are the components of that economic engine? The solar industry has created thousands of 

construction jobs in which skilled laborers go from site to site in a relatively small region of the state and 

                                                           
1 LIHEAP Home Energy Notebook For Fiscal Year 2011. US Department of Health and Human Services. Accessed 

1/5/16 at https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/ocs/fy2011_hen_final.pdf 
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are employed year by the same subcontractors. These job skills are both portable and high value. Our 

borrowers have seen some of their crew members obtain solar certifications, begin to work around the 

state, rise to site supers and then start their own crews. Solar provided these laborers with a path to a 

solid career that can be taken anywhere in the world where solar is installed. There are dozens if not 

hundreds of jobs created in support industries, from materials and equipment suppliers, 

transport, inspecting engineers to auditors, appraisers, technical designers, QC providers and utility 

interconnection crews.   

Renewable energy provides tax base that can mean hundreds of thousands in new county 
revenue that can go to infrastructure and other essential county services.  Landowners who 
lease their land to solar farms diversify their revenues, while retaining possession of the land 
for the future. The racking for the solar is not even installed in concrete.  You could pull up the 
array and farm the land the next day. 
 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment and again Self-Help would be glad to work with DEQ to help 

extend the economic benefits of energy efficiency to more North Carolina businesses and families.  
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Comments Submitted on behalf of: 
Evan Auld, Energy QA and the Building Performance industry of North 
Carolina.  
 
Evauld@energyqa.com 

 
 
Good Evening, thank you for the opportunity to testify on behalf of my 

profession, company, and industry.  My name is Evan Auld, I am a 
professional energy rater and sustainable building consultant, and program 
manager at Energy QA.  I have a Bachelor of Applied Science in 
Sustainable technology and development from Appalachian State.  I am 
certified to rate homes and buildings on 4 major green building standards, 
including LEED, Energy Star, and one of the few truly qualified 
professionals to conduct the minimally required energy testing and 
modeling on new construction. 

I want to take this opportunity to call on the McCrory administration 
and all related stakeholders to fully support, and even attempt to surpass 
the tenets of the clean power plan.   I have heard many points advocating 
the clean power plan and just as many denouncing it.  What I have not 
heard is the opportunity for economic growth and job creation the plan 
provides our construction industry.  The plan provides 3 core avenues to 
help curb our power plant emissions.  One of those tenets is the adoption 
of renewable energy generation.  I’d like to offer for consideration the 
unequivocal best form of renewable energy: Building performance and 
usage efficiency.   

Very Few think of efficiency as a renewable resource, but dollar for 
dollar upgrading our usage efficiency has the largest return on investment 
compared to investing in new PV or Wind generation, or tightening down on 
coal fired efficiencies.  Currently our building industry is driving backwards 
as the market rewards those who can build the fastest regardless of the 
quality thereby ballooning maintenance and operational costs to new 
owners.   thousands of homes built by builder’s committed to quality are up 
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against the track builders who steamroll quality in pursuit of quantity.  This 
culture is systemic to the construction industry.  My industry is slowly 
growing and is already a 2 billion dollar a year industry as determined by 
researchers at UNC in conjunction with NC building performance 
association.  They project triple that if more initiatives, such as this, are 
adopted and strengthened.   

I helped start Energy QA 2 years ago. we now successfully ensure 
builders who build to quality get their message out there to homeowners 
without washing the facts, and even get rewarded through rebates and 
appraisals. Our integrity hasn’t come without cost and obstacles because of 
the current attitudes of the construction industry towards efficiency and 
performance.  Supporting the clean power plan’s renewables option via 
building efficiency as a compliance route will finally help galvanize the 
building performance industry.  thousands of contractors, experts and 
generations of those entering the workforce will be able succeed and 
flourish.   

Money is coming for these initiatives nationally and globally. 
Combined with the money saved through building efficiency, a swift 
payback period for everyone: business, owners, consumers, Utilities, and 
the state economy is guaranteed.  To support this is to support the North 
Carolina economy, businesses, consumers, and as for this professional 
here before you is concerned; to support my job and the jobs of the 
potentially thousands of north carolinians set to be created by stronger 
renewables initiatives.  Thank you.  
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My name is Keith Wilson. I am an Independent voter and NC taxpayer.  

I am speaking to you as both a tree hugger and business person. 

I am disappointed in our state’s position on the Clean Power Plan and advocate moving the ball 
further down the path of renewable energy than the plan is required to do. 

I say this as per the 2015 Global Risks Report prepared by the World Economic Forum, the 
two greatest risks noted by member organizations over the next 10 years are 

(1) Global Water Crisis and  

(2) Failure to act on climate change 

The need to move to renewable energy is more than a climate change issue, it is a water 

issue. As noted by the excellent Charlotte Observer series last month, we have global, 

national and regional water crisis, which will only be made worse by climate change. 

Water is the new oil.  

In the Observer series, it noted that Duke Energy loses about 1%- 2% of water on a daily basis 
when creating power from the Catawba River using fossil fuel and nuclear energy. The water is 
lost through dissipated steam. 

At a conference called “Our Water: An Uncertain Future” last month, the director of Duke’s 

Water Strategy noted that Duke Energy includes climate change impact in their water 

projection models. He noted that they expect to lose an additional 11% of reservoir water 
due to more evaporation from climate change. 

Per Duke’s projections, the Catawba River cannot support the growth in the Metro 

Charlotte area without change. 

The move from water intensive fossil fuel and nuclear energy to renewable energy is key, as 
solar and wind energy need not be water reliant to create power. 

Man-influenced climate change will only make our water problem worse. 

From a business standpoint, there are several reasons why the move to renewable energy is 
key.  

The fossil fuel industry likes to tout jobs and impact on people in poverty as drawbacks to 
the move. These are shortsighted reasons, as solar and wind energy jobs are growing like 
gangbusters with double digit growth.  On the cost of energy being higher, that is also 
shortsighted as well and is using the wrong equation. 

The cost of production of renewables continues to fall and wind energy is the most cost 
effective source in the UK and Germany, right now. But, that is not the right equation.  

A total cost equation will look at the present value cost of production,  

V-117 A-207



- plus healthcare,  
- plus environmental degradation,  
- plus water loss,  
- plus litigation,  
- plus maintenance of coal ash sites. 

When these total costs are compared, my guess is the result will easily favor renewable 

energy. 

Further, companies like Apple, Facebook and Google are relocating power intensive data 
centers to NC due to our solar energy success and incentives. These companies are attracted 
to innovation. 

************************************************************************************************* 

So, the tree hugger in me says you better be concerned about our water and what climate 
change will do to it. 

The business person in me says, the better bet is on renewables.  

Let me close that this is not just a progressive issue. Per a ClearPath survey of conservative 
voters, 75% favor a move down the path of renewable energy.  

It is time our state and national leaders caught on to this desire.  

My strong recommendation is to improve the Clean Power Plan and stop wasting taxpayer 
money on the shortsighted EPA lawsuit.  
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The issue before us is simple.  We combust excessive amounts of 
fossil fuel, we pollute our atmosphere with giga tons of carbon dioxide, 
methane and toxic chemicals. These uncontrolled toxic emissions are 
so overwhelming that we are changing our present climate, we are 
altering basic chemical and biological pathways of our world 
ocean, and we are subjecting millions of people born and unborn 
to preventable diseases and unfulfilled destinies.  
 
As a former oceanographer and current practicing physician in New 
Hanover County, the present affects of climate change are visible 
everyday.  
 
Oceanographic Impacts: 

 
In New Hanover County everyone sees them as they drive north of town. 
Few realize what the dead trees along Smith Creek are telling us.  The 
acres of dead cypress and tupelo trees lining Smith Creek are clear 
evidence of the effects of the melting of land-based glaciers in Greenland, 
Asia and Antarctica. Glacial melting combined with thermal expansion of 
seawater causes more frequent high tide flooding along the Cape Fear 
River.  These once vibrant fresh water forests, which were once filled with 
freshwater crayfish, are now transitional salt-water marshes - populated 
by saltwater hermit crabs.  These silent dead trees are signaling us that 
our ocean is rising and that climate change is here. 
 
In 1960 high tide flooding along Water Street on the Wilmington waterfront 
happened on just one occasion. Since 1960, with increasing atmospheric 
temperatures our sea level has risen and high tide flooding in these same 
areas has increased to 71 flood days yearly. Annual projected flood days 
for 2045 are estimated to be 343—almost a five-fold increase and almost 
everyday. 

 
While our elected Congressional leaders in Washington are ignoring 
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climate change, in Raleigh our governor, our Department of 
Environmental Quality and Duke Power are holding back room 
meetings and are spending state money and resources on suing the 
federal government over the EPA’s Clean Power Plan. While Raleigh 
sleeps and obstructs more enlightened southern cities like Miami 
and Charleston are spending hundreds of millions of dollars 
protecting their communities from the same high tide flooding, the 
same rising sea. 
 
As climate change accelerates, the acidity of ocean water increases. 
Surface water acidification has increased by 30% in the last several 
centuries threatening the base of marine food chains and presently 
established pathways of ocean chemistry. Without action to curb 
atmospheric carbon dioxide levels, chemical oceanographers predict an 
additional increase of seawater acidity by 150 percent.  Ocean plankton, 
our planets most prolific life form, the basis of the marine food chains that 
sustain us, is highly sensitive to acidification. Significant alterations in 
plankton abundance or species composition will be catastrophic for 
the marine food chain and global food supplies, threatening global 
advancement and security. 
 
Rather than relying on North Carolina’s history of rising to the 
occasion and leading the nation in scientific innovation our state 
leadership is sending in lawyers to hold back the rising tide.  
 
Health Impacts: 
 
While the effects of climate change on our global economy and marine 
environment are enormous, the present health impacts on North 
Carolinians are more direct and much more personal.    
 
The negative health costs of relying on the excess combustion of 
fossil fuels in our present power system are never calculated into 
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the true cost of burning coal and natural gas.   
 
We have state officials publically stating that our present system is 
mandatory for economic advancement but no state officials 
accurately telling us the costs of their actions on public health in 
North Carolina. 
 
 
Particulate matter, nitrous oxide and volatile organic acids released in 
fossil fuel power generation are the main components of air pollution. 
Across all age groups air pollution contributes to a myriad of health 
problems including cardiopulmonary disease, cancer, diabetes, high 
blood pressure, stroke, brain disorders, asthma and fetal demise.  
 
With no safe exposure limits for these dangerous chemicals, every 
family in North Carolina is affected by bad air at present levels and 
even more so in future years. 

 
How bad is our present air?  The truth is that North Carolina Air 
Quality officials have no idea what the air quality is in metropolitan 
New Hanover County. They have had no idea for over 12 years. 
 
Twelve years ago NC DAQ moved our PM 2.5 monitor from the YMCA on 
Market Street to Holly Shelter Road over 11 miles from where the majority 
of the people in New Hanover County work and raise their families.   
 
Wilmington and New Hanover County have grown markedly, NCDAQ has 
not taken a single PM 2.5 sample where we actually live in over 12 years.  
Our distant monitor (recording the direct air quality of alligators, bobcats 
and bears rather than people) is often off line (not operating) or provides 
truncated (incomplete date).  Today our monitor was once again off line. 
Yesterday it provided incomplete data.  This is a reoccurring pattern for a 
poorly located and poorly functioning air monitor that is designed to 

V-121 A-211



protect public health of Wilmington and New Hanover County. 
 
While the medical literature finds more and more disease states 
linked to lower and lower pollution levels, our leaders in Raleigh are 
working to remove air quality monitors and weaken air quality 
regulations - monitors and regulations that are presently saving 
lives.  
 
As sea levels rise and as citizens suffer from avoidable air 
pollution, North Carolina officials and Duke Power are delaying 
critical action on climate change with legal maneuvers and political 
posturing. They are spending more on litigation and mitigation 
than they are spending on science based innovation.  

 
Our Smith Creek salt-water marsh speaks of our present.  Our US EPA 
Clean Power Plan speaks to our future.  
 
Dr. Robert Parr   
Board Member Medical Advocates for Healthy Air 
6706 Falcon Pointe Road 
Wilmington, North Carolina 28411 
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December 3, 2015 

Joelle Burleson   

North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural Resources  

Raleigh, NC  

 

Dear Ms. Burleson: 

 

I am a scientist (Sustainable Development and Anthropology) and Professor 

Emeritus at Appalachian State, retired, after 44 years of teaching young North 

Carolinians about the way the world works. President Obama’s Clean Power plan 

is a good first step to stopping climate change, which, besides nuclear weapons, is 

the only other potentially existential problem for Planet Erath. I urge you to 

recognize this, and design a North Carolina version of the President’s plan that 

complies with this first step, and leads to even more effective steps for protecting 

our world’s future. To design such steps is what scientists do. This is why scientists 

and political leaders from literally all over this world are gathering in Paris, France, 

as we consider our state’s reaction to the crisis of climate change.    

 

I am painfully aware of our state utility, Duke Energy’s, 15-year Integrated 

Resource Plan (IRP) which intends to double down on natural gas and nuclear 

power, which will be a disaster for our state environmentally, and will cost more 

money than I can imagine. Two things seem unavoidable if you put forth an 

energy plan for our state that is based on Duke’s current, 2015, IRP. First, is that 

nuclear power is an anachronism of the 1950’s which costs so much now that a 

nuclear plant is highly unlikely ever to be completed in our state. To try to saddle 

you and me and our families to pay for this technology through CWIP 

(Construction Work In Progress) is a mistake of gigantic proportions. My financial 

nightmare scenario is that Duke will start down the 10-year path of building a 

nuclear power plant, and then have to abandon the half-completed project when 

cost overruns make completion impossible, leaving us customers with much 

higher utility bills for years, and nothing to show for it.    

 

Second, replacing coal with natural gas, I have found from the latest scientific 

research (Schneising 2014, Howard 2015, Howarth 2015, and Shindell 2012) 
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makes it clear that natural gas, especially shale gas, can easily be double the GHG 

(Greenhouse Gas) emissions of coal. While natural gas only emits 60% of the CO2 

as coal when burned, good, but the leakage of methane in the extraction and 

storage  phases makes natural gas, either conventional or shale gas, worse than 

coal. So, to plan 10,000 or 11,000 MW of new natural gas capacity over the next 

15 years in the Carolinas, will make matters much worse.   

 

Further, at the same time that solar is now at parity with natural gas when 30-40 

years of fuel costs are considered, over recent years, solar has become about 10% 

cheaper per year. By say, 2020, solar will be considerably cheaper than coal or 

natural gas, and never look back. Fossils will simply be priced out of the market. 

Do we want to be left holding the bag for another 25-35 years of natural gas or 

coal?    

 

Therefore, from both a science and financial perspective, the answer clearly lies in 

renewables and energy conservation. Wind is great on the Atlantic coast or 

offshore— it’s the best off-shore wind resource on the U.S. East coast-- and, if 

fully utilized, can produce more electrical energy than North Carolina needs. Solar 

works well all across the state. My wife Mackie and I have a 5 kW rooftop PV 

system for electricity and our solar thermal collector handles over half of our 

water-heating needs. With the help of Elon Musk’s new lithium-ion, 10 kWh 

battery, I can charge my Chevy Volt with that clean power—we will do all our in-

town Volt driving on solar power for all but the least-sunny months (winter). And 

the non-profit I co-direct, Boone-based Climate Voices US (climatevoicesus.org) in 

2015 installed 35-40 rooftop units on homes up here in Watauga, Avery and Ashe 

Counties.  

 

North Carolina nationally ranks 3rd in solar installed in the last two years and 

number one in the South. The reason is, that North Carolinians recognize a clean, 

safe source of free fuel. Why would we want our state to send billions of $ out of 

state for coal, natural gas and uranium, when we have more free fuel than we can 

possibly use? 

 

Since the last legislative session in Raleigh, with the ending of the NC solar tax 

credit, and the defeat of the solar-promoting 3rd party sales, many scientists with 
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whom I have spoken are ashamed of our state when it comes to energy. We have 

several of the most respected universities in the country when it comes to energy 

science and technology and to the battle to halt the advance of climate change. I 

do not know even one of my science colleagues at Appalachian who is not fully on 

board with climate change, the settled science that the world is warming rapidly 

and the main cause is human activity. Why would our culture, who looks to 

science for answers about how the world works, reject science’s most important 

message ever delivered? Climate change can kill us all if we don’t act soon! And 

we ignore this warning to our peril.  

 

My biological colleagues at AppState, especially ecologists, are well aware that 

geologists/physicists/chemists, the physical scientists, might not see as clearly as 

they, that ending the crisis of climate change by ending the burning of fossil fuels 

is only part of the solution. Simply put, the earth’s forests, including our 

temperate forests here in the Southeast, are as advertised, “the lungs of the 

Earth.” They act as a complement to animals including humans, who depend on 

the production of oxygen by plants for our existence. Likewise, the trees and 

indeed plants in general, depend on animal’s waste gas, carbon dioxide. Neither 

plants, most importantly forests, nor animals, could exist without the symbiotic 

other.  

 

So, the other thing I would urge the state of North Carolina to do is to protect our 

state’s forests, especially at this time of so much excess carbon in the Earth’s 

atmosphere. To cut our forests now, especially to burn it for fuel is adding insult 

to injury. A dead tree obviously no longer absorbs carbon, and if burned, it 

releases all the carbon it had stored over the years. We have burned fossil fuels, 

overloading the Earth’s biotic ecosystem with greenhouse gases. It makes no 

sense to remove nature’s filters at the same time.  

 

Thanks for considering my comments.  

Dr. Harvard Ayers, Professor Emeritus of Anthropology and Sustainable 

Development, Appalachian State University 

346 Fieldstream Dr. 

Boone, NC 28607 

828-262-5238 
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MARK McINTIRE 

NC Environmental Affairs Director 
410 S. Wilmington Street 

Raleigh, NC  27601 
Tel:  919-546-6338 

mark.mcintire@duke-energy.com 

January 15, 2016 

Ms. Sheila C. Holman 
Director, Division of Air Quality 
NC Department of Environment and Natural Resources 
1641 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, NC 27699-1641 

SUBJECT: Comments to proposed 15A NCAC 02D .2700 – Standards of 
Performance for Existing Electric Utility Generating Units Under Clean 
Air Act Section 111(d)  

Dear Ms. Holman: 

Duke Energy is pleased to provide the North Carolina Division of Air Quality (“DAQ”) comments 

on the proposed rule to require improvements to heat rate at electric generating units (EGUs) 

affected by the federal Clean Power Plan.  

Over the last 10 years Duke Energy has embarked on an ambitious fleet modernization initiative 

that has resulted in the retirement of half of our older coal-fired EGUs in North Carolina. The 

remaining fleet of coal-fired EGUs includes some of the most environmentally controlled and 

efficient units in the country (the Marshall, Cliffside, and Belews Creek generating stations are 

among the ten most efficient coal-fired stations in the United States). Indeed, measured on a 

mass of carbon dioxide (CO2) per MWh basis, North Carolina’s fleet of coal-fired EGUs is the 

most efficient in the country. 

Please accept our comments and recommendations, as organized herein by Attachment. 

Attachment A: 

15A NCAC 02D .2701 Purpose and Applicability 

Page A-1 

Duke Energy commends DAQ for including the language in section (f) that addresses the 

applicability of this rule in the event that the underlying federal rule is no longer in effect. This 

is important, because while the rule will be part of the North Carolina Administrative Code, it 

may arguably impose compliance requirements in the absence of a federal requirement.  For 

the same reason, Duke Energy supports language that would make clear that this State Rule 

imposes obligations on source owners only when approved by EPA. Thus, if EPA disapproves 

the State Plan, then these provisions would not go into effect. Otherwise, affected sources may 

V-127 A-217

mailto:mark.mcintire@duke-energy.com


Ms. Sheila C. Holman 
January 15, 2016 
Page 2 
 
  
be subjected to dual or conflicting regulation as a result of implementation of a federal plan. In 

addition, sources may be required to implement measures not contemplated by the federal rule 

or a federal plan and may be mandated to do so far earlier than would otherwise be required. 

15A NCAC 02D .2702 Definitions  

Page A-3, A-4, & A-5: 

Suggested changes to the definitions: 

(2)  “Air heater leakage reduction (ALR)” means to reduce air leakage between the pre-

combustion air and the effluent flue gas of the rotary air heaters through improved sealing. 

As originally drafted the language of the definition could potentially exclude other available 

options and new technologies to reduce air heater leakage and improve air heater efficiency 

such as adjustable sector plates, casing repairs, etcetera. 

(4)  “Combustion optimization (CO)” means addition of advanced fuel and/or air flow sensors to 

enhance the monitoring and control of the fuel and air flow distribution, furnace exhaust gas 

temperatures, and/or boiler steam temperatures designed to maximize boiler efficiency and 

minimize air pollutant emissions.  

As originally drafted the definition language excludes other available options to improve 

combustion performance.  Note the removal "with neural network" from the measure name as 

other options such as advanced fuel and air measurement technologies are available and 

preferable. 

(5) We recommend deletion of the definition for “Condenser rebundle, retube, rebuild (CRR)” as 

it is not an identified measure for any affected units. 

(6)  “Controllable loss reduction (CLR)” means developing and implementing a site-specific plan 

for best operations and maintenance practices (O&M) to monitor and maintain unit efficiency. 

CLR involves a comprehensive effort to collect information that may not be readily collected 

through existing sensors and data collection systems, interpret all data collected, and make 

decisions regarding actions to be taken to improve or maintain performance. 

We recommend the Controllable loss reduction definition be changed to widen its applicability.  

CLR will be a broad effort that will include but not be limited to both development and 

implementation of an efficiency improvement plan, installation of additional instrumentation for 

enhanced data collection, development and monitoring of performance trends both on site and 

remotely, and potential use of new technologies. 
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(7)  “Forced draft fan variable frequency drive (FDF)” means the use of electronic motor 

controllers to optimize the speed of the Forced Draft Fan motors to match demand when below 

full load operation resulting in reduced auxiliary power consumption. 

As originally drafted the FDF definition may prove to be too limiting as new technologies may 

arise over time that provide better control/performance. 

(10)  “Induced draft fan or booster fan variable frequency drive (IBD)” means the use of 

electronic motor controllers to optimize the speed of the Induced and/or Booster motors to 

match demand when below full load operation resulting in reduced auxiliary power 

consumption. 

As originally drafted the IBD definition may prove to be too limiting as new technologies may 

arise over time that provide better control/performance. 

(11)  “Intelligent sootblowing (ISB)” means the use of software, instrumentation, sensors, 

and/or automated controls to identify areas in the furnace wall and convective section heat 

transfer surfaces that have ash or slag buildup to activate sootblowers based on need rather 

than time intervals resulting in improved boiler efficiency. 

As originally drafted the ISB definition could prove to be too limiting as new technologies may 

arise over time that provide better control/performance. 

(17)  “Variable speed drives” means the use of motor controllers to optimize the speed of large 

motors to match demand resulting in reduced power consumption. Also known as variable 

frequency drives. 

We recommend modification or deletion of definition (17) “Variable speed drives” as it is a 

restatement of the FDF and IBD variable frequency drive options and is not a specifically 

identified measure for any affected units on its own. 

15A NCAC 02D .2703 STANDARDS OF PERFORMANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR CARBON DIOXIDE  

Page A-7: 

Under "Best system of Emission Reduction Measure(s)" associated with Duke Energy – H.F. Lee, 

Duke Energy – L.V. Sutton and Duke Energy – Sherwood H. Smith, Jr., we recommend the 

following change: "NGCC operation firing natural gas" to "NGCC operation firing natural gas 

and/or distillate.”   

Note that DEP NGCC units in NC are dual fuel capable and the use of distillate may be dictated 

by operational needs; gas may not be available when the units are called upon to generate 

electricity. 
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Page A-8 & A-9: 

We recommend insertion of "or best engineering practices derived" after every instance of "in 

accordance with the manufacturers’ recommended"…  Through our decades of operational 

experience Duke Energy has learned that variations in the manufacturers’ recommended 

maintenance practices and frequencies are sometimes preferred. Operating conditions and run 

times, as well as variability in fuels, can result in the need for more frequent or less frequent 

maintenance or different maintenance practices.  

(4) (B) should read “Ongoing maintenance impacting heat rate shall be performed according to 

the manufacturer’s or best engineering practices derived procedures at the prescribed 

frequency levels.”  

(d) The definition of the rule’s effective date is not clear. Is it six months after promulgation by 

the Environmental Management Commission? Six months after EPA approves the State Plan? In 

any event six months is inadequate to properly define alternate BSER. We recommend no less 

than 36 months for this determination as measured from the final compliance date of the rule 

(see the following paragraph). 

Page A-10: 

Section (g) Compliance Schedule:  The implementation date for the identified BSER measures 

should be adjusted to be consistent with compliance dates in the federal Clean Power Plan. The 

September 1, 2019 date does not allow for adequate time for proper project planning, 

scheduling, and implementation based on outage cycles. Outage planning is a complex, lengthy 

process and some equipment needed for compliance may have long lead times. Furthermore, 

unplanned or forced outages may impact HRI measure scheduling and installation. Duke Energy 

believes that the final compliance date of this rule should be aligned with dates in the federal 

rule. To this end, we recommend a final compliance date of December 31, 2024 (the end of the 

first compliance period in the federal rule).  

Section (g) row 24 change "in place"  to “in operation". 

15A NCAC 02D .2704 PERMITTING 

 

Page A-11: 

 

Permitting requirements: The proposed permitting requirements in 15A NCAC 02D .2704  are 

unnecessary and redundant because the requirements and procedures to incorporate all 

applicable rules into a Title V permit are already established in 15A NCAC 02Q .0500.  Further, 

the draft rule 15A NCAC 02D .2704 includes provisions which are not necessary to implement 

the requirements of the rule.  The proposed rule requires that each affected source must 

submit a permit application that includes a “heat rate improvement evaluation” to comply with 
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the requirements of  the rule. This requirement to provide a heat rate improvement evaluation 

is not referenced or defined anywhere else within the rule and does not seem to have any 

applicability to how these sources will be permitted, and therefore this does not belong in the 

rule. The Title V permit for a source can only include the applicable requirements, and those are 

established by the specific work practice standards identified in 15A NCAC 02D .2703. The only 

place where the rule would require an evaluation of the potential for heat rate improvement as 

part of a permit application would be if the source is proposing an alternative BSER, and that is 

addressed through the procedures for applying for an alternative BSER. The proposed 15A 

NCAC 02D .2704 should be deleted, or at most should simply require that an application must 

be submitted to incorporate the applicable requirements of Section .2700 into the Title V permit 

for the source. 

 

15A NCAC 02D .2705 MONITORING, RECORDKEEPING, AND REPORTING  

Page A-12 and following 

The definition of installation records creates unnecessary ambiguity. For example, photographs 

are not a record always produced and it is unclear if listing photographs is intended to create a 

duty to produce photographic records. What do these photographic records pertain to? It seems 

arbitrary to require one source to maintain for years photos taken ad hoc, when another source 

making the same installation and taking no photos has no such retention requirement. 

Moreover, including the phrase “and other documentation routinely developed” is a broadly 

worded catchall category that warrants clarification. This compliance requirement to maintain 

records should be more focused and narrowly defined to identify only the specific records 

required to be maintained. Duke Energy suggests the following changes: 

“The owner or operator shall document the installation of equipment or modification of existing 

equipment necessary to meet this standard, maintain the installation records on site for ten 

years, and the records shall be available for review by the Division of Air Quality.  

Documentation shall include work orders, invoices, permits, and engineering drawings or 

specifications developed to install or modify equipment or otherwise make plant improvements 

to comply with this rule.” 

Pages A-12 and A-13 

(b)(2) and (d)(1) – The requirement to record “all” operating parameters is overly broad and 

may not be appropriate or necessary. In addition, the source owner or operator must retain the 

flexibility to develop its own operating procedures based on best engineering practice. We 

recommend that the word “all” be removed and the phrase “or procedures developed by the 

owner or operator in accordance with best engineering practice for application at the facility” be 

added after “manufacturer’s recommended operating procedures.” 
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Page A-13 

(f) and (f)(1) – The proposed rule will result in implementation of monitoring, recordkeeping, 

and reporting activities as early as September 2017, a schedule far in advance of the federal 

requirements. While the proposed rule does not specifically reference the reporting 

requirements in the federal rule, Duke Energy is concerned that sources will be held 

accountable to the specific terms and conditions of the federal rule which define how 

parameters identified in (f)(1) are to be reported. Adherence to the terms and conditions in the 

federal rule will require extensive evaluation of current monitoring systems, particularly for 

measurement of electrical generation and auxiliary losses to determine the “net electrical 

generation,” and may require installation of various upgrades to equipment which may impose 

significant cost and the installation of which may not be feasible by September 2017. Of 

particular concern, the federal rule requires that electrical generation measurements must be in 

accordance with ANSI 12.20 standards, and many of Duke Energy’s facilities may require 

upgrades to metering equipment to assure compliance with that standard. We recommend that 

all recordkeeping and reporting requirements be implemented on the schedule required under 

the federal regulation. 

Also, clarification is required on what is to be reported for “heat input.” The definitions in the 

proposed rule identify “heat input” as the higher heating value of the fuel multiplied by the 

quantity of fuel consumed over that time. But “heat input” for coal units is also routinely 

reported under 40 CFR 75 requirements based on stack monitoring systems which estimate the 

heat input based on F-Factor equations.  

For clarification, we recommend that the proposed rule be revised to specify that heat input, 

not electrical generation, and gross electrical generation be reported to NC DAQ as reported to 

the FERC in GADS. That will assure consistency with the data that NC DAQ evaluated to develop 

the proposed rule. 

 (f)(2)(C) – Duke Energy requests clarification of the phrase “Instances where operational 

procedures associated with the BSER measures were not observed for an [sic] period lasting 

longer than ten days.” As written, the meaning of this phrase is vague and open to varying 

interpretations. In fact, it seems that (f)(2)(C) is redundant with the Title V Permitting 

Requirements, and this paragraph should be deleted. The Title V permit is required to include 

appropriate reporting requirements to demonstrate compliance with all terms and conditions of 

the permit. 

Attachment B Comments: 

Throughout 

The Heat Rate Reduction (Btu/kWh) for the Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive [FDF] 

measure for all Duke Energy Coal units is inconsistent with the likely heat rate improvement of 
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0.3% previously communicated. previously communicated. The benefit should be changed 

appropriately and results recalculated. 

The Heat Rate Reduction (Btu/kWh) for the Induced Draft Fan Or Booster Fan Variable 

Frequency Drive [IBD] measure for all Duke Energy Coal units is inconsistent with the likely 

heat rate improvement of 0.7% previously communicated. previously communicated. We 

recommend that benefit be changed appropriately and the results recalculated. 

Pages B-44 to B-48: 

The significance of the asterisks after "Cliffside U6*" is unclear. 

Page B-77: 

The Marshall Steam Station is located in Terrell, NC not Belmont, NC. 

Pages B-87 & B-88: 

The Heat Rate Reduction for the Intelligent Sootblowers shown for Marshall 3 and Marshall 4 

are inconsistent. Marshall 3 shows the halved amount while Marshall 4 shows the full amount.  

Note that the ISB benefit should be halved if the measure is implemented alongside a 

Combustion Optimization (CO) measure. 

Pages B-193 and 197 – Correct Unit destinations for Dan River CC .  

Pages B-191, B-196,  

Replace the first paragraph of each section "4. BSER Evaluation" with: 

"Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC (DEC) has provided information to aid in DAQ’s efforts in 

determining BSER for the EGUs at this facility including possible heat rate improvement 

measures along with associated estimated reductions in heat rate, estimated costs (capital, 

operation and maintenance), and other information." 

Pages B-201 B-206, B-212,  

Replace the first paragraph of each section "4. BSER Evaluation" with: 

"Duke Energy Progress, LLC (DEP) has provided information to aid in DAQ’s efforts in 

determining BSER for the EGUs at this facility including possible heat rate improvement 

measures along with associated estimated reductions in heat rate, estimated costs (capital, 

operation and maintenance), and other information." 
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Pages, B-192, B-197, B-202, B-207, B-212: 

Under section "5. BSER for Unit" insert "economically justified, proven, cost effective, and" 

between "implement" and "efficient".   

Replace reference to "natural gas" with "natural gas and distillate" for consistency and account 

for NGCCs that are dual fuel capable. 

Pages B-17, B-37, B-93, B-148, B-187, B-192, B-197, B-202, B-207, B-212,: 

The implementation date should be changed to reflect and be consistent with the EPA CPP 

implementation date. The September 1, 2019 date does not allow for adequate time for proper 

project planning, scheduling, and implementation based on outage cycles. 

Attachment C Comments: 

Pages C10, C11: 

Change the definitions as follows to be consistent with Attachment A: 

 “Air heater leakage reduction (ALR)” means to reduce air leakage between the pre-

combustion air and the effluent flue gas of the rotary air heaters through improved 

sealing. 

 “Combustion optimization (CO)” means addition of advanced fuel and/or air flow sensors 

to enhance the monitoring and control of the fuel and air flow distribution, furnace 

exhaust gas temperatures, and/or boiler steam temperatures designed to maximize 

boiler efficiency and minimize air pollutant emissions. 

(Note the removal of reference  "with neural network" from the measure name as other 

options are available and preferable) 

 “Controllable loss reduction (CLR)” means developing and implementing a site-specific 

plan for best operations and maintenance practices (O&M) to monitor and maintain unit 

efficiency. CLR involves a comprehensive effort to collect information that may not be 

readily collected through existing sensors and data collection systems, interpret all data 

collected, and make decisions regarding actions to be taken to improve or maintain 

performance. 

 “Forced draft fan variable frequency drive (FDF)” means the use of electronic motor 

controllers to optimize the speed of the Forced Draft Fan motors to match demand when 

below full load operation resulting in reduced auxiliary power consumption. 

 “Induced draft fan or booster fan variable frequency drive (IBD)” means the use of 

electronic motor controllers to optimize the speed of the Induced and/or Booster motors 

to match demand when below full load operation  resulting in reduced auxiliary power 

consumption. 
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 “Intelligent sootblowing (ISB)” means the use of software, instrumentation, sensors, 

and/or automated controls to identify areas in the furnace wall and convective section 

heat transfer surfaces that have ash or slag buildup to activate sootblowers based on 

need rather than time intervals resulting in improved boiler efficiency.

Pages C20, C21, C22: 

Change the definitions as follows to be consistent with Attachment A: 

(2)  “Air heater leakage reduction (ALR)” means to reduce air leakage between the pre-

combustion air and the effluent flue gas of the rotary air heaters through improved sealing. 

(4)  “Combustion optimization (CO)” means addition of advanced fuel and/or air flow sensors to 

enhance the monitoring and control of the fuel and air flow distribution, furnace exhaust gas 

temperatures, and/or boiler steam temperatures designed to maximize boiler efficiency and 

minimize air pollutant emissions. 

Note the removal "with neural network" from the measure name as other options such as 

advanced fuel and air measurement technologies are available and preferable 

(5)  Delete this sentence: "CRR results in greater and more consistent condenser vacuum under 

the range of boiler operating conditions and available cooling water temperatures." 

(6)  “Controllable loss reduction (CLR)” means developing and implementing a site-specific plan 

for best operations and maintenance practices (O&M) to monitor and maintain unit efficiency. 

CLR involves a comprehensive effort to collect information that may not be readily collected 

through existing sensors and data collection systems, interpret all data collected, and make 

decisions regarding actions to be taken to improve or maintain performance. 

(7)   “Forced draft fan variable frequency drive (FDF)” means the use of electronic motor 

controllers to optimize the speed of the Forced Draft Fan motors to match demand when below 

full load operation resulting in reduced auxiliary power consumption. 

(10)  “Induced draft fan or booster fan variable frequency drive (IBD)” means the use of 

electronic motor controllers to optimize the speed of the Induced and/or Booster motors to 

match demand when below full load operation  resulting in reduced auxiliary power 

consumption. 

(11)  “Intelligent sootblowing (ISB)” means the use of software, instrumentation, sensors, 

and/or automated controls to identify areas in the furnace wall and convective section heat 

transfer surfaces that have ash or slag buildup to activate sootblowers based on need rather 

than time intervals resulting in improved boiler efficiency. 
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(17)  “Variable speed drive” means the use of motor controllers to optimize the speed of large 

motors to match demand resulting in reduced power consumption.  Also known as variable 

frequency drives. 

Pages C23, C24: 

Under "Best system of Emission Reduction Measure(s)" change "NGCC operation firing natural 

gas" to "NGCC operation firing natural gas and/or distillate".   

Note that DEP NGCC units in NC are dual fuel capable and use of distillate may be dictated by 

operational needs. 

Pages C24, C-25: 

Insert "or best engineering practices derived" after every instance of "in accordance with the 

manufacturers’ procedures"…   

Pages C15, C18, C27: 

The implementation date for the identified BSER measures should be changed to be consistent 

with those outlined in the federal Clean Power Plan. The September 1, 2019 date does not 

allow for adequate time for proper project planning, scheduling, and implementation based on 

outage cycles. 

 

Concluding Remarks 

 

The transition of our generating fleet over the past decade has included retirement of less 

efficient coal-fired units, an increase in our reliance on natural gas, and increased adoption of 

utility-scale renewables. With these improvements, Duke Energy has reduced our  CO2 

emissions in North Carolina by over 20 percent compared to 2005 levels. Combining these 

efforts with potential retirements outlined in our most recent Integrated Resource Plan (2014), 

the recent retirement announcement of the coal-fired units in Asheville by 2020, construction of 

additional natural gas generation, and continued deployment of renewables demonstrate Duke 

Energy’s leadership in moving towards a lower carbon future. It is important to mention that 

Duke did not achieve these accomplishments alone. The State of North Carolina has led by 

collaborative example in the past on important energy and environmental issues, including the 

Clean Smokestacks Act of 2002 and Senate Bill 3, which created the first renewable energy and 

energy efficiency portfolio standards in the Southeast, in 2007. We encourage North Carolina to 

continue this collaborative approach as it develops its state implementation plan for the Clean 

Power Plan. 
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A diverse mix of efficient and increasingly clean generation plays a critical role in delivering 

reliable and affordable electricity to the customers and communities we serve. As Duke Energy 

continues to modernize our fleet, we look forward to working with the State of North Carolina to 

identify cost-effective opportunities to continue progress toward a lower carbon future. If you 

have questions about these comments or need additional clarification, please do not hesitate to 

contact me. 

 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
Mark McIntire 
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GAYLE GOLDSMITH TUCH, P.C. 

Mailing Address: 
P.O. Box I 006 

Clemmons, NC 27012 

GAYLE GOLDSMITH TUCH 
Licensed in North Carolina & Ohio 

ATTORNEY AT LAW 
CERTIFIED MEDIATOR 

336-766-2767 
Fax: 336-766-3331 

E-}..1AIL: gayletuch<i_iJggtuchlaw.co1n 

www, golds1nithtuchla w. con\ 

January 15, 2016 

Via Email: daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov 

Ms. Joelle Burleson 
Division of Air Quality 
1641 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1641 

Physical Address: 
Broyhill Professional Building 
(The Old Clemmons School) 

3540 Clemmons Road, Suite 107 
Clemmons, NC 27012 

In Re: Comments regarding the North Carolina proposed rule pursuant to 
Federal Clean Power Plan (CAA Section 111 (d)) 

Dear Ms. Burleson: 

The Federal Clean Power Plan (CPP) sets significant carbon pollution 
standards for power plants in the U.S., potentially reducing air pollution and 
carbon emissions, which are considered significant greenhouse gas emissions, 
contributing to climate change. The CPP, which only requires reductions from 
coal power plants, directs North Carolina to reduce carbon dioxide emission rates 
by 32 percent by 2030 compared with 2012 levels. Each state is expected to 
submit a plan in compliance with the rules in order to reduce carbon emission 
rates to this level by September 2016. 

North Carolina's constitutional mandate is "to control and limit the pollution 
of our air and water" and to protect "in every other appropriate way to preserve 
as a part of the common heritage of this State its forests, wetlands, estuaries, 
beaches, historical sites, open lands, and places of beauty". 1 The 
Environmental Management Commission's (the Commission's) clear statutory 
mandate is to promulgate rules and regulations that protect and preserve North 
Carolina's air. The North Carolina proposed plan is a "set-up for failure" to 
reduce emissions as required under the Federal Clean Power Plan. 

It has come to my attention that the Environmental Management 
Commission's Hearing Officer is attorney Charlie Carter whose current clients 

1 N.C. CONST. art. XIV§ 5. 

\} 100% recycled P"Per \} 
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include entities which are anti-regulation and anti-environment, supporting the 
interests of large corporations and the fossil fuel industry. In general, his job for 
them is to oppose regulations, especially air quality regulations such as the 
Federal Clean Power Plan. Since this rule directly impacts the financial interests 
of his firm's clients, it is not reasonable to expect Mr. Carter to change his 
perspective in his role as Hearing Officer on this rulemaking. It is his 
responsibility to this and recuse himself. Since this has not occurred, he should 
be removed from this position. 

Although its severity may be in question, it has been accepted by the NC 
Attorney General's office that climate change is a threat to our society and the 
environment. In North Carolina, climate change is causing, among other things, 
more extreme heat, rising sea levels, more intense hurricanes, and changing 
precipitation patterns with extreme swings between drought and heavy rainfalls. 2 

Respiratory illnesses are on the rise. As temperatures increase, the risk of heat 
related injuries, including stroke and death, will also increase.3 

The regulations under the Clean Power Plan are thought to be the 
minimum of what is necessary to slow the effects of climate change. It may not 
even be enough. On Behalf of Hallie Turner, co-counsel and I submitted a 
Petition for the Promulgation of a Rule Based on the Best Available Climate 
Science to Limit North Carolina's Carbon Dioxide Emissions. A hearing on this 
rulemaking was denied by the Environmental Management Commission. That 
proposal limits carbon emissions from the largest emitters not just the coal power 
plants. By implementing such a rule, a single industry would not be impacted as 
significantly and reduction requirements would be easier to meet. 

In an attempt to protect the public's health! our economy and the 
environment, our state must set emission standards which reduce carbon 

2 Adapting To Climate Change: A Handbook for Local Governments In North Carolina, Sierra C. 
Woodruff ET. AL., Coastal Hazards Ctr., Univ. of N.C. at Chapel Hill., (2013), (November 24, 
2014, 10:20 AM) http://coastalhazardscenter.org/dev/wp-contenUuploads/2013/06/adapt.pdf . 
3 Risky Business: The Bottom Line on Climate Change, by Michael R. Bloomberg, Henry M. 
Paulson, Jr. and Thomas F. Steyer, hJlp_://riskybusiness.org/site/ass.~ts/uploads/2015/09/Climate
Risk-in-Southeast-and-Texas. pdf 
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emissions (and other greenhouse gases) by a minimum of 32 percent by 2030 
compared with 2012 levels. 

The Commission has been granted the statutory duty and power to 
promulgate rules and regulations necessary to achieve the constitutional 
mandate "to control and limit the pollution of our air and water." Regardless of 
where the reductions come from, by decreasing emissions from power plants, 
other greenhouse emitting sources, or increasing energy efficiency or the use of 
renewable energy sources such as solar and/or wind power, our state is in a 
tremendous position to do so without damaging our economy. We have an 
opportunity to be a leader instead of wasting resources fighting to maintain 
business as usual. 

At a minimum, the Commission must amend the proposed rule to comply 
with the Federal Clean Power Plan to reduce carbon dioxide emissions from 
power plants. In addition, the proposed should take it one step further, by 
reducing other greenhouse gases (in particular, methane) and requiring a 
reduction of carbon and other greenhouse gas emissions from other large source 
emitters. 

Please take the foregoing comments into consideration when the 
proposed rule is amended. 

GGT;s 

cc: Ryke Longest, Attorney 
Shannon Arata, Attorney 
Hallie Turner, Petitioner 

CPP - Comments for the State plan 1-15-16 

Very truly yours, 
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Harry	Taylor	
1901	Brandon	Circle	
Charlotte,	NC	28211	
hataylor@ccim.net	

	
	
	January	12,	2016	
	
North	Carolina	Division	of	Air	Quality	
Raleigh,	NC	
	
Sent	via:	daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov	
	
Re:	Public	Comment	Review,	Clean	Power	Plan	
	
At	a	time	when	all	people	throughout	the	world	must	be	taking	every	measure	to	
assure	that	each	breath	we	take	is	safe	and	healthy,	the	N.C.	Department	of	
Environmental	Quality	seeks	to	move	forward	with	a	Clean	Power	Plan	designed	to	
be	rejected	by	the	EPA.	
	
Why?	
	
Because	doing	so	creates	a	viable	“wedge	issue”	to	divide	one	group	of	people	
against	another?	There	is	no	such	thing	as	Democratic,	Republican,	or	Libertarian	
air.	Toxic	air	–	at	any	level	–	damages	life	of	every	sort.	
	
Because	Governor	McCrory	wants	to	assure	his	previous	employer	–	in	which	he	is	
financially	invested	–	that	there	is	no	urgency,	that	through	litigation	a	clean	air	
future	can	be	delayed	through	litigation	for	years	or	decades?	
	
Because	it	may	be	more	expensive	in	financial	terms	than	doing	what	is	right?	
	
Planet	Earth	is	where	we	live!	It	supports	us,	but	only	if	we	support	it	with	
intelligent	and	effective	action.	Please…stop	playing	children’s	politics	with	the	
future	of	humanity.	We,	the	citizens	of	North	Carolina	and	Planet	Earth	demand	a	
proper,	aggressive,	and	genuine	Clean	Power	Plan…now!	
	

	
Harry	Taylor	
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910-484-9098 Office 

www.sustainablesandhills.org 

 

 
State of North Carolina 
North Carolina Clean Power Plan- Comments submission 
daqpubliccomments@ncdenr.gov 
Subject line: 11D 
 

Sustainable Sandhills, a small environmental nonprofit based in Fayetteville, North Carolina, submits the 
following public comments on the 11D North Carolina Clean Power Plan. 

Renewable Energy: 
This Clean Power Plan is negligent in its lack of support for solar industry growth and utilization of 
renewable energy sources in the state. The State of North Carolina ought to provide clear regulatory 
support for the renewable energy industry, specifically the large and growing solar industry. The 
proposed NC Clean Power Plan does not include provisions on solar, wind, biomass, biodigestion or 
other self-sustaining renewable energy industries in North Carolina. Reducing carbon emission through 
stricter regulation of power plants is one coherent step but not to the exclusion of investment in 
renewable and carbon-neutral energy sources.  

Definition: 
The Clean Energy Power Plan should ensure that the following are not defined as "clean energy" 
sources: 
a. wood pellet industry 
b. ethanol power plants 
c. natural gas drilling or power plants 
 
Affordability: 
NCDENR and the State of North Carolina needs to provide a focus on affordable sustainable energy 
sources for our rural communities and elderly residents. The Clean Power Plan neglects to provide a 
Clean Energy Incentive Plan as recommended by the US EPA to make clean, affordable energy available 
to low-income homeowners while creating jobs in North Carolina's already burgeoning clean energy 
sector 
 
Renewable sources of energy are more reliable and less susceptible to market forces; as such, a State 
Clean Power Plan that meets or exceeds EPA guidelines will reduce - not increase - the average 
resident's monthly utility bills, saving North Carolina voters $651 million over the next two decades 
 
Climate Change Adaptation: 
DEQ’s dismissal of Building Blocks 2 and 3 of the Federal Clean Power Plan represents a danger to the 
health, safety and economic well-being of North Carolina's citizens. Pollutants, including CO2 emissions, 
from coal-fire and natural gas plants exacerbate anthropogenic climate change, to which North Carolina 
citizens - especially along our vast and pristine coastline - are particularly vulnerable 
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Economic Growth: 
A state-issued mandate to begin the reduction of dirty power and replacing it with renewable resources 
would not only serve to protect North Carolina's ecological wealth and diversity, but create reliable, 
long-term jobs across the state while increasing the visibility of North Carolina's leadership in clean 
energy. 
 
Today’s corporate leadership, including Google, Facebook, and Apple, all of which currently operate 
data centers in North Carolina, consistently and vocally demand the kind of safe, reliable and stable 
energy that renewable resources provide - increasing our use of solar, wind, geothermal and biomass 
energies will not only keep the quality jobs that such companies bring but increase corporate 
investment throughout the state, thus providing greater employment opportunities for citizens. 
 
State Control: 
Taxpayer dollars could better be spent expanding North Carolina's transition from fossil fuels to 
renewable energy, creating reliable employment for citizens, and reducing the health and ecological 
costs of coal and other non-renewable energy sources than through litigation against the federal EPA. 
North Carolina and the states it has joined in this action risk losing local and state control over the Clean 
Power Plan should this litigation be unsuccessful, with future implementation solely in the hands of the 
federal EPA. Public input rooted in local community needs ought to be the guiding principle of state 
energy policy and it is in the best interest of the public to retain this role under state government 
purview.  
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forging a sustainable future 

Duke Environmental Law & Policy Clinic 
Ryke Longest, Director • Michelle Nowlin, Supervising Attorney 

Box 90360 • Durham, NC 27708-0360 
Telephone: (919) 613-7169 •Toll Free: (888) 600-7274 •Fax: (919) 613-7262 

Ms. Joelle Burleson 
Division of Air Quality 
1641 Mail Service Center 

January 15, 2016 

Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1641 
daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov 

RE: Comments regarding rulemaking process for CAA Section 111 ( d) 
proposed rule submitted on behalf of my clie:QJ, Hallie Turner. 

Dear Ms. Burleson, 

The North Carolina Administrative Procedure Act ("AP A") was enacted to grant 
procedural rights to all persons to "ensure that the functions of rule-making, 
investigation, advocacy, and adjudication are not all performed by the same person in the 
administrative process." 1 The practice of allowing chairs of Environmental Management 
Commission ("EMC") committees to serve as hearing officers on rulemaking 
proceedings related to their areas of authority threatens to violate this principle. The 
function of the hearing officer is to assemble the record, transmit it to the agency, and to 
make recommendations based on those hearings. The public's only opportunity to speak 
to the EMC is through the voice of the hearing officer. Appointing a member of the 
rulemaking body to serve this function violates the separation principle of the APA. 
Appointing the EMC member who serves as chair of the EMC's Air Quality Committee, 
the committee most involved with the proposed rule's drafting, further compounds this 
APA violation. The AP A's separation principle is reinforced by the Internal Operating 
Procedures of the EMC which counsels the Chair to consider objectivity in hearing 
officer appointments. For this particular rulemaking, EMC Hearing Officer Charlie 
Carter's professional interests, longstanding leadership role with the environmental 
regulation-averse John Locke Foundation, and well-documented, public statements 
demonstrating his personal hostility toward the regulatory subject in question all worsen 
the existing separation principles violation. 

1 See N.C. Gen. Stat. § 150B-l(a). 
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Mr. Carter's situation is analogous to that of both Rolf Blizzard and Dan 
McLawhorn, who sought guidance from the N. C. Ethics Commission regarding their 
respective roles in rulemaking and service to other entities. Mr. McLawhorn sought 
guidance on the potential for conflicts between his legal employer's interest and his 
service on the N.C. Rules Review Commission. The Ethics Commission advised Mr. 
McLawhorn to abstain from voting on the rules in question.2 Mr. Blizzard served on the 
Board of a nonprofit and on a State Commission considering grant applicants. The Ethics 
Commission advised Mr. Blizzard to recuse himself if his dual membership would 
illfluencehjs decisions.3 The Ethics Commission's webpage does not reflect whether Mr. 
Carter has sought its guidance on this matter. The failure to seek guidance on this 
question before agreeing to serve as hearing officer for this rulemaking prejudices the 
outcome of the rulemaking from the very beginning. 

From the administration of President Ronald Reagan through the mid-point of the 
presidency of George H.W. Bush, Mr. Carter was employed at the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency ("EPA"). Mr. Carter's work for EPA was extremely 
influential and he was awarded both the EPA Bronze Star and Gold Star as reward for his 
service to the nation. At EPA, Mr. Carter's work focused on the Clean Air Act. 

Since leaving EPA, Mr. Carter has built a career on challenging environmental 
regulations on behalf of private interests, a career that mirrors his personal pursuits 
described below. Professionally, Mr. Carter is an attorney with the private law firm 
Nexsen Pruet, specializing in environmental, legislative, and regulatory law. 4 Mr. Carter 
is nationally recognized as one of the most experienced and highly effective advocates 
for private parties challenging regulations, especially air quality regulations. His expert 
handling of matters for these clients has been recognized, as is demonstrated by his 
selection to the Best Lawyers in America for environmental defense practice as recently 
as the 2016 list.5 Of particular note, Mr. Carter's biography highlights his representation 
of the South Carolina Chamber of Commerce and the West Virginia Manufacturers 
Association in two distinct Clean Air Act challenges. In both cases, Mr. Carter 
challenged the EPA's authority to regulate air emissions under the Clean Air Act.6 It is 

2 See Formal Opinion dated November 19, 2010 to Daniel C.'.McLawhorn. 
http://www.ethicscommission.nc.gov/library/pdfs/AOs/PDFs/aoE10004.pdf 
3 See Formal Opinion dated November 13, 2009 to Rolf Blizzard 
http://www.ethicscommission.nc.gov/library/pdfs/AOs/PDFs/aoE09005.pdf 
4 Nexsen Pruet, Charles S. Carter, www.nexsenpruet.com/professionals/charles-s-carter 
(last visited Jan. 4, 2016). 
5 See Best Lawyers in America, 2016, http://issuu.com/bestlawyers/docs/north-carolina
best-lawyers-2016/12?e=3342698/31991508 (last visited January 5, 2016). 
6 Id; Final Brief of Amici Curiae, South Carolina v. US. EPA (No. 98-1621 ), 1999 WL 
34840986 (representing the South Carolina Chamber of Commerce, Environmental 
Management Association of South Carolina, South Carolina Manufacturers Alliance, and 
South Carolina Farm Bureau in support of the State of South Carolina seeking to vacate 
and remand EPA's action); Appalachian Power Co. v. EPA, 251F.3d1026 (D.C. Cir. 
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clear that his private practice role will conflict with his role, as hearing officer for this 
rulemaking that directly impacts the financial interests of his firm's clients. 

In addition, Mr. Carter serves on the board of the John Locke Foundation (the 
"Foundation"), a nonprofit organization with a stated libertarian policy perspective that 
publishes a wealth of anti-regulation, anti-environment, and pro-industry literature. 7 The 
Fqundation was co-founded and remains heavily funded and influenced by the John 
William Pope Foundation, James Arthur "Art" Pope's family foundation that funds a 
long list of other outspoken policy advocacy groups, including Americans for Prosperity, 
the Pacific Legal Foundation, the CATO Institute, and the Heritage Foundation.8 Each of 
these groups has vocally opposed efforts by North Carolina and the EPA to regulate 
emissions of greenhouse gases. 

Specific to climate change and greenhouse gas regulation, the Foundation has 
long played a role in advocating against any such regulation of greenhouse gases, 
including carbon dioxide, the subject matter of the present rulemaking. As early as 2007, 
the Foundation joined the Heartland Institute and Better Government Project in 
developing Climate Strategies Watch, a self-described "watchdog" group formed to 
combat climate change science emanating from organizations whose origins they do not 
trust."9 These anti-climate science efforts caught the attention of reporters and scholars 
who made the link between the Foundation's activities and a broader trend of climate 
change denial activism and related advocacy highlighting scientific views at odds with 
mainstream scientists.10 This surge in ideologically-driven science, funded by politically-

2001) (representing non-electric generating/industrial petitioners, including the West 
Virginia Manufacturers Association). 
7 See, e.g., Jon Sanders, Reining in Regualtion, John Locke Found. (Nov. 6, 2015), 
http://www.johnlocke.org/research/show story.html ?id=264&type=policy%20reports; 
John Locke Found., Energy & Environment, http://www.johnlocke.org/research/topic/4 
(last visited Jan. 4, 2016) (providing a list of the Foundation's research and reports 
attacking environmental- and energy-related regulatory efforts and calling into doubt 
environmental concerns). 
8 John William Pope Found., Our Grants, https://jwpf.org/grants/ (last visited Jan. 4, 
2016); see also Sue Sturgis, Cabinet of Controversy: NC Gov. Pat McCrory's 5 Most 
Dubious Appointments, Inst. for Southern Studies (Jan. 11, 2013, 10:48 AM), 
http://www.southernstudies.org/2013/01/cabinet-of-controversy-nc-gov-pat-mccrory-s-5-
most.html. 
9 Climate Strategies Watch, Do Alarmists Control Global Warming Policies in Your 
State?, 
https://web.archive.org/web/20080302055221/http:/climatestrategieswatch.com/index.ph 
Q (last visited Jan. 4, 2016) ( 
10 See, e.g., Sue Sturgis, Art Pope's Millions Fund Climate Change Denial, Grist (Oct. 
27, 2010), http://grist.org/article/2010-10-26-a-pope-of-climate-denial/; Sue Sturgis, Art 
Pope Still Funding Climate Disinformation, Inst. for Southern Studies (Feb. 6, 2013, 1 :17 
PM), http://www.southernstudies.org/2013/02/art-pope-still-funding-climate-
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motivated organizations and individuals, including the Foundation, led U.S. Senators Ed 
Markey, Barbara Boxer, and Sheldon Whitehouse to question the funding behind the 
science of climate change denial. 11 The Foundation and its supporters vigorously dispute 
the inquiry by these Senators and allege they are victims. " 

Whether these senators' concerns have merit, the Foundation has articulated a 
clear policy advocacy position opposing greenhouse gas regulation. The Foundation has 
publlcly decried efforts to curb climate change and has funded its own research to 
promote a do-nothing policy. 12 In February of 2011, the Foundation publicly called upon 
the North Carolina General Assembly to pursue its own climate change do-nothing 
policy, mirroring the playbook which the EMC has now adopted. 13 These statements by 
the Foundation's staff clearly show the official positions of the Foundation on the subject 
of the rulemaking before the EMC. As a Board member, Mr. Carter cannot reasonably be 
expected to treat the opinions of other economists or policy experts equally with those 
employees of the Foundation on whose Board he serves. Mr. Carter's ties to Foundation 
and its policy positions eliminates the possibility for his unbiased consideration of the 
merits of the proposed rule, which he worked to develop as chair of the EMC Air Quality 
Committee, versus other policy choices. 

Mr. Carter has publicly opposed EPA's Clean Power Plan. Mr. Carter's public 
statements endorsing the proposed rule and the truncated rulemaking process it is 
following are also a matter of public record. For example, in April of 2015, the N.C. 
House of Representatives passed House Bill 571 in a bipartisan vote of 84-43 in favor. 14 

House Bill 571 would have created an open process for North Carolina's response to the 
Clean Power Plan developed by the US EPA. In June of 2015, Mr. Carter publicly 

disinformation.html; Robert J. Brulle, Institutionalizing Delay: Foundation Funding and 
the Creation of US. Climate Change Counter-Movement Organizations, Climate Change 
(2014), available at http://link.springer.com/article/l 0.1007%2Fs10584-013-1018-7. 
11 MD Kittle, Democratic-Led Witch Hunt into 'Climate Change Deniers' Picks up 
Force, Human Events (Mar. 2, 2015, 11:00 AM), 
http ://humanevents.com/2015/03/02/ democrat-led-witch-hunt-into-climate-change
deniers-picks-up-force/; Sheldon Whitehouse, Right-Wing Groups Get Overheated on 
Climate Questions, Huffington Post (June 13, 2015, 5:59 AM), 
www.huffingtonpost.com/sen-sheldon-whitehouse/right-wing-groups-get-
ove b 7054956.html. 
· 12 See, e.g., Roy Cordato, New Report Highlights Harm from Climate Change Policies, 
John Locke Found. (May 1, 2008), www.johnlocke.org/press releases/show/372; John 
Hood, Not Worth the Paper It's Scribbled on, Carolina J. Online (Jan. 17, 2008), 
www.carolinajournal.com/exclusives/display exclusive.html?id=4545; 
13 Roy Cordato, Time for a Change: New Legislature Should Realign Its Positions on 
Environmental Issues, John Locke Found. (Feb. 15, 2011), · 
http://www.johnlocke.org/research/show/spotlights/258. 
14 Implement Clean Power Plan, N.C. House Bill 571, 
http://www.ncleg.net/gascripts/Bi11LookUp/BillLookUp.pl?Session=2015&BillID=H571 
&submitButton=Go. 

V-147 A-237



January 15, 2016 
Page 5 

., 

·.:~ 

critiqued the provisions of House Bill 571 and urged the Senate to reject the proposal 
altogether, instead aggressively attacking the US EPA's plan. 15 Mr. Carter further 
claimed that the new bill placed excessive burden on the EMC and that North Carolina 
should oppose the US EPA's Clean Power Plan. 16 The EMC's parent agency, the North 
Carolina Department of Environmental Quality ("NC DEQ"), has since followed Mr. 
Carter's plan and presented the draft rule to the EMC which follows his stated legal 
position and the policy preferences of the F oundation. 17 

In November of 2015, Mr. Carter claimed that the State's currently proposed 
CAA Section 111 ( d) rule was the only legal course available to North Carolina. 18 Mr. 
Carter's public statements clearly indicate that he has his mind made up regarding the 
sufficiency of the proposed rule. The role of advocacy, rulemaking, and hearing officer is 
now residing in the same person on the EMC. The public cannot expect to get a fair 
hearing when the hearing officer decided the outcome of the rulemaking proceeding 
before the hearings were even held. Mr. Carter should have q~en disqualified from 
serving as hearing officer under the Internal Operating Procedures of the EMC as it was 
clear that a hearing officer without personal bias was needed to hear and report on the 
public's comments. 19 

The people's right to petition the government for redress of their grievances is a 
cherished right protected by both the State and Federal Constitutions. The APA is a 
remedial statute, granting remedial relief to protect the right of the people to have their 
concerns heard by administrative agencies, and to prevent administrative agencies from 
exercising blended power. The APA sought to ensure that the functions of rule-making, 

15 Charlie Carter, The Coming EPA Mandate and North Carolina's Bad Bill, News & 
Obs. (June 10, 2015, 5:45 PM), www.newsobserver.com/opinion/op
ed/article23688772.html (identifying himself as "an environmental attorney and former 
EPA assistant general counsel, is an EMC member and chairs its Air Quality 
Committee"). 
16 Id. 
17 Jonathan Drew, North Carolina Uses Unique Tactic Against New EPA Power Rule, 
Charlotte Obs. (Dec. 25, 2015, 4:34 PM), :i. 

http://www.charlotteobserver.com/news/business/article51596035.html; Sharon 
McCloskey, Setting up a Straw Man to Fight the Clean Power Plan, NC Policy Watch 
(Nov. 4, 2015), http://www.ncpolicywatch.com/2015/1 l/04/setting-up-a-straw-man-to
fight-the-clean-power-plan/. 
18 Charlie Carter, NC on Correct Clean Power Path, News & Obs. (Nov. 23, 2015, 5:05 
PM), http://www.newso bserver. com/ opinion/letters-to-the-editor/ article460963 85 .html. 
19 "In making hearing officer appointments, the Chairman shall consider the geographic 
location of the hearing, the technical complexity of the matter being considered, the 
public interest in the matter, and the necessity of having an impartial hearing officer 
without personal bias." Internal Operating Procedures of the Environmental 
Management Commission, Article 11, § 2 (as adopted Sept. 10, 2015); see Ass'n of Nat'/ 
Advertisers, Inc. v. FTC, 627 F.2d 1151, 201 U.S. App. D.C. 165, 167 (D.C. Cir. 1979). 
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investigation, advocacy, and adjudication are not all performed by the same person in the 
administrative process.20 

Mr. Carter is a man who wears many hats and is a highly-skilled advocate, but his 
skillful advocacy precludes him from demonstrating the objectivity necessary for that of a 
hearing officer. Mr. Carter has acted in his official and unofficial capacities to lobby 
against environmental rulemakings, and may reasonably be expected to treat rulemaking 
comments contrary to his own beliefs in a biased manner. To be sure, Mr. Carter is a 
highly accomplished attorney and active member in many civic and professional 
organizations. His professionalism is not on trial, but his abili:ty to serve as arbiter of 
public opinion in a disinterested manner is clearly compromised by his professional and 
volunteer service activities. With his history of advocacy on this issue, Mr. Carter should 
have been engaged in these rulemaking proceedings in front of the podium as an 
advocate, not from behind the table as a hearing officer and decision-maker. 

Our laws charge the EMC with the duty to protect the water and air resources of 
the State for the benefit of all its people. Rulemaking hearing officers should always be 
impartial investigators of facts and presenters of information since they are conduits of 
public opinion to the rest of the EMC. In the past, hearing officers were often DEQ staff 
brought in from other, non-interested divisions or sections. This process helps keep these 
advocacy and investigatory functions separate, as commanded by the APA. The EMC's 
operating procedures explicitly recognize this point. Giving the job of hearing officer to 
review and respond to testimony to someone with a clearly-established position on the 
matter violates the principles of our AP A. Mr. Carter should not have been appointed as 
hearing officer to this matter of vital importance to the future of our nation. Mr. Carter 
should have been disqualified and should have recused himself from further involvement 
in this rulemaking as a hearing officer. 

To proceed with this rulemaking process under his service is erroneous as a 
matter of law. As the Romans instructed on this principle of natural justice, "nemo iudex 
in causa sua." No one should be the judge of his own cause. 

e Longest 
Attorney for Hallie Turner 

Cc: Gayle Tuch, Attorney for Hallie Turner 
Shannon Arata, Attorney for Hallie Turner 
Roy Cooper, Attorney General of North Carolina 

20 See N.C. Gen. Stat. § 150B-l(a). 
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NAT U R A L  R E S O U R C E S  DE F E N S E  C O U N C I L  
 34 WALL STREET, SUITE 709  ASHEVILLE, NC 28801  

 
 

        January 15, 2016 
 
 
BY EMAIL 
 
 
Donald R. van der Vaart 
Secretary, North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality 
c/o Ms. Joelle Burleson  
Division of Air Quality 
North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality 
1641 Mail Service Center  
Raleigh, NC  27699-1641 
 
Transmitted by e-mail to: daq.publicomments@ncdenr.gov 
 
Reference: 111(d); Comments by the Natural Resources Defense Council to Standards of 
Performance for Carbon Dioxide (C02) Emissions for Existing Electric Utility Generating Units 
(EGUs) Under Clean Air Act Section 111(d). 
 
Dear Secretary van der Vaart: 
 
North Carolina has a long tradition of environmental stewardship and clean energy leadership that has 
yielded dividends we all enjoy today. And through it we have inherited a clean, beautiful and resource 
rich state we can all proudly call home. Unfortunately, the hubris exhibited by agency leadership 
threatens our ability to carry on this tradition.   
 
The North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) has chosen to not develop a rule in 
good faith to comply with the requirements of the Clean Power Plan (CPP) crafted by the US 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).  As is evident, the agency has designed a plan that the EPA 
must reject and amounts to little more than a risky pretext for another legal challenge to EPA’s authority 
to regulate greenhouse gases.  Risky because rather than creating an effective plan, the current version all 
but ensures a federal takeover of state implementation or a haphazardly designed plan that forces North 
Carolina to miss opportunities and/or needlessly suffer economically.  The place to challenge EPA’s 
authority in establishing the CO2 Emission Guidelines is within the existing lawsuit (State of West 
Virginia vs EPA), in which the state is already a party.  Using the remaining time, to craft a bad faith plan 
in order to generate another lawsuit is irresponsible and contrary to the responsibilities of the agency.    
 
Simply stated, North Carolina deserves better.  We deserve leadership that will take the time to develop 
an effective plan with the help of diverse stakeholders including utilities, business leaders, energy experts, 
environmental experts and frontline communities among others. We deserve a plan that takes advantage 
of our resources and enormous success in the area of clean energy to drive the state towards the type of 
energy future we collectively envision.  And we deserve the opportunity to use the time allotted to 
develop the right plan for us rather than waste it seeking needless, duplicative litigation.   
 
NRDC does not support the current plan, which we believe was created by this agency in bad faith.  
Rather than offering suggestions on how to repair an intentionally deficient plan, we limit our comments 
to recommendations for meaningful public engagement that would lead to a real plan from which we 
would all benefit.  We hope that the agency has the prudence to withdraw this draft and establish a 
stakeholder process by which to design the plan North Carolina deserves.  
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Comments and recommendations for meaningful public engagement and outreach to frontline 

communities in the state planning process in North Carolina. 
 
A robust state planning process involving all stakeholders and in particular vulnerable, frontline 
communities is necessary to an effective rule in North Carolina under the Clean Power Plan.  
 
In order to maximize benefits for the citizens of North Carolina, DEQ must support robust stakeholder 
engagement within the state’s planning process, taking full advantage of the time, guidance, resources and 
flexibility EPA has provided to states.  Because the impacts of pollution often hit vulnerable populations 
the hardest, how a state chooses to approach public engagement under the CPP is an area worthy of full 
consideration by stakeholders and decision-makers within the state planning process.   
 
NRDC requests that the North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality to explore and 
adopt a stakeholder process similar to the one underway in South Carolina, in order to develop the 
best rule for the state under the Clean Power Plan. 
 
In 2013, the South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control (DHEC) began a statewide 
stakeholder process to shape the state’s strategy under the then forthcoming CPP. The process yielded 
collaborative partnerships which have enabled South Carolina to take an inclusive approach to the 
statewide planning process. DHEC’s commitment to working with all stakeholders participating in the 
process, spanning a variety of backgrounds and interests, is a prime example of how states can support an 
inclusive state planning process through robust stakeholder engagement and information-sharing.  The 
group includes representatives of state government, federal government, industry, business, utilities, 
academia, low income groups, plus experts and consultants.   
 
The Stakeholder process has moved forward pursuing these ten goals: 
 

1) Ensure a common sense approach in the development of federal rules by continuing to be 
engaged in federal rulemaking, and when possible, enable stakeholders to have a ‘seat at the table’ 
in developing national policy.   

2) Provide maximum flexibility in its approach to the development and implementation of federal 
GHG rules at the state level.  

3) Eliminate regulatory barriers in the implementation of federal rules that might hamper the 
development of a statewide policy.  For example, the power industry does not need the GHG rule 
to mandate its dispatch processes. 

4) Promote the most cost-effective, sensible, and best state-specific system of emission reductions 
and approaches to federal rules and requirements.  

5) Focus on a program/strategy that relies on meaningful and cost-effective, system-wide GHG 
emission reductions compared to a relative baseline year. 

6) Ensure that the GHG reduction goals set are based on a state’s actual system-wide emission 
reduction efforts. 

7) Identify resources and tools to enable states to determine and implement the best strategies to 
meet the needs of its power generation, economy, and citizens.  

8) Provide clear criteria for approval of state plans and re-assess the timeframe to allow for the 
adequate development of state plans (under CAA Section 111(d)) to include state rulemaking 
laws and federal requirements for public notice and comment.   

9) Recognize that South Carolina is ranked high among states for clean energy use (5th) and 
Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) for building space per capita (top 10). 
Credit should be available in the Emissions Guidance for existing state initiatives achieving 
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quantifiable reductions through, for example, energy efficiency, demand response, pollution 
controls, lower emitting fuels, and clean energy investments, specifically nuclear capacity. 

10) Understand South Carolina’s unique economic challenges. For example, South Carolinians are 50% 
more likely to live below the poverty line. In some months, many state residents can spend 60-80% 
of income on energy and South Carolina ranks 7th in cooling degree days per year. While 
ensuring a safe, secure, and predictable energy future, EPA should recognize individual state 
characteristics and not place undue economic hardships on its citizens, businesses, manufacturing 
or industrial sectors. 

 
 

Options Recommended for Consideration to Promote Meaningful Public Involvement in the State 
Planning Process 

First and foremost, public engagement should provide stakeholders with an opportunity to share feedback 
and input on state plan elements and state-level decision making regarding plan implementation. 
NCDEC’s DAQ should work with the assistance of its partner divisions and agencies in state government 
to develop and lead stakeholder outreach activities. Several types of opportunities to provide public 
comment should be provided to interested stakeholders.  

Clean Power Plan Webpage: NC DEQ should consider providing access to educational materials 
regarding the Clean Power Plan generally and information pertaining to opportunities to provide public 
comment and feedback to during plan development phases. The webpage should be updated as needed to 
reflect the most current information available and remain active through the pre-compliance, compliance, 
and post-compliance period. The webpage will should be advertised and liked to other relevant webpages 
on the agency site, and included in any stakeholder outreach materials developed by NC DEQ. 

Clean Power Plan Comment Form: develop a web-based form, accessible via the Agency Clean Power 
Plan webpage that can be used by stakeholders to submit comments to the Agency regarding the state 
plan. Commenters can be required to indicate their name, affiliation, email address, and phone number 
(optional) upon submittal of comments. The Clean Power Plan commenting form should be available for 
the purposes of developing the initial plan submittal. All comments received via the web-based form 
could be batched on a weekly basis and provided to the internal staff working on the state plan 
development.            

Public Listening Sessions:    host listening sessions for the purposes of developing the initial plan 
submittal that are open to the public in cities representative of major regions across the state. NC DEQ 
should consider hosting additional listening sessions in specific vulnerable communities.                 

Environmental Agency Board Updates: develop and present frequent and regular updates to the Air 
Agency oversight body, intended to provide the most current information regarding agency efforts to 
develop its initial plan submittal and feedback received from stakeholders.           

        

 

 

 

V-152 A-242



Recommendations for Consideration to meet EPA requirements for consultation and involvement 
of vulnerable and frontline communities in the State Planning Process 

The CPP offers benefits and key opportunities for low- and fixed-income households in particular. In 
addition to lowering harmful carbon pollution in underserved communities, continued momentum in the 
state to shift away from fossil fuels by putting a price on carbon and shifting generation towards 
investments in clean energy alternatives, such as energy efficiency and renewable energy, can result in 
numerous benefits including but not limited to lower energy consumption and costs, increased investment 
in local community resources, and job creation. With all of this in mind, the EPA outlines clear 
requirements and necessary actions state agencies must take towards meaningful public engagement, 
including consideration of frontline communities.  

The Clean Power Plan builds in environmental justice considerations from the ground up to ensure that 
the interests of those Americans most vulnerable to power plant pollution are safeguarded. EPA 
established new environmental justice requirements and recommendations for how environmental and 
human health effects on low-income communities and communities of color should be addressed as states 
develop their compliance plans, and included a lengthy and explicit discussion about various community 
and environmental justice considerations states are either encouraged or in some cases required to make 
during the development and submission of state plans. The table below describes the process as it is 
outlined in the CPP.   
 
 

 
Source: Synapse Energy Economics (2016) 
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States must demonstrate how they are engaging traditionally vulnerable communities including low-
income residents, communities of color, and tribal communities. The CPP identifies a handful of technical 
resources and non-technical guidance documents EPA has either made available or plans to make 
available to states to support these considerations, as well as EPA’s commitment to provide state outreach 
and training sessions regarding community engagement and environmental justice matters. 
 
Environmental justice information for North Carolina’s communities is available through EPA’s publicly 
available EJSCREEN tool. This tool demonstrates the reality that in North Carolina, as in many other 
states, communities located near power plants tend to be disproportionately low-income and communities 
of color. These neighboring populations bear the brunt of the many direct health impacts caused by power 
plant emissions, including asthma, lung disease, heart disease, and premature death due to high local 
concentrations of particulate matter, NOx, and SO2.  
 
Potential Methodologies for Identifying Vulnerable Communities (NOTE: A combination of all 
methodologies is recommended and would ensure the most comprehensive process and certainty 
regarding areas to target. However, each approach could be used individually.)        
                                      

• EPA-developed Clean Power Plan proximity analysis and EJSCREEN can be utilized as initial 
screening tools to highlight potential vulnerable communities.                 
 

• Housing development agencies can assist with the identification of geographic locations within 
communities with greater density of low-income households. 

 
• State and local economic development agencies can assist with the identification of geographic 

locations exhibiting the greatest stress with regards to economic development and activities. 
• State Departments of Health can assist with the identification of geographic locations exhibiting 

the greatest levels of health stressors pertaining to poor air quality. 
 

• Title VI and Environmental Justice Personnel can assist with identifying communities which 
historically have expressed concerns over disproportionate community impacts resulting from 
environmental regulatory actions. 

 
• Utilize existing partnerships with community organizations which typically work with low- 

income and other vulnerable communities to identify specific stakeholders.         
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PO Box 5311    Charlotte NC 28299    www.medicaladvocatesforhealthyair.org   

 
 
 

Ms. Joelle Burleson  

Division of Air Quality  

1641 Mail Service Center  

Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1641  

 

Re: Standards of Performance for Carbon Dioxide (C02) Emissions for Existing Electric Utility 

Generating Units (EGUs) Under Clean Air Act Section 111(d). 

 

I am manager of Medical Advocates for Healthy Air, a program of Clean Air Carolina. Our 

members are North Carolina medical and health professionals concerned about the effect of air 

quality on health. I have had a disturbing number of conversations with state and local health and 

education professionals who disagree with this proposal but fear for their jobs if they comment, 

even on their own time. It is a sorry indication of the deterioration of our democratic American 

values when people feel threatened for speaking their mind. I am speaking on behalf of these 

dedicated North Carolina servants. 

 

We are experiencing the health effects of climate change in North Carolina. This summer, we 

saw a spike in hospital admissions due to heat exposure, and if we continue on our current 

trajectory, we can expect the number of 95 degree days to increase from an average of 7 days a 

year to 31 days a year before mid-century. I killed mosquitos throughout the month of 

December, keeping me mindful of the Centers for Disease Control’s prognosis of increased 

incidence of vector-borne illnesses like West Nile Virus and Lyme disease due to a longer 

growing season. The increasingly common phenomenon of “flushing”, when heavy rains follow 

significant drought, can contaminate water supplies, especially in rural areas. As a social worker, 

I’m particularly concerned about the mental health impacts on those of us who will experience 

loss and displacement due to fire, flood and sea level rise. The Pentagon warns that these effects 

around the globe set the stage for civil unrest and pose a national security threat. We must face 

this urgent challenge with courage. 

 

The EPA’s Clean Power Plan gives North Carolina the opportunity to be a leader in protecting 

our public health, maintaining our leadership in renewable energy and saving us money through 

increased energy efficiency. Many other states are taking advantage of this opportunity and 

instituting plans with carbon reduction targets even more aggressive than the EPA’s.  

 

Our leadership in the Clean Smokestacks Act significantly reduced air pollution from power 

plants. It’s time to take leadership again to reduce carbon pollution. Our taxes should go to 

preserving a healthy environment and developing the green economic opportunities of the future. 

I urge the DAQ to develop a plan that meets or exceeds the EPA target. 
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PO Box 5311    Charlotte NC 28299    www.medicaladvocatesforhealthyair.org   

 
 
 

 

January 15, 2016 

 

Governor Pat McCrory 

116 West Jones Street 

Raleigh, NC 27603 

 

Donald R. van der Vaart 

Secretary, North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality 

c/o Ms. Joelle Burleson  

Division of Air Quality  

1641 Mail Service Center  

Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1641  

 

Transmitted by email to: Joelle.Burleson@ncdenr.gov 

 

 

Re: Standards of Performance for Carbon Dioxide (C02) Emissions for Existing Electric 

Utility Generating Units (EGUs) Under Clean Air Act Section 111(d). 

 

Dear Governor McCrory and Secretary van der Vaart, 

 

We, the undersigned, are members of Medical Advocates for Healthy Air, a statewide network of 

medical and health professionals who are concerned about the impact of air pollution on human 

health. We strongly support the full implementation of the Clean Power Plan as outlined by the 

EPA. 

 

In 2009, the EPA, in response to the 2007 Supreme Court ruling requiring scientific investigation 

of the link between global warming emissions as air pollutants endangering the public’s health 

and welfare, found that global warming pollution is linked to heat-related illness, increases in 

respiratory diseases, and injuries and death related to extreme weather. To address global 

warming, on August 3, 2015, the EPA released the Clean Power Plan, designed to cut carbon 

pollution from the power sector by approximately 30 percent from 2005 levels by 2030. It will 

also reduce pollutants that contribute to toxic soot and smog by over 25 percent. 

 

You have stated that, to meet the goals of the Clean Power Plan, North Carolina will focus 

exclusively on controlling CO2 emissions from power plants. While reducing the CO2 emissions 

from power plants is important, we urge moving away from fossil fuels, the sooner the better. 

Regardless of how clean coal- and gas-fired power plants become, it is impossible to eliminate 

all of the toxic chemicals, fine particulate matter (PM) and ground-level ozone that result from 

the extraction, transportation, combustion and disposal processes involved in generating energy 
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from fossil fuels. These pollutants are linked to diseases and conditions such as respiratory 

illnesses, autism, ADHD, low birth weight, miscarriage, diabetes, obesity, cancer, stroke and 

dementia. 

 

We are especially concerned by the prevalence of respiratory disease in our population. The NC 

Department of Health and Human Services finds that asthma affects one out of every 10 children 

in our state and is the leading medical cause for school absences, with effects rippling beyond the 

health of the individual: parents lose time at work, and extended or frequent absences from 

school disrupt not only the individual child’s education but the flow of an entire classroom.  

 

The Clean Power Plan’s flexible “building blocks” (reducing power plant CO2 emissions, 

increasing renewable energy generation, and moving from coal to natural gas) enable North 

Carolina to continue our leadership in the renewable sector, which has the additional advantages 

of providing clean jobs and lowering energy bills. We should take advantage of that flexibility.  

 

We call on you to fully implement the Clean Power Plan and strengthen North Carolina’s 

investment in emission-free energy production. It is the right thing to do for the health of the 

people who live, grow, study, and work in our state. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

James M. Kenny, MD 

Medical Advocates for Healthy Air 

Environmental Health Consultant 

Member of Environmental Advisory Commission, City of Greenville, NC 

Former physician advisor with Massachusetts Lung Association and Harvard School of 

Public Health 
 

Jessica Schorr Saxe MD 

Charlotte, NC 

 

Robert Parr DO 

Wilmington, NC 

 

Janis Hammett BSPh, PharmD, BCNSP 

Greensboro, NC 

 

Jennifer Mullendore MD, MSPH 

Asheville, NC 

 

Jonathan Kotch MD, MPH, FAAP 

Durham, NC 

 

Lisa Johnson RRT, RCP, BAS, AE-C 

Greenville, NC 

 

Lisa Feierstein RN, BSN, MBA 

Raleigh, NC 

Meg Houlihan Ph.D. 

Charlotte, NC 

 

Marsha Davenport MD 

Chapel Hill, NC 

 

Aaron Levy DO 

Charlotte, NC 

 

Paul Henderson MD 

Raleigh, NC 

 

Sharon Rohrer RRT, RCP, AE-C 

Asheville, NC 

 

Melinda Shuler RCP, AE-C 

Bryson City, NC 

 

Theresa Langston BSRT,RRT,RCP,AE-C 

Ahoskie, NC 
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Steve Bruggeling RRT-CPFT 

Salisbury, NC 

 

Terry Brennemen MD 

Raleigh, NC 

 

Karin Yeatts PhD 

Carrboro, NC 

 

Connie Cooke RRT, RCP 

Windsor, NC 

 

Lesley Barker MSc 

Greensboro, NC 

 

Jeff Walden MD 

Greensboro, NC 

 

Kathryn Winn MD 

Charlotte, NC 

 

Deborah Leiner MD 

Greensboro, NC 

 

Deb Yarbrough REHS 

New Bern, NC 

 

Roopen Patel MD 

Charlotte, NC 

 

Bridget Farrell RN 

Chapel Hill, NC 

 

Manijeh Berenji MD, MPH 

Durham, NC 

 

Greg Kearney DrPH 

Greenville, NC 

 

Gary Silverman D.Env. 

Charlotte, NC 

 

Joan Roberts MD 

Durham, NC 

 

Elizabeth Tilt MD 

Mooresville, NC 

 

Sara Horstmann MD 

Charlotte, NC 

 

Emily Wilder BS 

Asheville, NC 

 

Emily Earnest MPH, CHES 

Cary, NC 

 

Donna King MPH 

Roxboro, NC 

 

Steven Campbell Health IT 

Oxford, NC 

 

Christy Bridges PAC, MPH 

Chapel Hill, NC 

 

Pam McCall RN 

Mebane, NC 

 

Coby Austin MPH 

Durham, NC 

 

Carlos Lucero MD 

Graham, NC 

 

Daniel Scanga MD 

Charlotte, NC 

 

Tia Foula BSW 

Wilson, NC 

 

Kendra Fennell MPH(C) 

Greensboro, NC 

 

Roy Pleasants PharmD 

Cary, NC 

 

Melissa Forde MS 

Raleigh, NC 

 

Rochelle Howard MPH-C 

Cary, NC 

 

Susan Hayes MEd 

Asheboro, NC 
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Cindy Morton MPH EdS 

Wagram, NC 

 

Mary Perez MSN 

Mt Gilead, NC 

 

Christine Nitt REHS 

Morehead City, NC 

 

Janie Woodie BS 

Concord, NC 

 

Linda Wei MPH-C 

Greenville, NC 

 

Karen Coppley BSN 

Trinity, NC 

 

Travis Greer BS 

Supply, NC 

 

Salima Dixon MSW 

Burgaw, NC 

 

Susan Clark DE 

Minneapolis, NC 

 

Randy Cottrell D. ED. MCHES 

Wilmington, NC 

 

Ronnie Sapp MSA 

Burlington, NC 

 

Eunice Inma BSW 

Fuquay-Varina, NC 

 

Crystal Johnson MPH-C 

Greensboro, NC 

 

Taylor Harris MPH-C 

Oxford, NC 

 

Diana Blue BA 

Fayetteville, NC 

 

Deborah Herring BSN, MHA, DON 

Winterville, NC 

 

Kiahna Johnson BS MEH 

Goldsboro, NC 

 

Bianca Smith MPH-C 

Zebulon, NC 

 

Evelyn Coley RN, BSN, MSA 

Goldsboro, NC 

 

Ulva Little MPH 

Raeford, NC 

 

Diana Rogers DON 

Marshall, NC 

 

Tanya Stiers LCSW 

Bakersville, NC 

 

Daniel Allen REHS 

Morehead City, NC 

 

Kathy Cox CHES RHED 

Laurinburg, NC 

 

Catherine Warren RN 

Lexington, NC 

 

Lan Tran-Phu MD, MPH 

Fayetteville, NC 

 

Elizabeth Schob MSPH-C 

Fayetteville, NC 

 

Lashonda Ouk MHA MBA 

Winston-Salem, NC 

 

Kelsey Ross MPH 

Wilson, NC 

 

Brittan Wood MPH, CHES 

Greensboro, NC 

 

Len Gilstrap BS REHS 

Morehead City, NC 

 

Beth Lovette RN MPH 

Wilkesboro, NC 
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Chasity Newkirk MPH MCHES 

Morrisville, NC 

 

Charles Hardy PhD 

Kure Beach, NC 

 

Bill Cleve MPH 

New Bern, NC 

 

Tracy Langley BA 

Greensboro, NC 

 

Tommy Jarrell MPH 

Rockingham, NC 

 

Mackenzie Harkey MPH-C 

Charlotte, NC 

 

MaryJane Lyonnais MPH 

Chapel Hill, NC 

 

Michelle White BS EMFP/RN 

Roxboro, NC 

 

Barbie Britt BSN 
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SO U T H E R N  EN V I R O N M E N TA L L AW C E N T E R  
 

Telephone   919-967-1450 601 WEST ROSEMARY STREET, SUITE 220 
CHAPEL HILL, NC 27516-2356 

 

Facsimile   919-929-9421 

 
 
 
Via Electronic Mail 

 

Donald R. van der Vaart 

Secretary, North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality 

c/o Ms. Joelle Burleson  

Division of Air Quality 

North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality 

1641 Mail Service Center  

Raleigh, NC  27699-1641 

 

Transmitted by e-mail to: daq.publicomments@ncdenr.gov  

 

Reference: 111(d); Comments by SELC, Clean Air Carolina, Environment North Carolina, 

North Carolina Council of Churches, North Carolina Interfaith Power and Light, North 

Carolina League of Conservation Voters, and the Southern Alliance for Clean Energy on 

Standards of Performance for Carbon Dioxide Emissions for Existing Electric Utility 

Generating Units Under Clean Air Act Section 111(d). 

 
Dear Secretary van der Vaart: 

 
On behalf of itself, Clean Air Carolina, Environment North Carolina, North Carolina 

Council of Churches, North Carolina Interfaith Power and Light, North Carolina League of 

Conservation Voters, and the Southern Alliance for Clean Energy, the Southern Environmental 

Law Center submits these comments in opposition to the North Carolina Department of 

Environmental Quality’s (“DEQ”) proposal to submit a plan that is deliberately designed to fall 

short of the requirements of the Clean Power Plan.  DEQ’s proposal would result in missed 

opportunities and the imposition of a federal implementation plan in North Carolina, and should 

be abandoned.   

 

In particular, the following comments show that: 

 

1) By proposing a plan that is designed to fail, DEQ has violated state law and abdicated its 

duty to implement federal clean air standards; 

2) North Carolina is well-positioned to comply with the Clean Power Plan, yet DEQ’s plan 

fails to take advantage of the major strides in clean energy that North Carolina has 

already made or committed to make; 

3) Under DEQ’s plan-to-fail, North Carolina would miss out on significant customer 

savings, job opportunities, and health benefits provided by the Clean Power Plan;   
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4) North Carolina also risks missing out on the benefits of the Clean Energy Incentive 

Program, which rewards states for early action on solar, wind, and low income energy 

efficiency; and 

5) Even North Carolina’s heat rate improvement proposal, which achieves only a small 

fraction of the reductions required under the Clean Power Plan, is fraught with missed 

heat rate improvement opportunities and a lack of transparency.   

 

I. Background 

 

The Clean Power Plan presents the first national limits on carbon dioxide pollution from 

power plants.  It will reduce carbon emissions by 870 million short tons by 2030—the equivalent 

of the emissions of 95 percent of the homes in the United States.  In the process of furthering the 

transition to a modern, clean energy economy, it will reduce electric bills by about $85 per year, 

create new jobs, and help build healthier communities.  The Clean Power Plan sets emission 

reduction targets that states must meet, and allows states great flexibility in crafting plans for 

compliance.   

 

Under the Clean Power Plan, North Carolina is required to either reduce its emissions 

“rate”— the amount of carbon produced per unit of energy generated—by approximately 32 

percent, or reduce its “mass” emissions—the total amount of carbon from affected power 

plants—by a comparable amount.  Thanks to actions taken to date and policies that are already in 

place, North Carolina is on track to meet its target by 2021, before the Clean Power Plan 

compliance period even begins.   

 

Yet DEQ’s proposal for “compliance” with the Clean Power Plan would not even come 

close to meeting these required reductions.  Instead, DEQ’s proposal focuses exclusively on 

marginal upgrades at coal plants, and completely disregards all other means of complying with 

the Clean Power Plan, including clean and low-cost options such as energy efficiency, solar, and 

wind.  It also fails to take advantage of extra credit opportunities for early action on solar, wind, 

and low-income energy efficiency.  DEQ’s plan-to-fail would achieve a meager 0.4 percent 

improvement in the efficiency of coal plants—a far cry from the overall 32 percent emissions 

rate reductions required. 0F

1
  As a result, DEQ’s proposal violates state law, and would almost 

certainly be rejected and replaced with a federal plan.  DEQ should abandon this proposal and 

commence a robust stakeholder process to develop a compliance plan that is in the best interest 

of the people of North Carolina. 

 

II. DEQ’s Proposed Rule Fails to Comply with the Clean Power Plan and 

Unnecessarily Limits the State’s Flexibility to Achieve Carbon Emissions 

Reductions. 

 

The Environmental Management Commission (“EMC”) should reject DEQ’s proposal 

because it fails to comply with either the procedural or substantive requirements of the Clean 

Power Plan.  The proposed rule is instead calculated to defy federal requirements as part of 

                                                      
1
 Department of Environmental Quality, Presentation, Air Quality Committee & Environmental Management 

Commission Meetings (Nov. 4-5, 2015), 

http://www.ncair.org/Calendar/Planning/November2015AQC/Agenda_3.4.pptx.  
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DEQ’s risky litigation strategy.  Based on statements by DEQ Secretary Donald van der Vaart, it 

appears that the draft rule is the opening salvo in a reckless plan by DEQ to trigger rejection of 

North Carolina’s compliance plan by the EPA, risking imposition of a federal compliance plan as 

a result.  DEQ has already joined a legal challenge to the Clean Power Plan.  With this 

noncompliant proposed rule, DEQ is betting the state’s electricity future on its hopes of 

prevailing in a legal challenge rather than working in good faith to develop a plan that best meets 

the needs of our state.   

 

As described more fully in Section II of these comments, North Carolina is well-

positioned to meet the requirements in the Clean Power Plan thanks to proactive state policies 

like the Clean Smokestacks Act and the Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency Portfolio 

Standard (“REPS”).  In particular, maximizing reliance on clean, low-cost energy efficiency and 

renewables has the potential to save customers money while at the same time boosting our 

thriving clean energy economy.  It simply defies common sense for DEQ to dig in its heels rather 

than move forward to develop a compliance plan that takes full advantage of our state’s bountiful 

clean energy resources.   

 

 The process for developing the rule and submitting it for public comment A.

was deficient. 

 

 DEQ did not allow for public participation in developing its plan. 1.

 

There was little to no participation by stakeholders—other than Duke Energy and owners 

of other affected facilities—in the process of developing DEQ’s proposed rule.1F

2
 Members of the 

public were shut out of these discussions until the proposed rule was finalized by DEQ.  Once it 

finished its proposed rule, DEQ rushed through a public hearing process that coincided with the 

winter holidays.  Only three forums were provided for public comment for a rule that will affect 

the entire state decades into the future.  No translators or interpreters were provided at these 

forums. 

 

Further, those hearings did nothing to address the additional requirements to reach out to 

vulnerable communities as set forth in the Clean Power Plan. The EPA explicitly stated that 

meaningful involvement in plan development “goes beyond the holding of a public hearing.” 2F

3
 

The final Clean Power Plan directed DEQ to make environmental justice concerns a central part 

of its compliance planning process.  DEQ was encouraged to analyze the impact of its proposed 

compliance plan on vulnerable communities and was required to conduct outreach to those 

communities to involve them in the development of the state plan.  

 

The EPA recognizes that low-income communities and certain communities of color are 

disproportionately affected by climate change impacts.  To ensure that its proposed rule does not 

further harm communities of color or low-income communities, the EPA created screening tools 

                                                      
2
 From the limited production of public records received from DEQ so far, it appears that there were a number of 

meetings with representatives of Duke Energy during the development of the proposed rule (at a minimum, one on 

August 6 and another on October 8, 2015).  
3
 EPA, Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources:  Electric Utility Generating Units 80 

Fed. Reg. 64,662, 64,848 (Oct. 23, 2015).   
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to help evaluate how existing and future pollution from fossil fuel fired electricity generation 

harms those who live closest to those power plants.3F

4
  The EPA then provided these tools to the 

states for their use in developing compliance plans.  There is no evidence that DEQ has engaged 

in any of this proximity analysis.  This failure is particularly troubling in light of DEQ’s decision 

to rely solely on heat-rate improvements for compliance, a strategy that could result in the 

increased use of coal-fired electric generating units, further exacerbating harmful health impacts 

to vulnerable communities.  

 

The EPA has found, for example that climate change will have a disproportionately 

harmful impact on African Americans in the United States: 

 

Many African Americans are already at risk from air pollution. 

Climate change is expected to lead to increased air pollution, 

contributing to asthma attacks and other respiratory issues. African 

Americans continue to have higher rates of asthma than the 

national rates. About 1 in 9 (11 percent) non-Hispanic blacks of all 

ages and about 1 in 6 (17 percent) of non-Hispanic black children 

had asthma in 2009, the highest rate among racial/ethnic groups. 

The greatest rise in asthma rates (almost a 50 percent increase) was 

among black children from 2001 through 2009…. Increased levels 

of ozone caused by climate change will exacerbate asthma attacks 

and other respiratory ailments that disproportionately harm African 

Americans, leading to increased hospitalizations. 4F

5
 

 

For these and related reasons, the EPA rightfully emphasized in the Clean Power Plan that states 

should conduct outreach to vulnerable communities when designing their compliance plans.  

 

To comply with the requirements for public participation, states must engage in 

“meaningful, active ways” with low-income communities and communities of color.  When it 

submits its proposed plan to the EPA, DEQ will be required to document what steps it took to 

“meaningfully” engage vulnerable communities and what methodology it employed to identify 

vulnerable communities. 5F

6
 DEQ will not be in a position to comply with these requirements 

because it has made no effort to involve vulnerable communities before preparing its proposed 

plan.  This is just one of many ways in which DEQ is intentionally setting itself up for rejection 

by the EPA.  

 

 DEQ failed to respond to public records request in adequate time. 2.

 

On November 11, 2015, the Southern Environmental Law Center submitted a public 

records request to DEQ asking for records related to DEQ’s development of the proposed rules. 

Anticipating the expedited timeframe for promulgating the proposed rule, our request was 

submitted promptly.  We asked for these public records two days before our receipt of DEQ’s 

                                                      
4
 Id. at 64,916. 

5
 EPA, EPA’s Clean Power Plan, Climate Change and African Americans, 

http://www3.epa.gov/airquality/cppcommunity/afam-climate-change.pdf. 
6
 80 Fed. Reg. at 64,854. 
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November 13, 2015 email to air quality stakeholders transmitting the notice that the EMC would 

accept public comments.  We did not receive any documents in response to our public records 

request until January 8, 2016—just one week before the January 15, 2016 deadline for the 

submission of comments.  Moreover, the January 8th production was only a partial response to 

our request.  As of January 15, 2016—the deadline for these comments—we have not yet 

received an estimate of when we can expect to receive the remaining documents. 

 

The proposed rules are complex and implicate matters important to all North Carolinians. 

While we have provided thorough comments on many aspects of DEQ’s proposal, DEQ’s delay 

in producing records has compromised our ability to undertake a full analysis.  As noted above, 

EPA specifically requires robust public participation in state processes that implement the Clean 

Power Plan.  Limiting timely access to public records relating to DEQ’s proposed rule thwarts 

this explicit goal of meaningful public participation. 

 

Because of the significant delay in DEQ’s response to our public records request, we 

submitted a written request for a 30-day extension on the comment period in order to provide us 

with adequate time to review the records.  This request was submitted on December 15, 2015, 

with a follow-up request on December 22 when it became clear that the delay would continue. 

Despite repeated inquiries on the status of the request, we received no response until January 12, 

2016—just three days before the comment deadline.  In addition, DEQ’s only response was to 

simply refer us to Charles Carter, Chairman of the EMC Air Quality Committee.  This response 

was puzzling because we had included Commissioner Carter as a recipient of the original written 

extension request.  Our subsequent outreach to Commissioner Carter on January 13, 2016 has 

also gone unanswered.  DEQ, a public agency, has failed to make a decision on a long-pending 

request for a reasonable extension of the comment deadline, compounding its failure to produce 

public records in a timely or complete fashion.  For an agency that has been instructed by the 

EPA to involve stakeholders in its development of a compliance plan, DEQ has shown a 

troubling inability to communicate or share information with the public.  

 

 The EMC improperly waived its 30-day review period. 3.

 

DEQ requested and obtained a waiver of the usual 30-day period for the relevant 

committee of the EMC’s review of DEQ’s proposal.  In its haste to fast-track its ill-conceived 

proposal, DEQ asked the Air Quality Committee, with just over a week to review the draft rule, 

to approve the request for a 30-day waiver and send the request to proceed to public hearing to 

the full EMC the following day.  The Air Quality Committee complied with this request. 

 

The EMC’s rulemaking authority is subject not only to specific procedural requirements 

imposed by statute6F

7
, but also the procedures adopted by the EMC itself.  Pursuant to the 

authority conferred under North Carolina General Statutes § 143B-18 and § 143B-282, et seq., 

the EMC has adopted its own internal operating procedures.  According to the internal 

procedures, “[e]xcept as provided for in this or other sections of the bylaws, the Commission 

shall take no actions on rulemaking issues that have not been acted on by the appropriate 

committee at a scheduled meeting of the committee which was held prior to a previous 

                                                      
7
 See generally N.C. Gen. Stat. Chapter 143.   
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Commission meeting.”7F

8
 The inclusion of this provision in the EMC procedures reflects the 

importance of informed deliberation by members of the EMC prior to taking action on a 

rulemaking.  The provision ensures that one or more of the standing or special committees with 

subject matter expertise has an opportunity to review a proposed action prior to its consideration 

by the full EMC. Importantly, it also ensures that Commissioners have ample notice of, and 

opportunity for thoughtful deliberation on, the proposed actions on which they are asked to vote. 

 

 The hearing officer publically opposes the very rule that DEQ is required 4.

to implement. 

 

In addition to short-circuiting its own procedures for reviewing the proposed rules, the 

EMC appointed a hearing officer who has publically expressed his disdain for the Clean Power 

Plan.  Commissioner Carter has made no secret of his opposition to the EPA’s Clean Power Plan 

and his support for DEQ’s strategy of submitting a noncompliant plan. 8F

9
 Appointing someone to 

preside over the public hearings and review of the proposed rule who has already prejudged the 

pertinent issues does little to instill confidence in this body’s ability to independently review the 

shortcomings of DEQ’s actions.  

 

 DEQ’s proposed rule places unnecessary limits on the agency’s own B.

authority to allow “beyond the fence-line” compliance measures in 

implementing the Clean Power Plan. 

 

Rather than developing a plan that draws from the wide array of sensible, low-cost 

compliance measures available to reduce carbon emissions—such as energy efficiency and 

renewable energy—DEQ’s proposal would achieve reductions through costly engineering 

measures at individual power plants.  The proposed rule limits itself to Building Block 1 of the 

Clean Power Plan—heat rate improvements at existing power plants.  DEQ’s command-and-

control style proposed rules would require power plant operators to install specific equipment, or 

make other engineering or operational changes, at specific power plants across the state. 9F

10
 

 

Although not well explained in the Supporting Basis Document, it appears that DEQ 

interprets Section 111(d) of the CAA to allow controls on emission sources only, and to not 

authorize “beyond the fence-line” compliance measures.  In explaining the basis for the proposed 

rule, the agency states: “importantly, [DEQ] will determine BSER for each EGU based upon 

BB1-type measures only (i.e., measures which can be accomplished within the fence-line of the 

facility), conforming to the §111(d) of the CAA and the requirements of 40 CFR 60 ‘Adoption 

                                                      
8
 EMC, Internal Operating Procedures, Art. VII § 2 (Sept. 11, 2014). 

9
 See, e.g., Charlie Carter, The Coming EPA Mandate and North Carolina’s Bad Bill, News & Observer (June 10, 

2015), available at http://www.newsobserver.com/opinion/op-ed/article23688772.html; Charlie Carter, NC on 

Correct Clean Power Path, News & Observer (Nov. 23, 2015), available at 

http://www.newsobserver.com/opinion/letters-to-the-editor/article46096385.html.  Mr. Carter referred to the EPA’s 

plan as a “federal takeover,” arguing that the “CPP will impose federal control over…six-sevenths” of the economy 

and refers to the supposed “draconian effects of the CPP on our electricity supply.” 
10

 Attachment 1, Letter from Mark McIntire, Duke Energy to Sheila Holman, N.C. Division of Air Quality (July 31, 

2015) (expressing concern with DEQ’s approach and stating that heat rate improvements are “highly variable” and 

“by their very nature, only temporary.”) 
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and Submittal of State Plans for Designated Facilities.’” 10F

11
  DEQ’s decision to propose a rule that 

limits compliance options to those that can be accomplished “within the fence-line” of each 

affected EGU reflects a flawed interpretation of the Clean Air Act that DEQ has asserted in 

presentations to various federal and state legislative and executive committees and in oral and 

written statements to EPA. 11F

12
  This contention lacks merit, as explained in the following sections.   

 

 The Clean Air Act framework. 1.

 

Section 111 of the Clean Air Act directs EPA to establish “standards of performance” 

limiting emissions of harmful air pollutants in three phases.  First, EPA must identify categories 

of stationary sources that cause or contribute significantly to “air pollution which may 

reasonably be anticipated to endanger health or welfare.” 12F

13
  Second, EPA must establish national 

standards of performance for new sources in each such category. 13F

14
  Finally, once EPA has 

developed standards of performance for new sources in a category, it must then prescribe 

regulations under which states develop standards of performance for existing sources in the same 

source category. 14 F

15
   

 

Section 111(d) provides that EPA “shall prescribe regulations which shall establish a 

procedure . . . under which each State shall submit [to EPA] a plan which . . . establishes 

standards of performance for any air pollutant . . . to which a standard of performance under this 

section would apply if such existing source were a new source.” 15F

16
  Congress exempted two 

categories of air pollutants from this mandate: any air pollutant (1) for which air quality criteria 

have been issued or which is listed under section 108(a); or (2) which is emitted from a source 

category covered under the hazardous air pollutant provisions of section 112. 16F

17
  Neither 

exemption applies here. 

 

                                                      
11

 DEQ, Supporting Basis for Determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction for Carbon Dioxide (CO2) 

Emissions from Existing Electric Utility Generating Units at 3 (Oct. 2015) (the “Supporting Basis”).     
12

 In addition to the “beyond the fence line” argument, DEQ has raised three main additional arguments, each of 

which is also flawed.  First, DEQ claims that EPA cannot regulate power plant carbon dioxide emissions under 

Clean Air Act section 111(d) because EPA has promulgated emission standards for power plant hazardous air 

emissions under section 112.  However, EPA’s interpretation of section 111(d) to limit development of standards of 

performance for specific pollutants regulated under section 112—rather than for entire categories of sources 

regulated under that section—is not only permissible, it is also the most natural reading of the statute and the one 

that best effectuates each of the statutory provisions.  Second, DEQ has argued that EPA cannot use section 111(d) 

to limit carbon dioxide emissions because it already is listed as a criteria pollutant under section 108.  This assertion 

is false; EPA has not listed carbon dioxide as a criteria pollutant.  Finally, DEQ also has argued that EPA cannot 

establish guidelines for regulating existing power plant sources of carbon dioxide under section 111(d) because 

EPA’s proposed standards of performance for new power plant sources under section 111(b) are unlawful.  We do 

not address this mistaken contention here, but incorporate by reference our comments in the rulemaking docket for 

the new source standards under section 111(b).   
13

 42 U.S.C § 7411(b).   
14

 Id 
15

 Id. §7411(d).   
16

 Id.  (emphasis added).   
17

 Id.   
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EPA regulations implementing section 111(d) establish a broad framework under which 

EPA establishes emission guidelines for each covered pollutant. 17F

18
  The guidelines set minimum 

required emissions limitations based on the best adequately demonstrated systems of emission 

reductions. 18F

19
  States then have flexibility to tailor their own plans to implement the standards of 

performance, so long as they meet or are equivalent to EPA’s emission guideline. 19F

20
  EPA’s 

implementing regulations also provide for case-by-case variances from an emission guideline to 

allow for “significantly more reasonable” compliance options, 20F

21
   such as where necessary to 

take into account the remaining useful life of an existing source that would be subject to the 

performance standard.21F

22
      

 

Although EPA promulgated its guidelines for implementing section 111(d) in 1975, the 

agency has issued few performance standards for existing sources.  Thus, while this is EPA’s 

default approach, it has not been extensively elaborated or refined through a long history of prior 

rulemakings, and nothing in the Clean Air Act requires EPA to adhere rigidly to this approach 

for each air pollutant or each existing source category.  In fact, EPA may adopt any reasonable 

approach to develop, issue, and implement existing source standards, so long as they meet the 

minimum requirements of the Clean Air Act and the agency adequately explains its approach and 

rationale through appropriate notice and comment rulemaking. 22 F

23
  In this instance, EPA’s 

rationale for using 111(d) as a legal basis to establish guidelines of performance for existing 

power plant sources of carbon dioxide is fully consistent with the Clean Air Act, EPA’s 

implementing regulations, and past practice.   

  

 Regulating “beyond the fence-line.” 2.

 

DEQ erroneously claims that “[t]he plain language of the Act as well as legal precedent 

precludes EPA and States from designing a standard that relies on reductions made outside of the 

emissions unit.”23F

24
  Tellingly, DEQ does not identify the “plain language” or the legal precedent 

that purportedly limits EPA to developing unit-specific guidelines and constrains EPA from 

creating flexible compliance options.  The reason for this omission is simple—it does not exist.  

In contrast to DEQ’s unsupported argument, “[t]here is widespread agreement in the academic 

community that § 111 authorizes the use of many types of flexible approaches.” 24F

25
   

 

To the extent the Clean Air Act defines the terms used in section 111(d), it does so 

broadly, leaving EPA wide latitude to interpret them in any reasonable manner that effectuates 

the pollution reduction goals of the Act.  In section 111(a), Congress defined “standard of 

                                                      
18

 40 C.F.R. § 60.22(a).   
19

 Id. § 60.22(b).   
20

 Id.   
21

 Id. § 60.24(f)(3) 
22

 42 U.S.C. § 7411(d)(1)(B). 
23

 See, e.g., FCC v. Fox Television Stations, Inc. 566 U.S. 502, 515 (2009) (an agency may change its position so 

long as it provides “good reasons” for doing so). 
24

 Donald van der Vaart Testimony before the House Committee on Energy and Commerce at 6 (Nov. 14, 2013).   
25

 G. Wannier et al., Prevailing Academic View on Compliance Flexibility under Section 111 of the Clean Air Act, 

Institute for Policy Integrity, New York University School of Law Discussion Paper No. 2011/2 at 1.   
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performance” to mean “a standard for emissions of air pollutants which reflects the degree of 

emission limitation achievable through the application of the best system of emission reduction 

(taking into account the cost of achieving such reduction and any nonair quality health and 

environmental impact and energy requirements) the Administrator determines has been 

adequately demonstrated.”25F

26
  The general definitions in Clean Air Act section 302 define 

“standard of performance” to mean “a requirement of continuous emission reduction, including 

any requirement relating to the operation or maintenance of a source to assure continuous 

emission reduction. 26F

27
  On the face of the statute, EPA has broad discretion to identify the best 

system of emission reduction and is limited only to the extent the standard is achievable and 

considers certain factors such as cost and other non-air quality impacts.  The applicable 

definitions do not, as DEQ argues, limit EPA to developing unit-specific guidelines.  And courts 

should not infer such an unexpressed limitation on the agency’s discretion to reasonably interpret 

its statutory mandate. 27F

28
   

 

To the extent Congress has spoken on the issue of EPA’s discretion to fashion flexible 

compliance approaches under section 111(d), “it has removed, rather than added, barriers to 

flexible mechanisms in EPA regulations.” 28F

29
   In particular, “Congress amended § 111 [in 1990] 

to remove the word ‘technology’ from its definition of performance standards, indicating that 

standards need not be technology-based.”29F

30
  Thus, not only is there no support in the statute for 

DEQ’s overly restrictive reading of the statute, accepted principles of statutory interpretation 

refute DEQ’s contention.   

 

Additionally, section 111(d) dictates that the procedure for implementing standards of 

performance for existing sources “shall . . . be similar to that provided by section 7410 [section 

110] of this title.”30F

31
  The process prescribed under section 110 grants states great latitude to 

fashion state implementation plans so long as they will achieve air quality protections that are at 

least equivalent to minimum federal standards, and specifically authorizes flexible compliance 

approaches “including economic incentives such as fees, marketable permits, and auctions of 

emission rights.” 31F

32
  Based on well-established practice, states have, in fact, exercised this 

flexibility to implement pollutant reductions required under section 110 through a variety of non-

source-specific mechanisms, including renewable portfolio standards, demand-side management, 

utility planning, and other indirect emission reduction systems. 32F

33
  And there is no question that 

                                                      
26

 42 U.S.C. § 7411(a)(1).   
27

 Id. § 7602(l) (emphasis added).   
28

 Chevron U.S.A. v. Natural Res. Def. Council, Inc., 467 U.S. 837, 863 (1984); see Texas Rural Legal Aid Inc. v. 

Legal Serv. Corp., 940 F.2d 685, 694 (D.C. Cir. 1991) (“Under Chevron [courts] normally withhold deference from 

an agency’s interpretation of a statute only when Congress has ‘directly spoken to the precise question at issue.’”). 
29

 G. Wannier, et al., Prevailing Academic View on Compliance Flexibility under Section 111 of the Clean Air Act, 

supra. n.25 at 4.   
30

 Id.   
31

 42 U.S.C. § 7411(d)(1).   
32

 42 U.S.C. § 7410(a)(2)(A).   
33

 See EPA, Roadmap for Incorporating Energy Efficiency/Renewable Energy Policies and Programs into State 

Implementation Plans/Tribal Implementation Plans (2011); EPA, Guidance on SIP Credits for Emissions 

Reductions from Electric-Sector Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy Measures (2004) (These guidance 

documents have been successfully implemented in Texas, Shreveport, Louisiana, and the Washington, D.C. region, 
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EPA has similar flexibility in suggesting—and in some cases implementing through Federal 

Implementation Plans—flexible compliance approaches, as section 111(d)(2) accords EPA the 

same authority granted to the states in order to fashion a federal “backstop” program for existing 

sources. 33F

34
   

 

Thus, contrary to DEQ’s unsupported criticisms, there is little question that “EPA has the 

authority to outline flexible structures in its [section 111(d)] guidance to states on existing source 

regulation, either in the form of a specific preferred option or by listing several alternative 

options.”34F

35
  Meanwhile, DEQ is not free to pick and choose which federal regulations it decides 

to enforce.  Though free to pursue its quixotic court challenges—however imprudent they may 

be—unless a court were to agree with DEQ’s misguided interpretation of section 111(d), it must 

comply with lawfully promulgated federal regulations.  DEQ has offered no justification for its 

willful failure to do so here.  

 

 State law requires DEQ to implement Clean Air Act regulations 3.

promulgated by EPA, including the Clean Power Plan. 

 

Not only does DEQ have ample authority to fully implement the Clean Power Plan, it is 

required to do so.  Under N.C. Gen. Stat. § 143-215.107(a)(10), “The Commission is hereby 

directed and empowered . . .  [t]o develop and adopt standards and plans necessary to implement 

requirements of the federal Clean Air Act and implementing regulations adopted by the United 

States Environmental Protection Agency.” 35F

36
  And N.C. Gen. Stat. § 143-215.3(a)(4) gives the 

EMC the power to delegate this duty to DEQ.  DEQ’s refusal to implement the Clean Power Plan 

is therefore a violation of its mandates under state law.   

 

 DEQ’s plan to submit an insufficient state plan and then challenge EPA’s C.

rejection of that plan in court cannot be used as a collateral attack on the 

Clean Power Plan. 

 

When a party challenges EPA’s rejection of a state implementation plan, that challenge is 

limited to whether or not the plan is sufficient to comply with federal requirements.36F

37
  The 

challenge cannot be used as a collateral attack on the original federal rulemaking setting out the 

requirements.  It is therefore a waste of valuable time and money to develop a state plan that is 

designed to be non-compliant with the federal Clean Power Plan, in an attempt to attack the 

legality of the Clean Power Plan itself.   

 

                                                                                                                                                                           
all of which modified their SIPs to receive credit for reductions achieved through energy efficiency and renewable 

energy measures). 
34

 42 U.S.C. § 7411(d)(2); see G. Wannier et al., Prevailing Academic View on Compliance Flexibility under Section 

111 of the Clean Air Act, supra. n.25 at 4.   
35

 G. Wannier, et al., Prevailing Academic View on Compliance Flexibility under Section 111 of the Clean Air Act, 

supra n.25 at 4.   
36

 (emphasis added).   
37

 See ARTBA v. EPA, 705 F.3d 453, 458 (D.C. Cir. 2013), cert. denied, 134 S. Ct. 985 (U.S. 2014) (holding that 

petitioners cannot challenge the substance of Clean Air Act regulations by challenging EPA’s application of those 

regulations in a state implementation plan). 
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III. North Carolina’s Emissions Target is Readily Achievable, and North Carolina has 

Already Achieved and Committed to Significant Emission Reductions. 

 

North Carolina is well-positioned to comply with its target in the Clean Power Plan, 

thanks to its impressive renewable and energy efficiency installations, the proactive Clean 

Smokestacks Act passed over a decade ago, and its commitments under the Renewable Energy 

and Energy Efficiency Portfolio Standard (“REPS”).  North Carolina is poised to exceed its 

mass-based target and nearly exceed its rate-based target before the Clean Power Plan 

compliance period even begins, through actions that the state has already taken to date or 

committed to take through 2021.  Even DEQ itself has stated that North Carolina will comply 

with the Clean Power Plan under the state’s business-as-usual trajectory. 37F

38
 It is therefore 

especially bewildering that DEQ would spend valuable resources creating a state plan that is 

designed to fail, and mounting costly legal challenges to the Clean Power Plan.   

 

 North Carolina’s baseline emission rate. A.

 

In developing a carbon dioxide (“CO2”) emissions target for North Carolina, EPA 

calculated a baseline emissions rate based on 2012 emissions and generation data for coal, oil, 

and natural gas-fired facilities.  In 2012, North Carolina produced approximately 50 million 

megawatt-hours (“MWh”) of generation from its coal-fired power plants and approximately 15 

million MWh from natural gas combined cycle (“NGCC”) plants.  As shown in Figure 1 below, 

these sources emitted nearly 117 billion pounds of CO2 in 2012 with an emission rate of 1,778 

lbs/MWh. 

 
Figure 1: Calculation of North Carolina Baseline Emission Rate 

Baseline  
Emission 
Rate 

= 

million 
lbs. CO2 

103,867 12,840 0 0 

=   1,778 
lbs/MWh  Coal NGCC Renewables* EE* 

million 
MWh 

50.57 15.06 0 0 

*EPA assumed renewables and EE are at zero for purposes of calculating the baseline emission rate 
 

EPA then added an assumed emission and generation rate for post-2012 affected facilities 

that were considered to have commenced construction by January 8, 2014.38F

39
 The addition of 

these affected units resulted in the “Adjusted Baseline.” As shown in Figure 2 below, the 

adjusted 2012 baseline emission rate for North Carolina was calculated at 1,673 lbs/MWh. 

 

 

 

                                                      
38

 Michael Walker, DEQ, ICYMI – Roy Cooper’s puzzling stance on Clean Power Plan (Aug. 17, 2015, 9:38 AM), 

http://portal.ncdenr.org/web/guest/denr-blog/-/blogs/icymi-%E2%80%93-roy-cooper%E2%80%99s-puzzling-

stance-on-clean-power-plan?_33_redirect=%2Fweb%2Fguest%2Fdenr-blog (explaining that North Carolina “is on 

track to meet the president’s goal of a 30 percent reduction by 2030”).   
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Figure 2: Calculation of North Carolina Adjusted Baseline Emission Rate 

  
Adjusted  
Baseline  
Emission 

Rate 

= 

million 
lbs. CO2 

112,797 21,757 0 0 

=   1,673   
lbs/MWh  Coal NGCC Renewables* EE* 

million 
MWh 

54.92 25.52 0 0 

* EPA assumed renewables and EE are at zero for purposes of calculating the adjusted baseline emission rate  

 
 North Carolina’s 2030 emission reduction target. B.

 

EPA developed a “Best System of Emission Reduction” (“BSER”) for fossil-fueled 

facilities based on three “building blocks”: (1) improving the efficiency (or “heat rate”) at 

existing coal plants; (2) increasing use of existing, underutilized natural-gas combined cycle 

plants; and (3) increasing renewable generation.  These building blocks are proven strategies that 

are already being used by power companies and states across the country to reduce emissions of 

carbon pollution and other harmful air pollutants from fossil-fuel-fired power plants.  

Furthermore, states have the flexibility to use other methods to meet their goals, including energy 

efficiency measures.   

 

Applying each of the building blocks to reduce North Carolina’s baseline emission rate, 

EPA established an emission rate target for North Carolina of 1,136 lbs CO2/MWh by 2030.  In 

the alternative, EPA established a mass-based cap of 51,266,234 tons of CO2 in annual average 

emissions by 2030.  As discussed below, North Carolina is already on track to achieve 

significant reductions, and the 2030 targets are readily achievable. 

 
 North Carolina has already achieved significant carbon emission reductions. C.

 

North Carolina has made significant emission reductions since 2012, bringing the state 

closer toward its 2030 targets and making its reduction goals easier to meet.  These reductions 

come as a result of post-2012 coal unit retirements, heat rate improvements, and running 

inefficient coal plants less often.  The baseline emission rate calculated by EPA included a 

number of coal-fired units that are now retired or planned for retirement.  These coal plants, 

along with their 2012 emissions and generation, are shown in Figure 3 below.  As shown in 

Figure 4 below, these retirements result in a reduction of roughly 12 billion pounds of CO2 

emissions and 5.6 million MWh of coal-fired generation, lowering North Carolina’s emission 

rate to 1,633 lbs/MWh.  

 
Figure 3: North Carolina Post-2012 Coal Plant Retirements and Retirement Commitments 

Plant 2012 Emissions 
(lbs CO2) 

2012 Generation 
(MWh) 

Buck 485,138,840 219,929 

L.V. Sutton 3,038,946,000 1,281,857 

Riverbend 404,612,000 156,511 

Cape Fear 953,802,000 473,340 

Lee 1,696,340,000 829,335 

Asheville 3,974,980,000 1,810,736 

Allen 1,2,3 1,686,228,000 784,450 
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Lumberton 0 0 

Total 12,240,046,000 5,556,158 

 
Figure 4: Reductions Achieved through Post-2012 Coal Plant Retirements and Retirement Commitments 

Reductions 
Achieved 
through 

Coal 
Retirements 

= 

million 
lbs. 
CO2 

  112,797 
-   12,240  
= 100,557 

21,757 0 0 

=   1,633   
lbs/MWh 

      Coal NGCC Renewables* EE* 

million 
MWh 

   54.92 
-    5.56 
= 49.36 

25.52 0 0 

* EPA assumed renewables and EE are at zero for purposes of calculating the adjusted baseline emission rate 

 
In addition to coal plant retirements, North Carolina has experienced an even further 

reduction of carbon emissions as a result of heat rate improvements at coal-fired power plants. 

As shown in Figure 5 below, heat rate improvements made as of September 2015 resulted in a 

reduction of 17 billion pounds of CO2 emissions and more than 7 million MWh of coal-fired 

generation.  The result is a further reduction of North Carolina’s emission rate to 1,558 

lbs/MWh.  

 
Figure 5: Reductions Achieved through Post-2012 Coal Plant Retirements and Heat Rate Improvements 

Reductions 
Achieved 

through Coal 
Retirements 

and Heat Rate 
Improvements 

= 

million 
lbs. 
CO2 

     100,557 
     - 17,033 
    = 83,524 

21,757 0 0 
     
=   1,558   
lbs/MWh 

 Coal NGCC Renewables* EE* 

million 
MWh 

49.36 
- 7.31 

= 42.05 
25.52 0 0 

* EPA assumed renewables and EE are at zero for purposes of calculating the adjusted baseline emission rate 

 
 North Carolina has already committed to making further emission D.

reductions in the form of renewables and energy efficiency. 

 

North Carolina’s Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency Portfolio Standard (“REPS”) 

requires that the state’s electric power suppliers (investor-owned utilities, electric membership 

corporations or cooperatives, and municipal utilities) supply an increasing portion of their retail 

electricity sales from renewable energy or energy efficiency resources.  Beginning in 2012, each 

electric power supplier was required to meet 3 percent of the prior year’s retail electricity sales 

from renewable energy resources.  This percentage ultimately increases to 10 percent of retail 

sales in 2018 for all suppliers (capping out at this level for EMCs and municipal utilities), and 

12.5 percent in 2021 for the investor-owned utilities.  Through 2020, up to 25 percent of the total 

requirement (3.125 percent of sales) can come from implementation of energy efficiency 

measures, and in 2021 and thereafter, up to 40 percent of the requirement (5 percent of sales) can 

be met with energy efficiency measures. 39F

40
  

 

As shown in Figure 6 below, assuming that utilities will meet the REPS requirements 

using the maximum allowable 5 percent of sales using energy efficiency measures, the REPS 

will result in the generation of 10 million MWh of renewable energy and nearly 7 million MWh 

of energy efficiency by the year 2021.  These reductions, which are already in progress, and to 

                                                      
40

 N.C. Gen. Stat. § 62-133.8(b)-(c). 
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which North Carolina has already committed, will result in a further reduction of North 

Carolina’s emission rate to 1,250 lbs/MWh.  

 
Figure 6: North Carolina Reductions Achieved through Post-2012 Coal Plant Retirements and Heat Rate 
Improvements, Plus Emission Reductions through Existing 2021 REPS Requirements 

Existing 
Reductions 
and 2021 

REPS 
Requirements 

= 

million 
lbs. 
CO2 

  83,524 21,757 0 0      

=   1,250   
lbs/MWh 

 Coal NGCC Renewables* EE* 

million 
MWh 

     42.05 25.52 10 6.67 

 
 

 The increases in clean energy under the REPS will allow North Carolina to E.

lessen its reliance on more polluting resources. 

 

According to load forecasts published by Duke Energy Progress and Duke Energy 

Carolinas, North Carolina will require generation of 132.4 million MWh of electricity in the year 

2020.  North Carolina, however, is on track to generate 143.9 million MWh of electricity in the 

year 2021, exceeding generation demands by approximately 11.5 million MWh.40F

41
  This surplus 

of approximately 11.5 million MWh of generation would provide the opportunity to reduce more 

heavy emitting generation, thereby bringing North Carolina even closer to its 2030 target.  More 

specifically, this surplus could help to achieve a further reduction of 2021 CO2 emissions to less 

than 44 million tons, and lower the emissions rate to 1,201 lbs/MWh.  

 

 North Carolina has already made significant progress toward its 2030 F.

targets, and remaining emission reductions are readily achievable. 

 

As shown in Figure 7 below, all of the reductions that North Carolina has already 

achieved or committed to achieve, in addition to the additional reductions possible due to the 

projected generation surplus, would allow North Carolina to far surpass the mass-based goal, and 

come within 90 percent of compliance with the rate-based goal—nine years ahead of its 

compliance deadline.  

 

Figure 7: Progress Toward 2030 Goals by 2021  

Rate-Based Goal 
 

True Baseline 
(lbs/MWh) 

Progress 
(lbs/MWh) 

Target 
(lbs/MWh) 

Compliance 
(%) 

  1,778 1,201  1,136  90% 

 

Mass-Based Goal 
 

Adjusted Baseline  
(tons) 

Progress 
(tons) 

Target 
(tons) 

Compliance 
(%) 

   67,277,341 43,663,899     51,266,234  117% 

 

                                                      
41

 Projected 2021 generation includes the following sources: coal, NGCC, nuclear, petroleum, renewables, EE, 

“other” (non-biogenic municipal solid waste, batteries, chemicals, hydrogen, pitch, purchased steam, sulfur, tire-

derived fuels, waste heat and misc. technologies), and 10 percent of 2020 projected load from out-of-state 

generation. 
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EPA’s own projections for North Carolina estimate that the state will have achieved 

comparable reductions earlier, by 2020. 41F

42
 According to the EPA, North Carolina will have 

achieved a CO2 emissions rate of 1,273 lbs/MWh by 2020, and annual average CO2 emissions of 

less than 49 million tons.  Most importantly, EPA projects that North Carolina will achieve these 

reductions without the Clean Power Plan.  As shown below in Figure 10, based on EPA’s 

projections, the state will have reached 74.49 percent of its rate-based goal, and will have 

exceeded its mass-based goal, by the year 2020 without the Clean Power Plan.  Likewise, an 

analysis conducted by E9 Insight projects that North Carolina will become a seller of credits 

under the Clean Power Plan, indicating that the state is in a strong position relative to others to 

exceed its target and have excess carbon credits to sell. 42F

43
    

  

Figure 10: EPA Projections for Progress Toward 2030 Goals by 2020—without Clean Power Plan 

Rate-Based Goal 
 

Adjusted Baseline 
(lbs/MWh) 

Progress 
(lbs/MWh) 

Target 
(lbs/MWh) 

Compliance 
(%) 

  1,673  1,273  1,136  74.49% 

 

Mass-Based Goal 
 

Adjusted Baseline  
(tons) 

Progress 
(tons) 

Target 
(tons) 

Compliance 
(%) 

   67,277,341 48,856,544     51,266,234  104.93% 

 

Any remaining gap that exists after taking into account existing reductions and 

commitments can easily be met through renewable energy development and the adoption of 

energy efficiency measures during the extensive 9 year compliance period.  Indeed, North 

Carolina ranked second in the nation in new installation of solar PV in 2015 and fourth in 

cumulative installed capacity.  Renewable energy development has grown rapidly in the state due 

to adoption of the REPS, a state renewable tax credit, quickly advancing technologies, and 

decreasing costs.  Particularly as the Amazon Desert Wind project prepares to become the first 

utility-scale wind farm in North Carolina, and as wind energy developers eye the state’s coast, 

known for its highly-ranked wind energy potential, the next 15 years of renewable energy growth 

in the state will be significant.  

 

Likewise, energy efficiency demonstrates great potential for lowering North Carolina’s 

CO2 emissions over the course of the compliance period.  Energy efficiency is an abundant, 

least-cost resource that has been deployed across the United States for decades.  In fact, North 

Carolina’s major electric utilities have already made a serious commitment to aggressive energy 

efficiency goals.  In connection with the merger of Duke Energy and Progress Energy, DEC and 

DEP each agreed to adopt an annual energy efficiency savings performance target of 1 percent of 

the prior year’s retail electricity sales beginning in 2015 and a cumulative target of 7 percent of 

retail electricity sales over the five-year period 2014-2018. 43F

44
 In their Integrated Resource Plans, 

DEC and DEP each modeled a level of energy efficiency that was based on these performance 

                                                      
42

 See EPA, Clean Power Plan: State at a Glance, North Carolina (Aug. 3, 2015), available at 

http://www3.epa.gov/airquality/cpptoolbox/north-carolina.pdf. 
43

 Attachment 2, E9 Insight, Regulatory Brief, Clean Power Plan & Public Utility Commissions (Nov. 2015). 
44

 The EE savings targets were memorialized in a settlement agreement with Southern Alliance for Clean Energy, 

the South Carolina Coastal Conservation League and Environmental Defense Fund, which was approved by the 

Public Service Commission of South Carolina in its Order Approving Joint Dispatch Agreement, Order 2012-517, 

SC PSC Docket No. 2011-158-E (July 11, 2012) at 43. 
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targets.  DEC modeled a “High EE” scenario under which it achieved a total load reduction of 11 

percent over the 2009-2029 period. 44F

45
  Under DEP’s “High EE” scenario, the utility would 

achieve a 9.1 percent total load reduction from 2009-2029. 45F

46
  In its 2014 IRP, DEC projects that 

its energy efficiency programs will reduce demand and load by about 7.6 percent of retail sales 

by 2022, or about 1700 MW.46F

47
 

 

Moreover, efficiency savings achieved in leading states demonstrate the increasing 

achievability of energy efficiency.  Eleven states achieved energy savings of more than 1 percent 

of retail sales in 2012, 47F

48
 and leading utilities are already saving from 1.5-2 percent of annual 

electricity sales. 48F

49
  National investments in utility energy efficiency programs have grown at a 

rapid pace—increasing from $1.6 billion in 2006 to $5.9 billion in 2011 49F

50
—and are projected to 

continue to increase to between $8.1 billion and $12.2 billion over the next decade, with the most 

significant increases occurring in regions with lower levels of historical program spending. 50F

51
 

Given these trends, and the comparatively low levels of energy efficiency currently being 

realized in North Carolina, the potential to ramp up energy savings across the State is 

substantial. 51F

52
  

 

With North Carolina on track to surpass its mass-based goal and to come within 90 

percent of compliance with its rate-based goal nine years ahead of the compliance deadline, it is 

evident that the state can easily fill the gap with renewable energy generation and energy 

efficiency over the remainder of the compliance period.  North Carolina is therefore exceedingly 

well-positioned to comply with its targets, and DEQ’s effort to subvert the Clean Power Plan 

reveals a willful blindness to the critical need to confront the twin threats of climate change and 

air pollution.  

 

IV. Under DEQ’s Plan-to-Fail, North Carolina would Miss out on the Significant 

Customer Savings, Job Opportunities, and Health Improvements Provided by the 

Clean Power Plan. 

  

By rejecting the Clean Power Plan and instead pursing a costly plan that is designed to 

fail, DEQ will prevent North Carolina from meeting the Clean Power Plan targets using the cost-

effective and clean energy resources that North Carolina is already deploying.  As a result, North 

Carolina would not be able to take advantage of the significant benefits of solar, wind, and 

                                                      
45

 Duke Energy Carolinas, Integrated Resource Plan (Annual Report) at 52 (Sept. 1, 2014), available at 

http://starw1.ncuc.net/NCUC/ViewFile.aspx?Id=c3c5cbb5-51f2-423a-9dfc-a43ec559d307. 
46 Duke Energy Progress, Integrated Resource Plan (Annual Report) at 51 (Sept. 1, 2014), available at 

http://starw1.ncuc.net/NCUC/ViewFile.aspx?Id=badec175-5e4f-4bea-a267-80e113db8c16.  
47

 Calculated by comparing projected 2022 gross EE impacts, DEC 2014 IRP at 102, to projected 2022 retail sales, 

DEC-DEP Response to Public Staff Data Request Item 1-9. 
48

 Id. at 5-17–5-19. 
49 ACEEE, 2014 State Energy Efficiency Scorecard (Oct. 21, 2014), available at http://aceee.org/research-

report/u1408.  
50

 EPA, Technical Support Document: GHG Abatement Measures at 5-2, 5-14 – 5-15, 5-19 (June 10, 2014), 

available at http://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2014-06/documents/20140602tsd-ghg-abatement-

measures.pdf.  
51

 Id. 
52

 Id. at 5-19. 
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energy efficiency—the cheapest energy resource available—when complying with the Clean 

Power Plan.  These benefits include customer savings on utility bills, business development and 

job growth, clean energy credits that could be marketed out of state, and healthier communities.   

  

 

 

 

 The Clean Power Plan will reduce energy costs for customers.   A.

 

 Study after study shows that the Clean Power Plan will lower electric 1.

bills. 

 

The Clean Power Plan’s economic benefits to North Carolina electricity customers far 

outweigh the costs of compliance with the Plan.  According to a report by Synapse Energy 

Economics, Inc. (the “Synapse Report”) on the proposed Clean Power Plan targets, North 

Carolina customers will save $201 to $348 million dollars each year in 2030 and beyond by 

complying with the Clean Power Plan. 52F

53
  These savings result from the use of energy efficiency 

and renewables to displace the higher operating and fuel costs of existing fossil plants (i.e., coal, 

NGCC, and other power plants that burn fossil fuels).  The total savings increase with increased 

reliance on energy efficiency.  While EPA relaxed North Carolina’s targets somewhat in the final 

rule, these calculations still provide a helpful approximation of the benefits to customers under 

the Clean Power Plan.   

 

Importantly, these figures capture only how much customers will save on their electricity 

bills, and do not include a host of additional economic and quality of life benefits, including job 

creation, economic growth, and improvements to public health and welfare resulting from lower 

carbon dioxide emissions.  These additional benefits are discussed in more detail in separate 

sections below.        

 

Figure 11, below, shows the net benefits—meaning the benefits that exceed the costs—of 

the Clean Power Plan to North Carolina customers under three scenarios at varying levels of 

efficiency savings:   

 

(1) The “EPA Case” shows the benefits if North Carolina’s compliance plan 

matches the energy efficiency that EPA identified as achievable in the 

proposed rule, which is 1.5 percent annual savings by 2023.  

(2) The “Moderate EE Case” shows the benefits if North Carolina increases its 

annual energy efficiency savings level to 1.75 percent by 2023.  

(3) The “Advanced EE Case” shows the benefits if North Carolina increases its 

annual energy efficiency savings to 2 percent—the level that many states are 

already achieving today—by 2022.  

                                                      
53

 Attachment 3, Synapse Energy Economics, Inc., Alternate Scenarios for 111(d) Implementation in North Carolina 

(Nov. 26, 2014).  
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Figure 11: Annual Customer Costs and Benefits of Clean Power Plan Compliance in  

North Carolina by 2030 

 
 

BB1:  Coal plant heat rate improvements 

BB2a:  Redispatch to existing natural gas 

BB2b:  Redispatch to under-construction natural gas 

BB3ai:  Maintain 6 percent of existing nuclear 

BB3aii:  Under-construction nuclear 

BB3:  Increase renewable generation to 10 percent 

BB4:  Energy efficiency 53F

54
 

                                                      
54

 While Building Block 4 was removed in the final Clean Power Plan, states are still permitted to use energy 

efficiency as a means of achieving their state targets.  
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Under the EPA Case, North Carolina customers will save $201 million in annual benefits 

by 2030.  If North Carolina relies more heavily on energy efficiency for compliance, the 

cheapest system resource—as allowed by the flexibility of the Clean Power Plan—then the net 

benefits rise to $348 million under the Advanced EE scenario, or $278 million under the 

Moderate EE scenario.   

 

The Advanced EE scenario represents an aggressive but attainable savings level, based 

on savings levels already achieved in several leading states. 54F

55
  The Moderate EE scenario 

represents a savings level that is in line with savings that are already achieved and targeted in an 

even greater number of states.  Cumulative energy savings under both scenarios are estimated 

using EPA’s Clean Power Plan GHG Abatement Scenario 1 EE Savings Tool. 55F

56
 

 

It is important to note that increased energy efficiency savings will reduce the need for 

North Carolina to rely on other compliance tools, reducing costs even further.  This impact is not 

shown in the Moderate and Advanced EE scenarios, which instead depict the other building 

blocks as constants and the additional energy efficiency savings as additive—in other words, the 

Moderate and Advanced EE scenarios show the impacts of over-compliance with the Clean 

Power Plan.  In reality, additional energy efficiency would displace the extent to which North 

Carolina needs to rely on other, more expensive compliance tools, reducing the costs of 

compliance and increasing the net benefits of the Clean Power Plan to even more than $278 or 

$348 million.   

 

Numerous other studies of the Clean Power Plan confirm that it would save people 

money across the nation and in North Carolina particularly.  EPA’s heavily vetted regulatory 

impact analysis shows that electricity bills are going to fall by $85 dollars per year as a result of 

the Clean Power Plan. 56F

57
  That translates to a decrease in electricity bills of about 7 percent in 

2030. 57F

58
  In a recently released study of the final Clean Power Plan targets, Synapse confirms that 

North Carolina residents would save over $15 per month on their electric bills if the state pursues 

energy efficiency in its compliance plan. 58F

59
   

 

An independent study by RTI International of North Carolina’s Renewable Energy 

Portfolio Standard further confirms the savings provided by energy efficiency and renewables in 

our State.59F

60
  The REPS requires investor-owned electric utilities to obtain 12.5 percent of North 

                                                      
55

 These states include Vermont, Massachusetts, and Rhode Island.  See ACEEE, The 2013 State Energy Efficiency 

Scorecard, App. H (Nov. 4, 2013), available at http://aceee.org/research-report/e13k; EEAC Consultant, 2013 Plan-

Year Reports, Initial Review (2014), available at http://www.ma-eeac.org/Presentations.html; National Grid, 2013 

Energy Efficiency Year-End Report (May 1, 2014). 
56

 The EE Savings Tool is available at: http://www2.epa.gov/carbon-pollution-standards/clean-power-plan-

proposed-rule-technical-documents. 
57

 The White House, Fact Sheet: President Obama to Announce Historic Carbon Pollution Standards for Power 

Plants, https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2015/08/03/fact-sheet-president-obama-announce-historic-

carbon-pollution-standards (last visited Jan. 15, 2016). 
58

 EPA, Regulatory Impact Analysis for the Clean Power Plan Final Rule at 3-40 (Oct. 23, 2015).  
59

 See Attachment 4, Synapse Energy Economics, Cutting Electric Bills with the Clean Power Plan (Jan. 14, 2016).   
60

 RTI International, Economic and Rate Impact Analysis of Clean Energy Development in North Carolina – 2015 

Update (2015), available at 

http://c.ymcdn.com/sites/www.energync.org/resource/resmgr/Resources_Page/RTI_2015.pdf. 
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Carolina’s energy needs from renewables by 2021. 60F

61
  Compared to business-as-usual, the REPS 

has already saved customers $162 million since it was adopted with overwhelming bipartisan 

support in 2007, and will save customers a total of $651 million through the years by 2021.61F

62
 

 

 

 

This finding is consistent with comprehensive national assessments that have found 

numerous benefits from the implementation of REPS around the country. 62F

63
 

 

DEQ’s plan deliberately excludes these benefits.  The designed-to-fail plan includes zero 

wind, solar, and energy efficiency resources.  It even declines to take advantage of North 

Carolina’s ongoing commitment to clean energy under the REPS.  Instead, DEQ opts for costly 

command-and-control infrastructure to be added to aging coal plants.  Though the DEQ 

Secretary falsely labels the Clean Power Plan a federal “takeover” of our state’s energy sector, he 

is guaranteeing EPA control of our compliance plan by deliberately putting forward a 

noncompliant plan.  By putting ideology before the best interests of North Carolina citizens, 

DEQ’s plan turns a savings opportunity into a costly endeavor.  DEQ must abandon its plan to 

run North Carolina’s energy future into the ground, and instead take advantage of modern, clean 

energy resources to make sure that customers enjoy the savings provided by the Clean Power 

Plan.   

 

  Even studies cited by DEQ confirm that North Carolina will save money 2.

under the Clean Power Plan.   

                                                      
61

 Id. 
62

 Id.; NC SEA, Your Electric Bill: Better Off With REPS (Feb. 2015), 

http://c.ymcdn.com/sites/www.energync.org/resource/resmgr/legislative/REPSCharges.pdf.  
63

 Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory and National Renewable Energy Laboratory, A Retrospective Analysis of 

the Benefits and Impacts of U.S. Renewable Portfolio Standards, , NREL/TP-6A20-65005 (Jan. 2016), available at 

http://www.nrel.gov/docs/fy16osti/65005.pdf.  
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DEQ attempts to point to a study of the proposed Clean Power Plan prepared by Energy 

Ventures Analysis—a group with ties to coal and natural gas industries 63F

64
—to support its flawed 

contention that the Clean Power Plan will cause bills to go up. 64F

65
  This is simply not true.  Despite 

its attempts to skew the numbers and artificially inflate the costs of the Clean Power Plan, the 

Energy Ventures report actually shows that North Carolina customers’ bills will go down under 

the Clean Power Plan.  In fact, the Energy Ventures report shows that residential bills in North 

Carolina will decrease by 6 percent in 2020 under the proposed Clean Power Plan. 65F

66
  The report 

is plagued with numerous problems, such as its failure to include a business-as-usual scenario for 

comparison, its failure to evaluate any benefits under the Clean Power Plan, and its failure to 

evaluate savings opportunities that are present in interstate trading.  Tellingly, even with all of 

these flaws, the report still concludes that North Carolina ratepayers will save money under the 

Clean Power Plan.  It is therefore baffling that DEQ would attempt to reference this report as 

support for expending resources challenging the Clean Power Plan, rather than complying with 

it.   

 

In sum, the Clean Power Plan—far from increasing electricity costs, as DEQ claims—

will lower electric utilities’ costs to serve North Carolina customers.  Moreover, higher levels of 

energy efficiency will reduce costs even further.  In addition to lowering electric system costs, 

compliance with the Plan will benefit North Carolina’s citizens in a number of ways, as 

described below. 

 

 The Clean Power Plan will spur job growth in North Carolina.   B.

 

Compliance with the Clean Power Plan will generate additional jobs and spur business 

growth in North Carolina.  Thanks to the State’s proactive policies, North Carolina’s clean 

energy sector is already thriving and poised for exponential growth as the nation transitions 

toward a lower-carbon economy.  The employment and business opportunities that will be 

spurred by EPA’s plan include work in the solar, wind, energy efficiency, and energy storage 

sectors.66F

67
 

                                                      
64

 Kathiann M. Kowalski, Coal Connections Cloud Reliability Report Cited by Ohio Agency (Mar. 10, 2015) 

,http://midwestenergynews.com/2015/03/10/coal-connections-cloud-reliability-report-cited-by-ohio-agency/.  
65

 Michael Walker, DEQ, ICYMI – Roy Cooper’s puzzling stance on Clean Power Plan (Aug. 17, 2015, 9:38 AM), 

http://portal.ncdenr.org/web/guest/denr-blog/-/blogs/icymi-%E2%80%93-roy-cooper%E2%80%99s-puzzling-

stance-on-clean-power-plan?_33_redirect=%2Fweb%2Fguest%2Fdenr-blog.  
66

 See Energy Ventures Analysis, Energy Market Impacts of the Clean Power Plan at 30 (Nov. 2014).  The 

purported “increase” in bills in North Carolina only appears when you look only at nominal (versus real) dollars.  

Nominal dollars have not been adjusted for inflation, meaning that the increase in Energy Venture’s analysis is due 

purely to inflation.  Economists agree that any proper comparison of current and future prices must rely on real, 

instead of nominal, dollars.  See, e.g., Bernard Baumohl, The Secrets of Economic Indicators (2004).  Energy 

Ventures also provides an analysis of real dollars in its report, which plainly shows savings rather than costs to 

North Carolina residential customers.  See Energy Ventures Analysis, Energy Market Impacts of the Clean Power 

Plan at 30 (Nov. 2014).   
67

 According to an analysis prepared by ICF International, Inc. for the Natural Resources Defense Council, more 

stringent targets than those in the final Clean Power Plan could have created approximately 6,700 jobs in North 

Carolina.Natural Resources Defense Council, New Carbon Pollution Standards Can Save Americans $37.4 billion 

on Electric Bills, Create 274,000 Jobs, http://www.nrdc.org/media/2014/140529.asp; 

http://www.nrdc.org/air/pollution-standards/files/cps-state-benefits-NC.pdf.  This analysis is illustrative of the 
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North Carolina’s substantial progress toward meeting its Clean Power Plan target is 

largely due to its robust clean energy sector, which has been creating jobs for years.  According 

to a report by Environmental Entrepreneurs, North Carolina announced over 10,000 clean energy 

jobs in 2012, including but not limited to jobs in solar energy, energy efficiency, and wind 

energy. 67F

68
  According to a 2014 Clean Industry Census, there are nearly 20,000 jobs across the 

state in the energy efficiency and renewable sectors, including efficiency, solar, storage, smart 

grid, hydropower, geothermal, alternative fuel vehicles, wind, and fuel cells.68F

69
  In 2014, these 

clean energy activities in North Carolina generated $4.5 billion in revenue. 69F

70
 

 

Solar in particular is booming in North Carolina and across the country.  In North 

Carolina, the solar industry alone supports over 4,000 jobs and growing.  North Carolina was 

second only to California in new solar installations added in 2014.70F

71
  North Carolina currently 

boasts 1.248 gigawatts of installed solar capacity, enough to power over 130,000 homes.  North 

Carolina is one of only four states in the country to meet this mark.  Nation-wide, there are over 

200,000 Americans working in the solar industry, a 123 percent increase since the first survey in 

2010.71F

72
  There are now more Americans working in the solar industry than are currently working 

as coal miners.72F

73
  Solar jobs also exceed all of the gas and oil extraction jobs.73F

74
  According to the 

Department of Energy’s SunShot Vision Study, continued cost reductions will lead to over 

340,000 workers in the solar industry by 2030. 74 F

75
   

 

These benefits are widely distributed across North Carolina.  In contrast to traditional 

power plants, renewables and energy efficiency resources are dispersed across the State.  This 

means that rural as well as more populated counties can take advantage of the economic growth 

created by clean energy development, as shown by this map from the N.C. Sustainable Energy 

Association 75F

76
. 

 

                                                                                                                                                                           
magnitude of job growth under the final Clean Power Plan, even though the targets have changed since the proposal.  

These job opportunities will grow if North Carolina pursues advanced energy efficiency savings. 

 
68

 E2 Environmental Entrepreneurs, Clean Energy Works for Us, available at http://cleanenergyworksforus.org/wp-

content/uploads/2013/07/North-Carolina.pdf. 
69

 N.C. Sustainable Energy Association, North Carolina Clean Energy Industry Census of 2014 at 7 (Feb. 2015).  

The figure cited in the text above excludes jobs in the biomass industry. 
70

 Id. 
71

 Solar Energy Industries Association, 2014 Top 10 Solar States, http://www.seia.org/research-resources/2014-top-

10-solar-states (last visited Jan. 15, 2016).  
72

 Solar Foundation, National Solar Jobs Census of 2015 (Jan. 2016), http://www.thesolarfoundation.org/.  
73

 Rob Wile, The US now has more solar workers than coal miners, Business Insider (July 2014), available at 

http://www.businessinsider.com/us-has-more-solar-workers-than-coal-miners-2014-7. 
74

 Katherine Tweed, US Solar Industry Provides More Jobs Than Oil and Gas Extraction, GTM (Jan. 12, 2016), 

http://www.greentechmedia.com/articles/read/US-Solar-Industry-Provides-More-Jobs-Than-Oil-and-Gas-Extraction. 
75

 U.S. Dep’t of Energy, SunShot Vision Study (Feb. 2012), available at 

http://www.eere.energy.gov/solar/sunshot/vision-study.html. 
76

 North Carolina Sustainable Energy Association, Economic Impact Analysis of Clean Energy Development in 

North Carolina – 2014 Update.   
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Because of these opportunities, a majority of small businesses in North Carolina support 

the Clean Power Plan. 76F

77
  In a letter urging North Carolina to create a plan to fully comply with 

the Clean Power Plan, companies with a significant presence in North Carolina explained that 

“[c]lean energy solutions are cost effective and innovative ways to drive investment and reduce 

greenhouse gas emissions.” 77F

78
 

 

DEQ’s plan would forego all of these business and job growth opportunities, in disregard 

of the economic interests of North Carolina and the clear signal from the business community in 

favor of pursuing full compliance with the Clean Power Plan.  

 

 The Clean Power Plan will help create healthier communities in North C.

Carolina.   

 

By reducing the need for polluting, fossil-fueled generation, the Clean Power Plan will 

benefit the health and welfare of people across North Carolina.  Cleaner air and cleaner water 

will result in lower incidences of illness and disease and fewer deaths from pollution-related 

illnesses. 

 

                                                      
77

 E2 Environmental Entrepreneurs, Survey: Majority of NC Small Businesses Support Carbon Pollution Limits, 

Addressing Climate Change (June 2, 2014), https://www.e2.org/jsp/controller?docId=34116.  
78

 Letter from Arjuna Capital et al. to Governor Pat McCrory, Support for State Implementation of Carbon Pollution 

Standards (July 31, 2015), available at http://www.ceres.org/files/clean-power-plan-state-letters/north-carolina-cpp-

letter.  

V-185 A-275

https://www.e2.org/jsp/controller?docId=34116
http://www.ceres.org/files/clean-power-plan-state-letters/north-carolina-cpp-letter
http://www.ceres.org/files/clean-power-plan-state-letters/north-carolina-cpp-letter


24 

 

EPA’s proposal encourages the use of clean energy resources like energy efficiency and 

renewable energy, which have many additional co-benefits.  Emissions from coal power cause 

asthma, heart disease, and other health impacts due to air and water pollution. 78F

79
  According to 

the American Lung Association’s State of the Air report, numerous counties in North Carolina 

receive an “F” for high levels of ozone pollution, also known as smog. 79F

80
  In 2015, there were 

nearly 200,000 cases of childhood asthma in North Carolina. 80F

81
   

 

The Clean Power Plan will lead to a 72 to 90 percent reduction in the pollutants that 

cause soot and smog, compared to 2005 levels.81F

82
  Across the country, the rule is expected to 

avoid thousands of premature deaths and thousands of asthma attacks every year. 82F

83
  Nationwide, 

the Clean Power Plan will lead to $14-34 billion in public health and climate benefits, far 

outweighing the $8.4 billion in compliance costs. 83F

84
  In North Carolina, these health benefits 

would translate to approximately 1,300 lives saved from 2020 to 2030, as well as hundreds of 

avoided hospitalizations and heart attacks, according to a study of the proposed rule conducted 

by the Harvard School of Public Health. 84F

85
  That study identified North Carolina as a health 

benefits “hot spot” under the Clean Power Plan.  

 

Renewable resources and energy efficiency also protect water quality and save water.  

Renewable resources like solar PV and wind turbines operate using no water, unlike steam cycle 

thermal power plants such as fossil and nuclear plants.  Renewable resources and efficiency also 

eliminate the many risks to public health and the environment  posed by fossil and nuclear 

plants, including contamination of ground- and surface water by coal ash pits, catastrophic 

failure of coal ash dams and nuclear plants, thermal discharges (also known as heat pollution) by 

plants that lack closed-loop cooling systems, discharges of pollutants to surface waters, and loss 

of fish and other aquatic life that are impinged and entrained in power plant cooling systems.   

 

 The Clean Power Plan will allow North Carolina to capitalize on its strong D.

history of promoting cleaner energy resources. 

 

Because North Carolina can easily comply with the Clean Power Plan, as described 

above in Section II, North Carolina is well-positioned to profit from its ongoing investments in 

renewables and energy efficiency.  According to a report by E9, North Carolina would be a net 

exporter of clean energy credits under the Clean Power Plan, allowing North Carolina to sell 

extra credits to states around the country. 85F

86
  This would further incentivize development of clean 

energy resources in North Carolina, along with all of the co-benefits they bring. 

                                                      
79

 C.B. Golin, Towards the Full Cost of Coal: A Review of Recent Literature Assessing the Negative Health Care 

Externalities Associated With Coal-Fired Electricity Production (2012).   
80

 American Lung Association, State of the Air 2015, North Carolina Report Card, 

http://www.stateoftheair.org/2015/states/north-carolina/ (last visited Jan. 15, 2016).   
81

 Id. 
82

 EPA, Fact Sheet: Clean Power Plan By the Numbers, http://www.epa.gov/cleanpowerplan/fact-sheet-clean-

power-plan-numbers (last updated Aug. 13, 2015). 
83

 Id. 
84

 Id.  
85

 Harvard School of Public Health, Health Co-Benefits of Carbon Standards for Existing Power Plants, 

http://www.chgeharvard.org/resource/health-co-benefits-carbon-standards-existing-power-plants; North Carolina:  

A Health Benefits Hot Spot, http://www.chgeharvard.org/sites/default/files/userfiles2/north_carolina.jpg.  
86

 E9 Insight, Clean Power Plan & Public Utility Commissions at 6 (Nov. 2015).   
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In contrast, DEQ’s plan would put North Carolina at a disadvantage compared to 

neighboring states.  By failing to take advantage of low-cost clean energy resources in-state, 

North Carolina will be left with no choice except to buy credits from out-of-state.  DEQ’s plan 

would force North Carolina to effectively “just say no” to millions in customer savings and 

homegrown clean energy jobs. 

 

 The Clean Power Plan will provide additional resiliency to the electric E.

system. 

 

The Clean Power Plan encourages the use of modern electricity resources, such as solar 

power and energy efficiency, which have many additional co-benefits.  Solar and energy 

efficiency technologies can be deployed quickly and easily in many locations, making them 

extremely flexible energy resources.   

 

In addition, solar is a zero-fuel resource, so solar energy protects customers from the risks 

of price volatility from fossil fuel generation.  This allows solar energy, when purchased over a 

long term contract, to provide transparent and stable energy prices that are not pegged to 

fluctuating fuel prices or subject to cost increases. 86F

87
  As a result, solar energy can provide 

important hedge value to customers, insulating them from potential future increases in fuel prices 

from natural gas and coal.  

 

Finally, distributed solar power and energy efficiency benefit our transmission system.  

Because they allow us to generate electricity right where we need it, these resources can lessen 

the strain on our aging grid and reduce the need for expensive new transmission and distribution 

infrastructure. 87F

88
  Solar and energy efficiency improvements can also reduce system energy losses 

when installed near high-use areas, which can be as high as 7 percent on a distribution system 

and up to 20 percent at the time of system peak. 88F

89
  

 

 The Clean Power Plan will help combat the effects of climate disruption in F.

North Carolina. 

 

In addition to all of the economic and health reasons to support the Clean Power Plan, 

North Carolina also has a significant self-interest in avoiding the effects of climate disruption, 

which would dramatically change life in the state.  North Carolina is vulnerable to many of the 

problems created by climate change.  Under the current emissions trajectory, the number of days 

where temperatures exceed 95 degrees Fahrenheit is expected to triple in next few decades. 89F

90
 

Expected periods of drought will threaten our farmers, disrupt food supplies, and put a strain on 

limited drinking water supplies.  The expected increase in the frequency and severity of 

hurricanes could cause devastation in our coastal communities.  Sea level along some areas of 

                                                      
87

 Solar Energy Industries Association, Cutting Carbon Emissions Under §111(d): The case for expanding solar 

energy in America at 16 (2014), available at http://www.seia.org/research-resources/cutting-carbon-emissions-

under-111d-case-expanding-solar-energy-america (last visited Jan. 15, 2016).   
88

 Id. 
89

 Id. at 14.  
90

 Risky Business, Southeast Report, http://riskybusiness.org/index.php?p=reports/southeast-report/executive-

summary.  
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the North Carolina coast will likely rise by as much as 1.4 feet by 2050, and as much as 3.6 feet 

by the end of the century.90 F

91
 Sea level rise and attendant salt-water intrusion already threaten 

coastal communities and their fresh water supplies. 

 

Recently, major U.S. banks issued a statement warning that climate change poses 

“significant risks to the prosperity and growth of the global economy,” and highlighting the need 

to “build a more sustainable, low-carbon economy” to help manage and mitigate these risks. 91F

92
  

DEQ’s plan-to-fail ignores cost-saving opportunities to combat climate disruption in North 

Carolina. 

 

 DEQ’s plan also defies the widespread public support for the Clean Power G.

Plan in North Carolina. 

 

Given all of the benefits of the Clean Power Plan, it is clear why a supermajority of North 

Carolinians support the Clean Power Plan, rather than DEQ’s plan-to-fail.  According to a recent 

survey by Public Policy Polling, 67 percent of North Carolinians favor the Clean Power Plan and 

the benefits it will bring to our state.  By abdicating its duty to implement the Clean Power Plan 

and instead crafting a plan designed to fail, DEQ is acting against the interests of all those who 

favor the Clean Power Plan. 

 

V. DEQ’s Plan Fails to Take Advantage of Early Action Opportunities and Extra 

Credit for Renewables and Low Income Energy Efficiency. 

 

Another deficiency with the State’s proposed plan is the complete failure to take 

advantage of the Clean Energy Incentive Program (CEIP) offered by the EPA.  The CEIP 

provides a voluntary matching fund of allowances or emission rate credits (referred to 

collectively as allowances for simplicity’s sake) to participating states that take early action to 

reduce fossil-fuel electricity production through either (1) deploying solar or wind resources; or 

(2) investing in energy efficiency programs that benefit low-income communities.  

 

 CEIP Addresses Many of the Stated Concerns of the Secretary of NC DEQ. A.

 

When the EPA released the final Clean Power Plan in August of 2015, N.C. DEQ 

Secretary van der Vaart issued a statement criticizing the Clean Power Plan because, he argued, 

it would have an adverse effect on low-income communities by increasing electricity prices and 

slowing job creation. 92F

93
 The Secretary’s fear is not well-grounded.  Complying with the Clean 

Power Plan is more likely to benefit low-income and other vulnerable populations.  Several 

comprehensive studies have concluded that complying with the Clean Power Plan will create a 

net-savings for customers, provide additional economic benefits by creating jobs in the clean 

                                                      
91

 Id. 
92

 Benjamin Hulac, Wall Street Banks Call GHG Emissions a 'Significant Risk,' Promise to Finance Solutions, 

ClimateWire (Sept. 28, 2015), http://www.eenews.net/climatewire/2015/09/28/stories/1060025395.  
93

 NC DEQ, Secretary van der Vaart's Statement on Federal Clean Power Plan (Aug. 5, 2015), available at 

http://portal.ncdenr.org/web/guest/denr-blog/-/blogs/secretary-van-der-vaart-s-statement-on-federal-clean-power-

plan.  
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energy and energy services sector, and bring ancillary health benefits from improved air quality, 

as described above in Section III.  

 

But if the Secretary nevertheless remains concerned about the Clean Power Plan’s 

potential impact on our state’s low-income residents, then DEQ has all the more reason to take 

advantage of CEIP.  

 

 Benefits to Low-Income, Distressed Communities from Investments in B.

Energy Efficiency. 

 

The investments in low-income energy efficiency that are incentivized by the CEIP are 

particularly important for North Carolina.  Given the DEQ Secretary’s expressed concern for 

low-income residents, he is perhaps already aware of the energy burdens placed on our state’s 

poorest residents.  In 2014, North Carolina “households with incomes of below 50 percent of the 

Federal Poverty Level [paid] 36 percent of their annual income simply for their home energy 

bills.”93F

94
  The CEIP would begin to improve this situation, providing a tangible financial 

incentive to increase investments in low income energy efficiency.  

 

Eligible investments in low-income EE earn a double compliance credit.  Qualifying 

efficiency programs receive two credits (in the form of allowances or ERCs) for each MWh of 

end-use energy saved by those measures (one early action credit from the state and another full 

matching credit from the EPA).  To be eligible for this extra credit, low-income EE measures 

must be implemented between the submission of compliant plans and 2020 or 2021.  The EPA 

will establish a special set-aside of early action allowances for its matching pool.  

 

The EPA created the CEIP in part to address environmental justice concerns relating to 

the final Clean Power Plan.  The EPA recognized that it would need to take special steps to 

ensure that the benefits of the rule would be shared broadly across all segments of society and 

that “undue burdens should not be imposed on low-income ratepayers.”94F

95
 By providing a double 

credit for investments in low-income energy efficiency, the CEIP helps to “level the playing 

field.” Existing energy efficiency programs too often do not benefit low-income ratepayers 

because they operate on a limited scale; require upfront payments, credit checks or direct loans to 

those who have little capacity to take on more debt; or are only available for those who own their 

homes.  

 

Low-income EE programs also create good paying jobs in economically distressed parts 

of the state.  When the federal government invested in weatherization programs under the 

American Recovery Act, the national effort supported 28,000 jobs and generated approximately 

$1.1 billion in energy savings for low-income residents. 95F

96
 The CEIP could provide another 

                                                      
94

 Fisher, Sheehan, & Colton, North Carolina Home Energy Affordability Gap Fact Sheet 2014 (Apr. 2015), 

http://www.homeenergyaffordabilitygap.com/03a_affordabilityData.html.  
95

 80 Fed. Reg. at 64,676. 
96

 Office of Energy Efficiency & Renewable Energy, Weatherization Assistance Program National Evaluation, 

available at: http://energy.gov/eere/articles/energy-department-announces-results-national-evaluation-

weatherization-assistance.  Over 12,000 homes received weatherization assistance in North Carolina as a result of 

the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act. See American Recovery and Reinvestment Act, Investing in North 

Carolina, available at https://www.whitehouse.gov/files/documents/arra-fact-sheets/nc.pdf.  
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needed boost into this work that helps to put money back in the pockets of our poorest neighbors 

and put people to work improving the housing stock.  

 

EE investments in low-income communities bring other benefits.  Better sealed and 

insulated homes not only waste less energy (and thus, require less money to pay for heating and 

cooling), but bring improved indoor air quality and comfort.  A home that has been upgraded 

with cost-saving EE measures is also far less likely to have the fire or carbon monoxide 

poisoning risks associated with kerosene space heaters or other heating substitutes.  

 

Existing programs that could receive a boost from taking action pursuant to the CEIP 

include: 

 Weatherization Assistance Program – administered through the Division of Energy, 

Mineral and Land Resources of DEQ 

 Duke Energy Income-Qualified Weatherization Program 

 On-bill tariffed EE programs: Roanoke Electric Corporation’s Upgrade to $ave is an 

innovative program that pays for energy efficiency upgrades that save the member money 

on her electric bills and that are recovered by the utility over a number of years with a 

fixed-charge on the member’s bill.  Though not limited to low-income members, its 

program design is well-suited to benefit those who would qualify for the CEIP.  The 

upgrades save the members money over the course of the year even as the utility recoups 

the costs of the EE upgrades.  The program is financed by USDA’s Rural Utility Service 

Energy Efficiency Conservation Loan Program and could be replicated by any of the 

Electric Membership Cooperatives in the state with an eye towards being eligible for 

CEIP credits.  

 Duke Energy’s Helping Home Fund – Performs cost-saving EE upgrades to Duke 

customers who are at or below 200 percent of the Federal Poverty Guidelines 

(administered by NC Community Action Association). 

 CEIP is Timed to Provide Needed Boost to Solar and Wind Development. C.

 

Solar photovoltaic power has a substantial foothold in the state and is well positioned to 

benefit from the renewable energy side of the CEIP program.  As described in Section III, North 

Carolina has seen robust growth in the installation of solar PV systems at all levels: utility scale, 

commercial, and residential.  This growth has helped to diversify our state’s energy mix; 

contribute to cleaner air by displacing generation from fossil fuel power plants and thus, 

reducing harmful emissions; keep electricity rates down by reducing the need for utilities to 

generate expensive peak power in the hot summer months; and provide direct employment to 

thousands of North Carolinians. 96F

97
  But with the recent expiration of the state renewable energy 

tax credit, North Carolina’s growth in solar PV will likely slow.  The CEIP could provide a 

needed a boost in renewable energy investment, particularly in 2019 when the federal investment 

tax credit (“ITC”) begins to ramp down in value.  

 

Finally, the CEIP could provide extra incentives for wind energy to develop in our state. 

The Amazon Desert Wind project could be the first of several utility scale wind farms built in the 

                                                      
97

 N.C. Sustainable Energy Association’s 2014 Survey reports over 4,300 direct jobs in the solar energy sector, and 

over 5,600 in the direct supply chain. 
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state, producing reliable, inexpensive, clean power.  Such projects bring other benefits, including 

good-paying jobs, lease payments to landowners, and a boost to the tax base of otherwise 

struggling, rural counties.  Participating in the CEIP could provide an added incentive to such 

projects, adding low-cost power to the grid that will benefit all ratepayers.  

 

 REPS Make it Easy to Find Ways to Benefit from CEIP. D.

 

Ever since the General Assembly enacted Senate Bill 3, the state has benefited from the 

Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency Portfolio Standard (“REPS”), as described in Section 

III.  Given that REPS are already an existing, enforceable state policy, there is no reason not to 

include that policy as part of the compliance pathway for North Carolina under the Clean Power 

Plan.  Doing so, in conjunction with the CEIP, could position targeted EE or new solar or wind 

development to benefit from early action credits.  

 

 Non-Binding Statement of Intent to Participate in CEIP should be in State’s E.

Final Plan. 

 

At this stage in the process, all that is required of DEQ is a statement in its initial 

submittal of a final plan is a non-binding statement that it intends to participate in CEIP.  For 

North Carolina to be eligible for a matching award of allowances from the EPA, it must 

demonstrate that it will award them only to ‘‘eligible’’ projects.  Under the Clean Power Plan, 

these are projects that:  

•  Are located in or benefit a state that has submitted a final 

state plan that includes requirements establishing its 

participation in the CEIP;  

•  Are implemented following the submission of a final state 

plan to the EPA, or after September 6, 2018, for a state that 

chooses not to submit a complete state plan by that date;  

•  For RE: Generate metered MWh from any type of wind or 

solar resources; 

•  For EE: Result in quantified and verified electricity savings 

(MWh) through demand-side EE implemented in low-

income communities; and 

•  Generate or save MWh in 2020 and/ or 2021. 

 

VI. Even DEQ’s heat rate improvements fall far short of what is feasible. 

 

Although heat rate improvements may form a component of the state’s compliance plan, 

they are clearly insufficient on their own.  DEQ, however, artificially limits the scope of the rules 

to heat rate improvement measures only, while neglecting options such as renewables and energy 

efficiency.  Furthermore, in its attempt to create a deficient state plan and limit itself to heat rate 

improvements, DEQ failed to even conduct a proper analysis of potential measures in this 

relatively minor category of compliance options.  As detailed below, DEQ’s faulty analysis is 

fraught with missed heat rate improvement opportunities, questionable inputs and a lack of 

transparency. 
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Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act requires EPA to identify the Best System of 

Emission Reduction (“BSER”) that is adequately demonstrated and available to limit pollution, 

and to set guidelines for states to reflect BSER.  Based on its evaluation of BSER for existing 

fossil fuel-fired electric generating units (“EGUs”), the Clean Power Plan sets state-specific 

goals for reducing carbon dioxide emissions from the power sector.  States are each required to 

develop a plan, including necessary rules, to meet those goals.  Notably, North Carolina’s 

proposed rules only incorporate heat rate improvements as BSER, 97F98 effectively rejecting 

building blocks two and three or other options for reducing carbon dioxide emissions. 98F

99
 

  

Heat rate is the amount of heat input (in Btu) in a boiler required for generating a 

kilowatt-hour (kWh) of energy as electricity that can be sold to others.  It is measured in “net” 

Btu/kWh for coal-fired units, meaning the net electricity generated beyond what is used on-site 

by the utility.  Typical heat rates for coal-fired units can range from approximately 9,000 to 

12,000 Btu/kWh.  The lower the heat rate (i.e., the less heat input needed to generate the 

electricity), the more efficient the unit.  Because the heat input in a boiler is obtained from 

burning coal (which, in turn creates numerous air pollutants, including carbon dioxide), the lower 

the heat rate, the less coal a unit has to burn to create the same amount of electricity.  Heat rate 

improvements therefore translate to lower emissions. 

 

As discussed below, there are numerous approaches for achieving heat rate 

improvements.  Some require the use of additional or upgraded hardware or monitoring 

equipment; others require improved operational practices.  Individually, a particular approach 

may only provide relatively modest heat rate improvements such as 50 or 100 Btu/kWh.  But, 

collectively, such approaches can result in significant reductions in a unit’s overall heat rate and 

therefore less coal usage and lower emissions.   

 

In the Clean Power Plan, EPA expects that heat rate improvements could provide a 4.3 

percent reduction in heat rate for units located in the Eastern US—including those in North 

Carolina. 99F

100
 DEQ’s proposed rules identify the following affected coal-fired units, along with the 

proposed BSER for each unit.  Of the 20 units that are part of the Duke system in North 

Carolina: 9 units have no BSER requirement; 4 units are required to implement only 1 BSER 

strategy; and only 7 units are required to implement two or more BSER strategies.  Meanwhile, 

DEQ’s proposed rules would not require any BSER for the 4 non-Duke coal-fired units in North 

Carolina. 

                                                      
98

 The proposed rules define BSER as “a design, equipment, work practice, or operational standard, or combination 

thereof, which reflects the best technological system of continuous emission reduction taking into consideration the 

cost of achieving such reduction, and any non-air quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements. 

15A NCAC 02D .2702(a)(2). 
99

 In developing the Clean Power Plan, EPA determined that BSER consisted of: (1) heat rate improvements; (2) 

redispatching from coal-fired power plants to existing natural gas plants; and (3) electricity generation from new 

renewable energy sources.   
100

 80 FR 64,727. 
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Proposed 15A NCAC 02D .2703.   
ALR: Air Heater Leakage Reduction; CLR: Controllable Loss Reduction; FDF: Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive; CO: Combustion 
Optimization; ISB: Intelligent Soot Blowers; CRR: Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, and Rebuilds; IBD: Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan Variable 
Frequency Drive). 
 

In short, DEQ failed to: (a) consider a larger universe of possible heat rate improvements; 

(b) provide any detailed rationale or documentation for potential measures that could be 

deployed but have been rejected, apparently on technical infeasibility grounds; (c) provide any 

technical support for the assumed heat rate improvement (in Btu/kWh net) from employing a 

specific strategy at a specific unit; (d) provide any support for the basis for unit capacity factors 

in future years such as 2019; (e) provide any supporting details for the costs of deploying 

particular heat rate improvement measures at particular units; and, lastly, (f) conduct any 

independent assessment of the assumptions noted above, among others, provided to DEQ by the 

owner/utilities. 100F

101
  

 

Before addressing the technical issues, it is important to note that the public record 

supporting the proposed rules is not transparent.  Other than the Supporting Basis Document 

(“SBD”), which is available online, no relevant documents were provided until January 8, 2016, 

following a protracted delay by DEQ in response to our public records request.  And, as 

                                                      
101

 It is interesting to note that Edgecombe Genco, LLC, in its own analysis, proposed a BSER measure (existing 

sootblower upgrades) that DEQ rejected on the grounds that it was not cost-effective.  See discussion in SBD at p. 

B-177 through B-178.  It is startling that DEQ would reject a measure that the utility itself deemed cost-effective at 

$87/ton CO2—perhaps because DEQ would then have had to accept many other measures which would have been 

cost-effective at $87/ton at the Duke units, as well.  
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discussed in detail above, we have yet to receive the full record.  Based on the partial records we 

have received thus far, it is not clear how much confidential information was provided to DEQ. It 

appears, however, that DEQ staff received information from Duke Energy and other coal-fired 

EGU operators, held meetings, and issued proposed rules consistent with the data and 

assumptions provided to them by the utilities, with no independent verification or analyses. 

Critical assumptions do not appear to have been questioned or challenged by DEQ.  And, as 

noted above with respect to Edgecombe Genco, DEQ in at least one instance weakened the 

BSER proposed by the operator itself.  

 

 The proposed rule fails to consider possible heat rate improvement measures.  A.

 

DEQ’s proposed rules artificially limit the full scope of measures that should have been 

considered for achieving heat rate improvements.  As noted in the SBD, Duke provided DEQ 

with the following list of 17 heat rate improvement candidates: 101F

102
 

 Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency)  

 Sliding Pressure Operation  

 Lower Flue Gas Desulfurization Efficiency (as SO2 permit limits allow) 

  Intelligent Sootblowers  

  Air Heater Leakage Reduction  

 Combustion Optimization - CCM / Excess Air / Neural Network  

 Online Condenser Cleaning  

 Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive 

  Air Heater Exit Gas Temperature Reduction 

  Flue Gas Desulfurization Auxiliary Load Reduction through Variable Frequency Drives 

 Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven Variable Frequency Drive 

 Induced Draft Fan Replacement 

  Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive 

 Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, and Rebuilds 

 Electrostatic Precipitator (Power management, T/R set upgrades) 

 Turbine Upgrades (HI, IP, LP) 

 Helper Cooling Tower 

Similarly, Edgecombe provided a list of approximately 22 measures. 102F

103
  Westmoreland 

Partners, the operators of the Roanoke Valley Energy Facilities, provided 2 measures. 103F

104
 

Strikingly, however, DEQ’s proposed BSER measures, listed in the table above, include only 

some, and sometimes none, of these measures at each given unit.   

 

Furthermore, there are additional measures, not listed above, that can improve heat rates.  

The Electric Power Research Institute, a utility industry think tank, has conducted numerous 

analyses of heat rate improvement measures.  One such study conducted in 2009 and 

                                                      
102

 SBD at B-11. 

 
103

 Id. at B-176-B-177. 
104

 See id. at B-166. 

V-194 A-284



33 

 

summarized in the report “Range and Applicability of Heat Rate Improvements,” 104F

105
 which is 

actually referenced in the SBD, 105F

106
 identified 32 capital project ideas that could improve heat 

rates covering a range of 0.1 percent to 2.5 percent.106F

107
 Examples included turbine steam seal 

upgrades, turbine section replacements, intelligent sootblowing systems, automated boiler drains, 

coal drying systems, air heater baskets, and combustion optimization.  While some of these 

measures are identified in Duke Energy’s list above, it appears that measures such as automated 

boiler drains and coal drying systems are not.  

 

The 2009 study also identified 25 maintenance projects that could achieve heat rate 

improvements covering a range of 0.03 percent to 1.5 percent. 107 F

108
 Examples included replacing 

feed pump turbine steam seals, repairing steam and water leaks, boiler chemical cleaning, 

repairing boiler air in-leakage, cleaning air preheater coils, repairing condensate pumps, and 

repairing flue gas desulfurization systems.  Again, given the brief descriptions of the strategies 

considered by Duke and DEQ, it is not clear whether these improvement measures are included 

in the proposed rules. 

 

In a 2010 study, also summarized in “Range and Applicability of Heat Rate 

Improvements,” the Electric Power Research Institute identified the following heat rate 

improvement projects by area: 

 

                                                      
105

 Report Number 30020034 (last updated April 2014), available at 

http://www.eenews.net/assets/2014/08/14/document_gw_01.pdf. 
106

 See SBD at B-9, FN2. 
107

 Report Number 30020034 at p. 2-2. 
108

 Id. 
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More than 490 “individual potential projects were identified and screened for 

feasibility.”108 F

109
 Of those projects, 174 were identified as “potentially feasible.” 109F

110
 The Electric 

Power Research Institute then identifies the following projects that should be given further 

consideration: 

 

 
 

It is evident from Duke Energy and DEQ’s limited list of projects, as well as the brief 

descriptions accompanying them as they are defined in the proposed rules, that they may not 

include a potentially large universe of projects, approaches, and strategies that can achieve heat 

rate improvements at coal-fired EGUs.   

 

 DEQ failed to justify its rejection of certain heat rate improvement measures. B.

  

From the limited set of heat rate improvement measures considered by DEQ in its 

development of the proposed rules , it appears that several measures were excluded based on 

supposed technical infeasibility.  The SBD, for example, states that for Units 1 and 2 of Belews 

Creek , Duke Energy Carolinas “has determined that measures identified above as IDFR, CRR, 

FGDA, BFP and HCT are either technically infeasible or each have very negligible HRI [Heat 

Rate Improvement] opportunity.” 110F

111
 With no further explanation in the record whatsoever, these 

potential heat rate improvement measures were eliminated from further consideration.  It is not 

clear what, if any, inquiries DEQ made to verify that this elimination was proper.  Nor is it clear 

what the term “negligible HRI opportunity” means.  The record supporting the proposed rules 

should contain complete technical justifications for all measures that have been rejected on 

technical infeasibility or “negligible HRI opportunity” grounds.  Otherwise, as demonstrated 

here, the public has no ability to review the appropriateness of DEQ’s decision-making.   

  

 DEQ failed to provide support for its cost-effectiveness analysis. C.

 

Having begun its analysis with an already limited universe of potential heat rate 

improvements, and then further limiting the potential scope of measures with the unverified 

assumptions of technical infeasibility as noted above, DEQ then moved on to a cost-effectiveness 

analysis of the remaining measures.  Only those measures that passed the assumed cost-

effectiveness threshold were included in the proposed rules. 

                                                      
109

Id. at 4-3. 
110

 Id. 
111

 SBD at B-13. 
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 DEQ used an incorrect value for the cost-effectiveness threshold. 1.

 

In general, a cost-effectiveness threshold is the value of cost-effectiveness (typically 

noted as dollars per ton of pollutant reduced—in this case, $/ton CO2 reduced) above which 

controls are deemed not cost-effective and below which controls are deemed cost-effective.  The 

level at which the cost-effectiveness threshold is set is important.  The higher the threshold, the 

more controls—in this case heat rate improvement measures—are deemed cost-effective and 

therefore have to be implemented. 

 

In developing the proposed rules, DEQ used a threshold of $23/ton CO2 reduced.  DEQ 

chose this threshold in reliance on the preamble to the Clean Power Plan. 111F

112
  Yet the current 

national standard for the social cost of carbon—the amount of harm produced by each ton of 

carbon dioxide emissions—is currently $36/ton, and even that estimate likely underestimates the 

total cost of carbon.112 F

113
  DEQ should consider all options below this $36/ton level in performing 

the cost-benefit analysis.  This higher threshold would have resulted in a greater number of heat 

rate improvement measures being included in the proposed BSER measures list. 

 

  DEQ failed to provide support for the input values used in its cost-2.

effectiveness analysis. 

 
The cost-effectiveness analysis for DEQ’s proposed rules requires several inputs.  

Important among these inputs are: (a) the capital and operating costs for each option; (b) the 

capital charge rate; (c) the expected permanent heat rate improvement anticipated (in Btu/kWh 

net); and (d) the capacity factor of the unit in 2019 and future years.  Other inputs include the 

price of coal, used to estimate the fuel savings that are credited toward the cost before calculating 

the cost-effectiveness. 

 

Aside from the manner in which the future price of coal was estimated, 113F

114
 which is 

discussed in the record, there appears to be no support provided for: (a) the capital and operating 

costs, which were provided to DEQ by the utilities; (b) the capital charge rate of 14.3 percent 

used by DEQ—which is too high; 114F

115
 (c) the expected heat rate improvement for each option, 

which was provided by the utilities; and (d) the future capacity factor, which was also provided 

by the utilities.  Thus, almost the entire cost-effectiveness analysis relies on unsupported 

                                                      
112

 See, e.g., SBD at B-10.   
113

 Howard Shelanski et al., Estimating the Benefits from Carbon Dioxide Emissions Reductions, The White House 

(July 2, 2015 2:00 PM), https://www.whitehouse.gov/blog/2015/07/02/estimating-benefits-carbon-dioxide-

emissions-reductions 
114

 For example, for Duke’s Belews Creek units, DEQ used the actual coal delivered prices for 2014 and scaled them 

for 2019.  See SBD at B-12. 
115

 The capital charge rate is used to convert a capital cost to equivalent annualized costs—it requires an assumption 

of the interest rate and the life of the project.  The 14.3 percent charge rate likely stems from the use of an interest 

rate of 7 percent and a life of 10 years.  The interest rate of 7 percent is too high (and has been too high for the last 

several years since the recession).  Using an interest rate of 3 percent, for example, along with the 10 year life would 

result in a charge rate of 11.7 percent.  Using the 3 percent rate over a 15 year life, which is appropriate for many of 

the projects under consideration, would result in a charge rate of 8.4 percent.  The lower the charge rate, the less the 

annualized cost and the lower the calculated cost-effectiveness for a measure, making it more likely that it would be 

deemed cost-effective. 
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assumptions which cannot be verified by the public. 115F

116
 Further, the record does not provide any 

indication that DEQ attempted to verify these important inputs.   

 

Conclusion 

 

By ignoring the abundant achievements and opportunities in renewables and energy 

efficiency to date, and focusing solely on heat rate improvements at power plants, DEQ’s plan is 

designed to achieve only a fraction of the required reductions under the Clean Power Plan.  

DEQ’s woefully inadequate proposal violates state law and sets North Carolina on a course for 

rejection of the state plan and imposition of the yet-to-be finalized federal plan.  DEQ’s desire to 

enter into a protracted legal battle with the EPA is especially senseless in light of DEQ’s own 

admission that North Carolina is on track to comply with the Clean Power Plan without taking 

any additional action beyond that which the state has already committed to.  In addition, under 

DEQ’s plan-to-fail, North Carolina would miss out on the significant customer savings, job 

opportunities, and health benefits provided by the Clean Power Plan.  North Carolina also risks 

missing out on the benefits of the Clean Energy Incentive Program, which rewards states for 

early action on solar, wind, and low income energy efficiency.  With this proposal, DEQ is 

ignoring the needs of North Carolinians and blatantly disregarding its primary job—to protect 

the environment and public health.  

 

For all of these reasons, DEQ should abandon its plan to fail, and engage in a robust 

stakeholder process to develop a plan that takes advantage of the benefits that renewables and 

energy efficiency will bring to the people of North Carolina 

 

 
 ______________________________  

  

 Myra Blake, Staff Attorney 

 David Neal, Staff Attorney 

 Nadia Luhr, Associate Attorney 

 

                                                      
116

 This lack of transparency is further compounded by DEQ’s inappropriate and inconsistent determinations that 

several inputs in the cost-effectiveness calculations are confidential. See, e.g., redactions in the SBD for the Duke 

units at p. B-18 through B-25, B-38 through B-48, B-59 through B-76, B-94 through B-120, B-130 through B-133, 

and B-148 through B-161, in which capital cost, direct annual costs, and project life are redacted.  However, for the 

Edgecombe units (p. B-177), the capital costs, annual costs, and project life are not redacted.  For the Edgecombe 

units at B-177 and B-180, however, the future capacity factor is redacted while this parameter is not redacted for any 

of the Duke units.  It is our opinion that none of the inputs supporting the cost-effectiveness calculations should have 

been redacted. 
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(_~ DUKE 
~ ENERGY. 

July 31, 2015 

Ms. Sheila C. Holman 
Director, Division of Air Quality 
NC Department of Environment and Natural Resources 
1641 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, NC 27699-1641 

MARK MclNTIRE 
NC Environmental Affairs Director 

410 S. Wilmington Street 
Raleigh, NC 27601 
Tel: 919-546-6338 

mark.mcintire@duke=engmv com 

SUBJECT: Follow up to July 14, 2015 letter requesting heat rate information for 
Duke Energy's North Carolina coal-fired generating units 

Dear Ms. Holman: 

Duke Energy received your request for heat rate information related to the pending final EPA 

Oean Power Plan regulation of existing coal-fired electric generating units (EGUs) under Section 
111(d) of the Clean Air Act. Per your request, enclosed is baseline heat rate information and 
C02 emissions for each of Duke Energy's (Duke Energy Carolinas and Duke Energy Progress) 

coal-fired EGUs in North Carolina. In addition to this information, you requested future heat 

input, electricity generation, C02 emissions and emission rates, and net heat rate 
improvements, among other things, for each of Duke Energy's coal-fired EGUs. As outlined 

here, estimating future unit heat rate and emissions information is fraught with speculation and 

uncertainty, making the reliability of any such estimates questionable. 

Over the last 10 years Duke Energy has embarked on an ambitious fleet modernization initiative 
that has resulted in the retirement of half of our coal-fired EGUs in North Carolina. The 
remaining fleet of coal-fired EGUs includes some of the most environmentally controlled and 

efficient units in the country (the Marshall, Cliffside, and Belews Creek generating stations are 
among the ten most efficient coal-fired stations in the United States). The current high 

efficiency of Duke Energy's North Carolina coal fleet means that further efficiency improvements 

may not be feasible, will be technically challenging and, if possible, likely very expensive. 

With regard to estimating future year heat rates and C02 emissions, producing such estimates 
is problematic for the following reasons: 

• The heat rate of coal-fired EGUs can be highly variable and influenced by many factors. 
Unit heat rates will vary at any given time based on process design, maintenance cycle, 
fuel quality, process and cooling water temperatures, and a myriad of other factors. 
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• Many efforts to improve heat rate are, by their very nature, only temporary. Efficiency 
improvements gradually disappear over time as equipment degrades due to normal wear 
and tear. Therefore, many heat rate improvements would have to be reworked on an 
ongoing basis to regain lost efficiency. 

• Improvements in the heat rate of coal-fired EGUs can be reduced or completely offset 
by changes in the way units are dispatched. Regardless of the form and content of any 
future North Carolina Clean Power Plan state implementation plan, the operation of 
Duke Energy's remaining coal-fired EGUs in North Carolina is changing in response to 
lower natural gas prices and growing investments in renewable energy. This trend is 
expected to continue as Duke moves toward a lower carbon future. Indeed, as Duke 
Energy has transitioned much of its generation from coal to natural gas, some coal units 
once operated as base load will operate more as cycling units, which will have a 
negative impact on heat rate. 

Accurately predicting future operation of any single coal-fired EGU Is technically challenging, 
and this task is made more difficult by the unpredictability of generation economics year-over
year and the implementation of future environmental regulations. The price of natural gas and 
the evolution of renewable energy technology, for example, will impact how we dispatch our 
generating fleet in the future, potentially impacting the heat rate of specific units. As NC 
develops a state plan to comply with the EPA standard, we believe the best approach will be to 
measure emissions on a system-wide basis (similar to Clean Smokestacks Act) as opposed to a 
unit-by-unit basis because of the variability and uncertainty outlined above. 

In addition to the many technical challenges associated with estimating heat rate improvement, 
there are significant regulatory concerns as well. New Source Review (NSR) requirements 
discourage utilities from larger, more significant efficiency improvement projects. In fact, EPA 
has sued numerous utilities for precisely the types of projects utilities might consider under 
Building Block 1. 

The transition of our generating fleet over the past decade has included retirement of less 
efficient coal-fired units, an increase in our reliance on natural gas, and increased adoption of 
utility-scale renewables. With these changes, Duke Energy has reduced its contribution to C02 
emissions in North carolina by greater than 20 percent compared to 2005 levels. Combining 
these efforts with potential retirements outlined in our most recent Integrated Resource Plan 
(2014), the recent retirement announcement of the coal-fired units in Asheville by 2020, 
construction of additional natural gas generation, and continued deployment of renewables 
demonstrate Duke Energy's leadership in moving towards a lower carbon future. It is important 
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to mention that Duke did not achieve these accomplishments alone. The State of North Carolina 

has led by collaborative example in the past on important energy and environmental issues, 
including the Clean Smokestacks Act of 2002 and Senate Bill 3, which created the first 
renewable energy and energy efficiency portfolio standards in the Southeast, in 2007. We 

encourage North Carolina to continue this collaborative approach as it develops its state 

implementation plan for the Clean Power Plan. 

A diverse mix of efficient, increasingly low emitting generation plays a critical role in delivering 
reliable, affordable electricity to the customers and communities we serve. As Duke Energy 

continues to modernize its fleet, we look forward to working with the State of North Carolina to 
identify reasonable opportunities to continue to contribute to a lower carbon future. To that 

end, we would be pleased to meet with you to discuss in more detail your July 14 request and 
our response. 

Sincerely, 

U,¥LO~ 
Mark Mcintire 

Cc: Commissioner Ed Finley, Chair, NC Utilities Commission 

Chris Ayers, Executive Director, NC Utilities Commission Public Staff 

Commissioner Jerry Carroll, Chair, NC Environmental Management Commission 

Commissioner Charlie Carter, NC Environmental Management Commission 
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Clean Power Plan & Public Utility Commissions 

 
 
 

As most industry observers are well aware, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued the final 
rule of the Clean Power Plan (CPP) earlier this summer. Last month, the Federal Register published the 
rule, initiating a period of new legal activity by states. The new requirements will have a dramatic impact 
on the nation’s generation fleet and, by extension, utility and electricity markets. However, amidst these 
changes, the role, authority and disposition of the state public utility commissions is still evolving. In this 
summary, E9 Insight offers a few observations about the rule and implications for each state.  
 

 

The Clean Power Plan  

In August 2015, President Obama and the EPA released the Clean Power Plan—the first-ever set of 
national standards to address carbon pollution from power plants.  The CPP aims to reduce carbon 
emissions from existing electric generating units by 32 percent below 2005 levels.  Authority to 
implement this program arises under 111(d) of the Clean Air Act, which creates a partnership between 
the EPA and states: EPA establishes a state-specific goal; states choose how to meet that goal.   

Consistent with that partnership, EPA established two ways to measure its goal: (1) a “rate-based” state 
goal measured in carbon dioxide per megawatt hour and (2) a “mass-based” state goal measured in 
total carbon dioxide emissions.  States must choose one of those two measurements to be the basis for 
its compliance.  

Regardless of which measurement is selected, states must meet two compliance deadlines: an interim 
target to be met over the period of 2022 to 2029 and a final target to be met by 2030.  To meet those 
targets, states must develop and implement plans to ensure the power plants in their state—either 
individually, or in combination with other measures—achieve the required CO2 emissions rates. 

The development of state plans will be a multi-year process involving environmental organizations, 
ratepayer advocates, business interests and other stakeholders.  In September 2016, each state is 
expected to either submit a final plan or request a two-year extension.  Appropriate reasons for an 
extension might include a state’s intent to engage in regional coordination or trading schemes, or to 
comply with its legislative or administrative schedules.  If a state is granted an extension, it must submit 
its plan by 2018.  

States also have the option of participating in the Clean Energy Incentive Program, which rewards early 
investments in renewable energy generation and demand-side energy efficiency measures during 2020 
and 2021.  If a state chooses to participate, the EPA will provide matching Emission Rate Credits up to 
an amount equal to 300 million short tons of carbon dioxide emissions.  (Wind or solar projects will 
receive 1 credit for 1 MWh of generation, and demand-side energy efficiency projects implemented in 
low-income communities will receive 2 credits for 1 MWh of avoided generation.) 

Over the next three years, each state will engage in a planning process that considers different plan 
designs and compliance pathways.   
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Anticipated Roles of the Public Utility Commissions 

While the Clean Power Plan designates the “Governor of a state as the authorized official for 
submitting the state plan to the EPA,” the Governor can designate that authority to another 
responsible official by notifying the EPA prior to the initial 2016 deadline.  Regardless of who is 
responsible for submittal, multiple state entities will likely work together in designing a final plan.  The 
state utility commissions have a number of possible roles: 

Ratemaking: As with other EPA rules, the state utility commissions will be responsible for 
approving rate increases associated with compliance costs.   

Advisory: In addition to this ratemaking function, the state utility commissions might also 
serve advisory roles tasked with determining what is feasible and cost-effective.   

Planning: Commissions may even participate in the planning process by consulting with 
utilities about compliance paths and writing portions of the final plan.   

Supervision: Finally, once a plan is approved, the state utility commissions might play a 
supervisory role by ensuring the emissions reduction credit market’s integrity, submitting 
corrective measures to make up for shortfall, and ensuring adherence to the plans’ 
components.  

Further adding to the complexity of this planning process, a number of states are introducing bills 
affecting a state’s compliance options.  Legislation introduced in 14 states would require the 
legislature’s approval of a state plan prior to its submission to the EPA.  Three states are considering 
whether to require approval by the state public utility commission.  Further, 19 states are considering 
legislation that would require the formation of a task force to study a plan’s impact on affordable 
power, reliably, and feasibility. Presumably, such a task force would involve significant involvement by 
the state utility commissions.  

In all cases, we expect to see proceedings initiated at the state public utility commissions in the coming 
months and as part of each state’s deliberations.  

Regional Approaches to Clean Power Plan Compliance 

The Clean Power Plan offers “flexible options for states and utilities to adopt multi-state compliance 
strategies.” The rule stresses the regional nature of the grid and argues that multi-state approaches 
“can lead to more efficient implementation, lower compliance costs for affected EGUs, and lower 
impacts on electricity ratepayers.”  Studies from the SPP, MISO, and PJM all confirm that regional 
compliance will be more cost-effective than a state-by-state approach. 

The rule points to the Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI) as a model for multi-state compliance 
pathways.  Today, the RGGI trading program consists of nine states that share a regional carbon 
budget, which can be adjusted to accommodate the voluntary entry or exit of states.  Each state 
maintains discretion to allocate emissions allowances, with resulting revenues funding energy efficiency 
programs, renewable energy projects, or contributing to the states’ general fund. States could create 
similar trading programs, or forgo a formal multi-state plan altogether but still allow EGUs to trade 
emission reduction credits (ERCs).  

While some commentators have suggested that Congress would be required to approve each multi-
state plan (as provided under the Compact Clause of the Constitution), Section 102(c) of the Clean Air 
Act expressly authorizes states to “negotiate and enter into agreements… for the prevention and 
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control of air pollution,” so long as those compacts are not “binding or obligatory.” However, absent 
the existence of a super-regulatory authority that can penalize or regulate across participating states, 
and absent a restriction on a state to withdraw from the compact, the Supreme Court has allowed 
cooperative undertakings without Congressional consent. 

Therefore, states may craft their multi-state agreements to avoid the potential complications involved 
with receiving Congressional approval.  When submitting implementation plans, states should describe 
trading programs and allowance allocations, although those details are not intended to create binding 
plan requirements that EPA or a citizens group could enforce. Nevertheless, a state may enforce its own 
respective laws to implement a program.   

Carbon Trading 

Regardless of whether a state submits an individual or multi-state plan, the EPA believes “it is entirely 
feasible for states to establish standards of performance that incorporate emissions trading, and it is 
reasonable to expect that states will do so.”  Citing a long history of trading approaches being used to 
address acid rain, ozone, and particulate matter, EPA concludes “that it is reasonable to anticipate that 
a virtually nationwide emissions trading market for compliance will emerge.” 

However, unlike EPA’s previous trading schemes, which included predetermined groups of states which 
were required to participate, the Clean Power Plan trading scheme is voluntary in nature and more 
vulnerable to state-level political forces.  For example, utilities might forgo the emissions trading 
market, relying instead on commission-approved cost recovery for natural gas, solar and wind. 

Regardless of how the trading scheme unfolds, it will likely create buyers and sellers of carbon credits.  
Some states will meet or exceed their 2030 targets simply after known coal plant retirements in the next 
15 years and thus will have excess carbon credits to sell. Other states will still require major reductions 
even after known retirements and will be nudged into buying credits to reach their compliance goals. 

In the accompanying table, we suggest the anticipated relative carbon position for each state. 

Rate-Based or Mass-Based 

As state regulators begin crafting compliance plans, they face a threshold decision: whether to choose 
a rate- or mass-based approach.  Most states that wish to take advantage of multi-state compliance 
options are expected to choose a mass-based approach.  Mass-based approaches are generally viewed 
as preferable for trading because it is easier to quantify emissions reductions than under the rate-based 
approach.  In fact, EPA implicitly promotes a mass-based approach in the final rule by recognizing that 
mass-based allowance trading “could be more readily applied than rate-based trading for achieving 
emissions reductions in ways that optimize affordability and electric system reliability.”  

A rate-based approach may be more suitable for Southern states that are adding new nuclear 
generation because the addition of carbon-free power would lower the pounds of carbon produced 
per megawatt-hour.  But trading under a rate-based approach will be more complicated because states 
must first average their rates into a single rate for all connected states.  

However, most states have not firmly committed to one approach or the other.  Some states are still 
conducting their own modeling to understand each approach, and other states may be waiting for a 
critical mass of states to adopt a certain approach.  Since states can only trade with other states that 
choose the same approach, states that commit too early may risk being isolated from the market. 

In the accompanying table, we suggest the anticipated method that will be selected by each state. 
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Legal Challenges 

Twenty-four states, along with Murray Energy, are suing the EPA claiming the rule goes beyond the 
agency’s authority.  Two states (OK, ND) are pursuing independent legal challenges. Most of those 
opponents come from coal-heavy states, and all but three—Kentucky, Missouri, and North Carolina—
have Republican attorneys general, suggesting the potential for partisan motivations. Eighteen other 
states plan to intervene on behalf of the EPA arguing that the rule is both legal and necessary to 
combat climate change.  

The legal arguments focus on two major issues. The threshold issue is whether the EPA has authority 
under 111(d) of the Clean Air Act to issue the carbon regulations at all.  The problem lies in the fact that 
two versions of section 111(d) were passed: one from the House and one from the Senate.  Under the 
House language, EPA is barred from using section 111(d) to regulate an emission source that is already 
regulated under section 112.  Since power plants are already regulated under section 112, the House 
interpretation would prevent EPA from issuing a duplicative rule under section 111(d).  According to the 
Senate version, however, EPA is barred from issuing a second rule that controls the same pollutant that 
is already regulated in another section.  Since EPA has not regulated greenhouse gasses previously, the 
Senate interpretation would allow the agency to regulate carbon emissions under section 111(d).  
Because the House and Senate version are in conflict, EPA’s decision to follow the Senate 
interpretation would traditionally be given deference. 

The second major issue revolves around whether the EPA overstepped its authority by allowing state 
implementation plans to include “outside the fence” measures, such as energy efficiency and 
renewable energy, to reach their reduction goals.  But since the final rule eliminated the energy 
efficiency building block—by far the most vulnerable to court challenge—we expect this issue would be 
resolved in EPA’s favor. 

 

 

 
 
This regulatory brief was prepared by E9 Insight, a research firm that tracks the activities of the state 
public utility commissions. E9 Insight publishes a monthly newsletter and maintains a database of 2,500 
ongoing proceedings across the 50 states. For more information, please visit www.e9insight.com. 
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Periodic Table of State Policy 
 

The “Periodic Table of State Policy” organizes the states in 10 families with common market structures 
and regulatory characteristics. Within each family (column), larger states (based on retail revenue) are at 
the top, with smaller states at the bottom. Vertically integrated states are generally on the left side of 
the table, while restructured states are generally on the right.  

The orientation of each state toward the Clean Power Plan is indicated below, revealing a notable 
aggregation of vertically-integrated states that have assumed adverse positions toward the Clean 
Power plan, which restructured states demonstrated more favorable positions toward the new rules.   

 

 

 
 
E9 Insight has developed and regularly employed unique market segmentation and policy analysis tools 
to illustrate trends across state commissions. For a more detailed description, please see Electricity 
Journal (July 2015, Vol. 28, Issue 6) or contact inquiries@e9insight.com.  
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The following table summarizes the expected agency responsible for Clean Air Act compliance, along with the
current status of each state's "orientation", based on lega  and legislative activity. We have also indicated
preliminary expectations about the anticipated method of compliance for each state and relative carbon position.

Air Resources BoardCA $37.4 Favorable 11Mass Seller

Commission on Environmental QualityTX $32.8 Adverse 11Mass Buyer

Department of Environmental ConservationNY $22.8 Favorable 11Mass Seller

Department of Environmental ProtectionFL $22.7 Adverse 11Mass Buyer

Department of Environmental ProtectionPA $14.3 Favorable 11Mass Buyer

Environmental Protection AgencyOH $13.8 Adverse 11Mass Buyer

Environmental Protection DivisionGA $12.6 Adverse 11Rate Buyer

Department of Natural ResourcesNC $12.0 Adverse 11Mass Seller

Environmental Protection AgencyIL $11.7 Undecided 11Mass Seller

Department of Environmental QualityMI $11.6 Adverse 11Mass Seller

Department of Environmental ProtectionNJ $10.2 Adverse 11Mass Buyer

Department of Environmental QualityVA $9.9 Favorable 11Mass Seller

Department of Environmental ManagementIN $9.2 Adverse 11Mass Buyer

Department of Environment and ConservationTN $8.9 Undecided 11Rate Seller

Department of Environmental ProtectionMA $8.0 Favorable 11Mass Seller

Department of Environmental ManagementAL $7.9 Adverse 11Mass Seller

Department of Environmental QualityAZ $7.7 Adverse 11Mass Buyer

Department of Natural ResourcesMO $7.5 Adverse 11Mass Buyer

Department of Natural ResourcesWI $7.3 Adverse 11Mass Buyer

Department of Health and Environmental ControlSC $7.3 Adverse 11Rate Buyer

Department of EnvironmentMD $7.2 Favorable 11Mass Seller

Department of Environmental QualityLA $6.9 Adverse 11Mass Seller

Department of EcologyWA $6.6 Favorable 11Mass Seller

Department of Energy and EnvironmentKY $6.5 Adverse 11Mass Seller

Pollution Control AgencyMN $6.5 Favorable 11Mass Buyer

Department of Public Health and EnvironmentCO $5.3 Adverse 11Mass Buyer

Department of Environmental QualityOK $4.7 Adverse 11Mass Buyer

Department of Energy and EnvironmentCT $4.7 Favorable 11Mass Buyer
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Department of Environmental QualityMS $4.4 Adverse 11Mass Buyer

Department of Environmental QualityOR $4.0 Favorable 11Mass Seller

Department of Health and EnvironmentKS $3.9 Adverse 11Mass Buyer

Department of Natural ResourcesIA $3.8 Favorable 11Mass Seller

Department of Environmental QualityAR $3.7 Adverse 11Mass Buyer

Department of Conservation and Natural ResourcesNV $3.2 Undecided 11Mass Buyer

ExemptHI $3.2 (exempt) 11- -

Department of Environmental QualityNE $2.7 Adverse 11Mass Buyer

Department of Environmental ProtectionWV $2.5 Adverse 11Mass Buyer

Department of Environmental QualityUT $2.5 Adverse 11Mass Buyer

Environment DepartmentNM $2.1 Favorable 11Mass Seller

Department of Environmental QualityID $1.8 Adverse 11Mass Seller

Department of Environmental ServicesNH $1.6 Favorable 11Mass Seller

Department of Environmental ProtectionME $1.4 Favorable 11Mass Seller

Department of HealthND $1.3 Adverse 11Mass

ExemptDC $1.3 (exempt) 11- -

Department of Environmental QualityWY $1.3 Adverse 11Mass Buyer

Department of Natural ResourcesDE $1.2 Favorable 11Mass Seller

Department of Environmental QualityMT $1.2 Adverse 11Mass Buyer

Department of Water and Natural ResourcesSD $1.1 Adverse 11Mass Seller

Department of Environmental ManagementRI $1.1 Favorable 11Mass Seller

ExemptAK $1.0 (exempt) 11- -

ExemptVT $0.8 (exempt) 11- -
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The following summary provides state-specific observations of actions and statements regarding the Clean Power
Plan and expectations regarding compliance. States are organized according to the size of the market (based on
retail electricity revenue). Diagrams for each state offer a schematic depiction of the relative size of each market and
the individual utility entities in each state. For more information, contact inquiries@e9insight.com.

California$37.4
The California Air Resources Board is developing California’s compliance plan for this federal rule and consulting as
appropriate with other state regulators, including the California Energy Commission, California Public Utilities
Commission, and California's air districts, among others.  California supports multi-state collaboration to achieve its
goals and has already began discussions with other Western states about the potential for carbon trading.

Texas$32.8
The Texas Committee on Environmental Quality will be responsible for developing a compliance plan.  However,
there are a number of pending house and senate bills that may affect compliance options.  One such bill, SB 1761,
would require approval by the state legislature, Public Utility Commission, and FERC before submitting a plan to
EPA.  It would also require the Committee and the Public Utility Commission to develop a memorandum of
understanding regarding duties, responsibilities, and functions.

New York$22.8
The Department of Environmental Conservation will submit the state’s final implementation plan to the EPA.  As a
RGGI participant, it is likely that other states will look to New York as an example of how to participate in regional
trading schemes.  Compliance should be relatively straightforward for New York as the state’s emissions reduction
target under RGGI exceeds EPA’s target.

Florida$22.7
The Florida Department of Environmental Protection will be responsible for developing a compliance plan.  Two
bills have been introduced that would require the Department to submit its state plan for legislative approval before
its submission to EPA, but both bills failed. While the state is challenging the rule in court, Florida Power & Light is
one of the few electric companies that support the Clean Power Plan, largely due to the fact that it gets the majority
of its electricity from natural gas.

Pennsylvania$14.3
The Department of Environmental Protection will be responsible for administering the compliance program, with
the PUC ensuring there are no adverse impacts on reliability.  HB 2354 was approved in 2014 and requires DEP to
consider participation in a multi-state program and requires the legislature’s approval of a state plan, except under
certain circumstances.

Ohio$13.8
The Ohio Environmental Protection Agency has been working closely with the Ohio PUC to collect input on how the
rule will affect Ohio.  As a heavily coal-dependent state, Ohio has been strongly opposed to the rule from the
beginning, and is among a coalition of 24 states suing the EPA.

Georgia$12.6
The Environmental Protection Division is working closely with the Georgia Environmental Finance Authority and the
PSC to share information and develop a flexible state plan that provides a mechanism for interstate trading in a
cost-effective manner.  The plan will likely involve revisions to the Georgia Rules for Air Quality Control. Although
state regulators criticize the rule, the EPA significantly eased Georgia’s target in the final rule by allowing the state
to count two under-construction nuclear reactors.

V-211 A-301



State Comments
Clean Power Plan

November 2015

North Carolina$12.0
The North Carolina legislature may influence how the state designs its implementation plan.  HB 571 requires the
Department of Environment and Natural Resources to develop a state plan in consultation with the Environmental
Management Commission and the Utilities Commission.  It also would restrict state actions to cutting emissions by
improving efficiency to coal-fired plants. Meanwhile, Duke Energy’s integrated resource plan predicts a doubling of
renewables, energy efficiency, and demand-side conservation by 2029.

Illinois$11.7
With half of its electricity coming from nuclear, Illinois is in a unique situation.  The final rule allows only new or
upgraded nuclear plants to count towards a state’s emissions reductions, and Exelon has warned that it may close
three struggling nuclear plants if they don’t receive state subsidies to keep them operating. Illinois has a number of
bills pending that would establish a long-term renewable resources procurement plan, encourage use of energy
efficiency, and authorizes the Illinois EPA to develop a market-based program for compliance.

Michigan$11.6
Although Michigan is one of 24 states that filed a lawsuit challenging the EPA, it is on track to meet Clean Power
Plan targets with its existing 10 percent renewable energy standard and 1-percent-per-year energy efficiency
mandate.  While the Attorney General is suing the EPA in an individual capacity, the Department of Environmental
Quality announced that the state will submit a compliance strategy and not formally challenge the rules.

New Jersey$10.2
New Jersey has a long history of challenging the EPA’s authority to regulate greenhouse gasses and it is now one of
the 24 states that filed a lawsuit challenging the final rule. While the administration criticized the rule, the state’s
largest utility plans to promote energy efficiency for low income customers as an early tool to reduce emissions.

Virginia$9.9
The Department of Environmental Quality is leading the effort on how to best implement the rule. HB 1261 requires
the Virginia Energy Plan to analyze the cost and benefits resulting from EPA’s regulations.  A bill that would have
required legislative approval of a state plan before submission to EPA failed to pass in the House. But the
Department must submit a report to the governor and legislature by November 2015.

Indiana$9.2
As one of the 24 states suing the EPA, Indiana plans to vigorously challenge the legality of the rule.  The governor
has said Indiana will refuse to comply unless EPA makes significant changes. There is pending legislation barring the
Department of Environmental Management from preparing a state implementation plan until all legal challenges
are fully resolved.

Tennessee$8.9
Unlike many of its neighbors, Tennessee has remained relatively quiet and has not joined the lawsuit against the
EPA.  Under SB 1325, the Department of Environment and Conservation must provide notice of the development of
a state plan and solicit comments before developing an impact report.  The state plan must be approved by the
legislature.

Massachusetts$8.0
As a participant in RGGI, Massachusetts is well positioned to meet its clean power plan goals. It has the 10th lowest
emissions rate in the country and is ranked fourth in amount of solar capacity installed last year.

Alabama$7.9
The Department of Environmental Management is forming at least one working group that will involve the state’s
utilities and other stakeholders.  Although Alabama has joined the legal fight against the EPA, neither the Governor
nor Legislature is preventing the agency from developing a state compliance plan.  Meanwhile, Alabama Power is
asking the PSC to add 500 MW of renewable energy to its grid.
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Arizona$7.7
The Department of Environmental Quality is currently engaged in the third phase of its Clean Power Plan
compliance.  From now until the initial submittal is due, ADEQ will continue meeting with stakeholders and working
with a technical group to develop a plan. SB 1007 also established a joint legislative review committee to review any
state implementation plan and requires legislative approval before its submission to EPA.

Missouri$7.5
SB 142 requires the Department of Natural Resources to prepare a regulatory impact report and submit any final
plant to the Governor, the Joint Committee on Government Accountability, the president pro tem of the Senate
and the speaker of the House before submitting the plan to EPA.

Wisconsin$7.3
As one of the 24 states that filed a lawsuit challenging the rule, Wisconsin is strongly opposed to the rule.  The
governor pledged not to put forward a compliance plan unless EPA significantly changes its rule.

South Carolina$7.3
The Department of Health and Environmental Control has tasked the development of a state implementation plan
to the South Carolina Energy Coalition, which plants to work collaboratively with the Department and stakeholders.
Meanwhile, HB 3707 is pending piece of legislation that would prevent a state agency from preparing a state plan
before all legal challenges have been resolved.  It would also provide the PSC with a safety valve to reject a
proposal if it would retire a unit before its lifetime if the unit is necessary to maintain reliability.

Maryland$7.2
As a participant in RGGI, Maryland is well positioned to meet its emissions target. It was already committed to
reducing greenhouse gasses to 75 percent of 2006 levels by 2020.

Louisiana$6.9
In 2014, Louisiana passed SB 650, which authorizes the Department of Environmental Quality to establish
performance standards for the regulation of carbon emissions from existing fossil fuel-fired EGUs and allows for
alternative standards or compliance schedules than the federal rule.  Cleco Corporation intends to work closely with
the Department and the PSC to devise a compliance plan.

Washington$6.6
With an abundance of hydropower and planned retirement of all remaining coal-fired generation before 2020,
Washington is well positioned to meet its target. The Governor plans to promulgate a carbon cap under the state’s
Clean Air Act, but this will likely be complementary to the Clean Power Plan, not as the sole means of complying
with the rule.

Kentucky$6.5
In 2014, Kentucky passed HB 388, which authorizes the Department of Energy and Environment to establish
performance standards for the regulation of carbon emissions from existing fossil fuel-fired EGUs.  In 2015, Kentucky
also established a Federal Environmental Regulation Impact Assessment Task Force to study the rule’s potential
effects.

Minnesota$6.5
With an aggressive RPS and significant opportunities for wind power, Minnesota is well positioned to comply with
the rule. The Pollution Control Agency is reviewing the rule and assessing potential pathways for compliance.  It
anticipates that new state rules will be needed to implement a plan.  Pending legislation would require the
Commissioner of the Pollution Control Agency to receive legislative approval of a state plan before submission to
EPA.
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Colorado$5.3
While the Attorney General joined the coalition of 24 states that filed a lawsuit against the EPA, the Governor
supports the final rule. The Department of Health and Environment will be developing a state implementation plan
that will include opportunities for input from diverse stakeholders. SB 258 is a pending piece of legislation that
would require both legislative approval and PUC approval of a state plan before submission to EPA.

Oklahoma$4.7
Both the Governor and Attorney General are strongly opposed to the rule.  In April, the Governor vetoed a bill that
would require the Department of Environmental Quality to submit the state plan to the attorney general.  Instead,
the Governor has issued an executive order barring the state from submitting an implementation plan.

Connecticut$4.7
As a RGGI participant, Connecticut is well positioned to meet its target.  It has reduced carbon emissions by 34
percent from 1990 to 2012 and generated $137 million for energy efficiency and renewable energy programs. The
Department of Energy and Environmental Protection will be heading the effort to develop a compliance plan.

Mississippi$4.4
The Department of Environmental Quality will likely head the state’s development of an implementation plan.
Although the Governor has vowed to fight the rule, it did not join in the lawsuit against EPA with other states.

Oregon$4.0
As a leader in clean energy development, Oregon is well positioned to meet its emissions target and may be able to
sell compliance credits to other states. The Department of Environmental Quality will work closely with the PUC,
Department of Energy, and regional stakeholders to develop an implementation plan.

Kansas$3.9
HB 2233 requires the secretary of Health and Environment to develop a state plan in conjunction with the state
Corporation Commission and requires input and review of the state legislature.

Iowa$3.8
With more than 28 percent of its electricity production coming from wind, Iowa is well positioned to meet its
emissions target.  The Department of Natural Resources is leading the development of a compliance plan and will
be holding a round of stakeholder and working group meetings in the coming months.

Arkansas$3.7
SB 183 requires the Department of Environmental Quality to develop several impact reports and work in conjunction
with the PSC and the Economic Development Commission to prepare a report on the regulation’s impact on
affordability and reliability. The legislature and governor must approve the state plan before submission to EPA.

Nevada$3.2
With planned coal plant retirements, renewable energy resources, and energy efficiency investments, Nevada is well
positioned to meet its target.  The Nevada Department of Conservation and Natural Resources is currently
reviewing the rule.
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Hawaii$3.2
While Hawaii has been supportive of the rule (and has joined a coalition of states), EPA has temporarily refrained
from setting an emissions target for Hawaii due to a lack of power system data.  The state is committed to
generating 40 percent clean energy by 2030 and 100 percent by 2045.

Nebraska$2.7
Nebraska is part of a 24 state coalition that filed a lawsuit challenging the rule. Legislative Bill 469 requires the
Department of Environmental Quality to submit an impact report and hold public meetings on the development of
a state plan. The final plan must also be submitted to the legislature.

West Virginia$2.5
House Bill 2004 requires the Department of Environmental Protection to submit a report to the legislature
examining the rule’s impact on the state.  If the Department finds that a state plan is feasible, it must obtain
legislative approval before submission to EPA.

Utah$2.5
Utah is part of a 24 state coalition that filed a lawsuit challenging the rule. It has not decided whether it will submit a
compliance plan.  But the Department of Environmental Quality has coordinated numerous stakeholder meetings
with interested parties to assess the rule.

New Mexico$2.1
The Environment Department Air Quality Bureau is reviewing the rule in order to conduct appropriate stakeholder
outreach in the coming months.  It is planning a citizen participation campaign that should give all interested parties
an opportunity to communicate information and ideas.

Idaho$1.8
The Department of Environmental Quality is in the early stages of evaluating the final rule. It plans to work closely
with the Office of Energy Resources, the PUC, and other interested stakeholders in developing a state plan.

New Hampshire$1.6
As a RGGI participant, New Hampshire is well positioned to meet its emissions target.  The Department of
Environmental Services and PUC filed joint comments and are working closely to review the final rule.

Maine$1.4
As a RGGI participant with one of the lowest emissions rates in the country, Maine is well positioned to meet its
emissions target.  But with 27 percent of its energy coming from biomass, Maine remains concerned because it is
unclear how this resource will be counted towards compliance.

North Dakota$1.3
As one of the 24 states suing EPA, North Dakota is simultaneously fighting the rule and looking at compliance
pathways. SB 2372 authorizes legislative management to conduct a study on the impacts and costs of EPA’s
regulations and present the study to the legislature.
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District of Columbia$1.3
While it supports the rule (and has joined a coalition of states), the District of Columbia does not have goals to meet
under the Clean Power Plan.

Wyoming$1.3
As a coal state, Wyoming was among a coalition of 24 states that are suing the EPA.  However it still plans to submit
a compliance plan to avoid the federal government making one for them. Legislation passed in 2014 authorizes the
Attorney General to take action to stop the enforcement, administration or implementation of regulations, following
approval by the governor.

Delaware$1.2
As a RGGI participant, Delaware is well positioned to meet its emissions target. Independent from the Clean Power
Plan, Delaware plans to reduce carbon emissions 30 percent below 2008 levels by 2030 and has been actively
shutting down coal-fired power plants in recent years.

Montana$1.2
Montana is simultaneously suing the EPA while moving forward with exploring compliance options.  It has
established a legislative subcommittee to review options and work with the state Department of Environmental
Quality.

South Dakota$1.1
Similar to North Dakota, South Dakota will continue to challenge the legality of the rule while it prepares its
implementation plan to comply. Although South Dakota has high penetrations of renewables, out-of-state
purchases receive the credit, not the producer.

Rhode Island$1.1
As a RGGI participant that obtains nearly all its electricity from natural gas, Rhode Island is well positioned to meet
its emissions targets.  The Department of Environmental Management is in the early stages of developing a
compliance plan.

Alaska$1.0
With limited transmission, Alaska was excluded from the EPA rule. But EPA reserved the right to regulate carbon in
the future.

Vermont$0.8
Vermont does not have any power plants big enough to be regulated under the rule. However, Vermont has joined
a coalition of states supporting the rule.
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1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  

In order to comply with section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) has proposed guidelines for reducing carbon dioxide (CO2) from existing fossil fuel-fired power 
plants. This document describes the methodology used by EPA to calculate a target rate for North 
Carolina under 111(d), as well as considerations regarding future 111(d) compliance strategies for the 
state. Ultimately, this report estimates that achieving compliance with 111(d) by following each building 
block as prescribed by the EPA will result in $201 million in net benefits to North Carolina. 

Synapse has developed a methodology to compare the generation, emissions, and net benefits of 
different strategies to comply with EPA’s proposed 111(d) regulation, assuming a simplified mass-based 
translation. Figure ES 1 below reports the net benefits to North Carolina associated with EPA’s scenario, 
along with two alternate scenarios.1 The “Advanced EE” scenario evaluates EPA’s building blocks plus 
the impacts of increasing North Carolina’s energy efficiency savings target from 1.5 percent by 2025 to 
2.0 percent by 2023, and changes the ramp rate of incremental efficiency savings from 0.2 percent per 
year in the EPA case to 0.25 percent per year. The “Moderate EE” scenario evaluates the impact of an 
energy efficiency savings trajectory in between the EPA and “Advanced EE” cases, with savings ramping 
by 0.25 percent per year to reach 1.75 percent annual incremental savings by 2023.  

Figure ES 1 demonstrates that as energy efficiency programs are increased, net benefits also increase. As 
such, the net benefits to North Carolina of compliance for the Moderate and Advanced EE Cases are 
$278 million and $348 million, respectively, as compared to the $201 million in net benefits that would 
result from complying using EPA’s scenario. The assumptions, methodology, and more detailed results 
provided in this report are an essential context to these summary results. 

                                                           
1 In this report, as will be explained in greater detail below, Synapse assumes the costs associated with compliance with 111(d) 

to be those outlined by the EPA for all building blocks except 3b (renewables) and 4 (energy efficiency), for which Synapse 
developed original cost estimates. The benefits calculated in this report represent direct financial benefits to ratepayers that 
result from the use of cheaper energy resources. It does not, however, include other benefits, such as public health benefits. 
If all societal benefits were calculated, the net benefits associated with 111(d) compliance would grow. 
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Figure ES 1. 2030 costs and benefits from 111(d) building blocks 

 
Note: In the figure above, the labels are as follows: BB1 is coal efficiency improvements, BB2a is redispatch to natural gas units, 
BB2b is redispatch to under construction gas units, BB3ai is at-risk nuclear, BB3aii is under-construction nuclear, BB3b is 
renewable energy, and BB4 is energy efficiency. 

This first-cut analysis is preliminary. It relies on simplifying assumptions regarding the costs and 
emissions of displaced energy to arrive at indicative cost and emission impacts based on compliance 
according to EPA's building blocks, as well as under two alternate scenarios provided by SELC. The next 
steps for improving the accuracy and precision of these results would include electric-sector dispatch 
modeling and least-cost planning analysis. 
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2. THE IMPACT OF ALTERNATE ASSUMPTIONS FOR 111(d) 
COMPLIANCE ON NORTH CAROLINA’S COSTS AND EMISSIONS 

In the following sections, we analyze the costs and emissions impacts of the EPA’s assumptions for 
North Carolina’s compliance target, in addition to two alternate scenarios. We define the alternate 
scenarios below. To make an “apples-to-apples” comparison between the alternate scenarios and the 
EPA’s scenario, we designed a model using a mass-based approach. 

For North Carolina, compliance with 111(d) requires either achieving a 111(d) emission rate of 992 lbs 
per MWh or lower in 2030, or achieving a “translated” equivalent mass-based target. In calculating 
target 111(d) emission rates, EPA considers the displacement of coal and steam generation by re-
dispatched NGCC generation, but does not take into account the displacement of NGCC and other fossil 
generation by new nuclear and renewable generation and incremental energy efficiency. Because of the 
displacement effects of new generation and energy efficiency on fossil units, any state that complied 
exactly with the four building block measures as used by EPA for target setting would overcomply with 
its 111(d) emission rate, assuming no load growth.2 This means that any state following its EPA building 
blocks will have a 111(d) emission rate that is lower than EPA’s target; how much lower depends on how 
much of the displacement of fossil generation from new resources in Building Blocks 3 and 4 takes place 
in state versus out of state.  

Our base case for this analysis (referred to as the “EPA Case”) takes EPA’s building block assumptions for 
North Carolina,  adjusted for the fossil-fuel displacement necessary to keep the state’s 2012 
reconstituted generation (plus the assumed generation of the NGCCs under-construction in 2012) 
constant over time. When we apply this emissions displacement, EPA’s 111(d) emission rate is 
fundamentally altered and comparisons of statewide rates are no longer meaningful. Instead, to 
examine the impact of different alternate compliance scenarios, we compare rough estimates of North 
Carolina’s mass-based target—38.1 million metric tons of CO2 in the EPA Case— given the assumption 
that all displacement occurs within state.3 This analysis provides a high-level estimate of what emissions 
would be from 111(d) sources.  

In keeping with EPA’s methodology of looking at each state in isolation, the analysis described below 
assumes that all generation displacements occur in-state. We assume that new renewable generation 
and incremental energy efficiency displaces first coal generation, then oil/gas steam and other 
generation, then finally existing natural gas combined cycle generation. Electric-sector dispatch 

                                                           
2 The assumption of no load growth, while simplifying, is in line with how EPA calculated the rate based goal. In order to better 

understand how load growth may impact compliance with 111(d), see Synapse’s Clean Power Plan Planning Tool, available at: 
http://synapse-energy.com/tools/clean-power-plan-planning-tool-cp3t  

3 Although the EPA recently released guidelines for translating the rate-based targets to mass-based targets, we compare 
scenarios to the emissions reduction that would be achieved by following all of the building blocks precisely, while assuming 
that renewables and energy efficiency displace fossil generation in-state. 
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modeling would show that generation is displaced based on what resource is on the margin in a given 
hour, which would presumably produce different results—in terms of both benefits and costs and 
emission reductions—than our analysis.4 

2.1. Illustrative example of the Synapse methodology 

Imagine a hypothetical state that in 2012 had 100 MWh of coal generation, 50 MWh of NGCC 
generation, and 10 MWh of generation from oil and gas steam units (see Table 1, column (a)).  

Table 1. Illustration of methodology for generation displacement 

 
Generation (MWh) 

 2012 2020 – Building Blocks 2020 – EPA Case with 
Displacement 

 (a) (b) (c) 
Coal 100 82 62 

NGCC 50 70 70 

O/G Steam 10 8 8 

New Renewables - 10 10 

Energy Efficiency - 10 10 

Total Fossil 160 160 140 

Grand Total 160 180 160 

NGCC CF 50% 70% 70% 

 

In 2012, this state’s NGCCs had capacity factors of 50 percent. Column (b) in Table 1 shows the effect of 
generation under EPA’s building blocks in 2020 without considering displacement from new resources. 
NGCC generation ramps up to a 70 percent capacity factor, adding 20 MWh of generation from NGCCs 
to the system and displacing 20 MWh of coal and oil/gas (O/G) steam generation. Also added in 2020 
are 10 MWh of new renewables and 10 MWh of energy efficiency, increasing the generation considered 
for setting the state’s 111(d) emission rate target from 160 to 180 MWh.  

In the EPA Case with Displacement, shown in column (c), these 20 MWh of combined renewable and 
energy efficiency displace 20 MWh of fossil generation, with coal generation being displaced first. Using 
this methodology, generation remains constant between 2012 and 2020 (except for the addition of 
generation from any NGCCs under construction in 2012). Emissions from each resource are then 
calculated using EPA’s stated emission rates.  

                                                           
4 The marginal electric generating unit is the unit whose energy output would be reduced by 1 MW if the system load were to 

be reduced by 1 MW. The marginal emissions rate is the emissions rate associated with the 1 MW reduction. In a system 
observing economic dispatch, the marginal unit is the most expensive (i.e. highest variable costs including fuel) unit being 
operating at any given moment and the marginal emissions rate is the emissions rate of that same unit. 
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Note that this methodology is only possible for states that are able to procure all new renewable 
generation in-state or through bundled (i.e., delivered) REC purchases. For states where renewable 
generation is procured out-of-state through unbundled REC purchases, renewable generation will have 
no displacing effect on in-state fossil generation. Instead, the state will be awarded emission reduction 
credits associated with the REC resource’s marginal emitter, commonly an NGCC. In this analysis, we 
assume North Carolina complies through bundled REC purchases. 

2.2. Scenario development 

In this analysis of North Carolina’s compliance with the Clean Power Plan, SELC requested the analysis of 
two scenarios in addition to EPA’s assumptions for the compliance target. The scenarios are as follows: 

• “Advanced EE”: This scenario evaluates EPA’s building blocks plus the impacts of increasing 
North Carolina’s energy efficiency savings level from 1.5 percent by 2023 to about 2 percent by 
2022 (see Figure 1).5 The 2 percent savings level represents an aggressive, but attainable, 
savings level, developed based upon recent savings achievements in Vermont, Massachusetts, 
and Rhode Island.6 We estimated cumulative energy savings with the EPA’s Clean Power Plan 
GHG Abatement Scenario 1 EE Savings Tool.7 

• “Moderate EE”: This scenario evaluates the impact of an EE savings trajectory in between the 
EPA and “Advanced EE” cases, with savings ramping by 0.25 percent per year to reach 1.75 
percent annual incremental savings by 2023.  Although this scenario calls for higher levels of 
efficiency than the EPA case, it is in line with what many states already target. Again, we 
estimated cumulative energy savings with the EPA’s Clean Power Plan GHG Abatement Scenario 
1 EE Savings Tool. 

                                                           
5 Incremental savings as a percent of sales levels fluctuate year-to-year based on ACEEE’s assumptions including baseline 

building codes, appliance standards, and consumer behavior. 
6 For achieved savings levels see: ACEEE. 2013. The 2013 State Energy Efficiency Scorecard, Appendix H, November 2013; EEAC 

Consultant. 2014. "2013 Plan-Year Reports, EECA Consultant, Initial Review." Available at: http://www.ma-
eeac.org/Presentations.html; and: National Grid. 2014. 2013 Energy Efficiency Year-End Report, May 1, 2014. 

7 The EE Savings Tool is available at: http://www2.epa.gov/carbon-pollution-standards/clean-power-plan-proposed-rule-
technical-documents.  
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Figure 1. Incremental savings as a percent of sales in the EPA Case and two modeled scenarios for North Carolina 

 

In each scenario, there are two additional impacts on energy efficiency savings that are reflected in the 
trends as described above: 

• Transmission and distribution losses: The savings from energy efficiency as described above are 
calculated based on sales to customers. Using the assumption of an 8-percent transmission and 
distribution (T&D) loss factor, for every 100 MWh of electricity sales avoided from an energy 
efficiency program, 108 MWh is avoided from electricity generation. Correctly accounting for 
T&D losses effectively increases the generation and emission benefits of an energy efficiency 
program without increasing costs. 

• Energy efficiency import derating: Many states are net importers of electricity. This means that 
energy efficiency programs are only able to displace a portion of a state’s in-state generation. In 
2012, North Carolina imported 14 percent of its electricity. However, as a result of under-
construction NGCC capacity in the state, in-state generation will account for 100 percent of sales 
in the future. As such, North Carolina receives full credit for the effect of energy efficiency 
programs on in-state generation is counted in 2020 and 2030. 

2.3. Cost assumptions 

Table 2 indicates the costs associated with each method of compliance, each of which is described in 
further detail in this section. Also noted is whether the cost as indicated is calculated net of electric 
system benefits. Net benefits to energy efficiency participants and society (for example, benefits of 
avoiding impacts of climate change) are not included in the costs below. 
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Table 2. Cost of compliance with 111(d) by strategy 

 
Cost of Avoiding one ton of CO2  

(2011 $/MWh) 
Cost net of electric 

system benefits? 

Coal efficiency upgrades $3 Yes 

Re-dispatch to NGCCs $14 Yes 

Maintaining "at-risk" nuclear plants $6 Yes 

Under-construction nuclear $0 No 

Renewables (incremental REC portion) $48 No 

Energy efficiency $33 No 

Coal efficiency upgrades 

We use EPA’s national average cost of lowering the emission rate of coal results: $8 per metric ton of 
CO2.

8 Assuming a national average marginal unit emissions rate of 907 pounds per MWh, this 
compliance cost translates into a cost of $3 per MWh.9 

Re-dispatch to NGCCs 

We use EPA’s national average cost of the price incentive necessary to re-dispatch from coal and steam 
generation to new and under-construction NGCCs: $33 per metric ton of CO2.

10 Assuming a national 
average marginal unit emissions rate of 907 pounds per MWh, this compliance cost translates into a cost 
of $14 per MWh. 

At-risk nuclear 

We use EPA’s national average cost of maintaining “at-risk” nuclear plants: $6 per MWh.11 

Under-construction nuclear 

We use EPA’s national average cost for under-construction nuclear plants: $0 per MWh.12 

                                                           
8111(d) Greenhouse Gas Abatement TSD, p.2-39. Levelized capital costs less coal savings. Only 2020 cost of coal efficiency 

upgrades is provided, which is used for all years. 
9 The national average marginal unit emissions rate corresponds to the national average emissions rate for NGCCs 
10 111(d) Greenhouse Gas Abatement TSD, p.3-26. Average cost to reach 70 percent capacity factor; state re-dispatch 

constraint; assumes "CO2 charges on the variable cost of dispatch for existing coal, steam, IGCC, and O/G steam with emission 
rates greater than 1,100 lbs/MWh)." Only 2020-2029 cost is available; using for all years. 

11 111(d) Greenhouse Gas Abatement TSD, p. 4-34. Only 2012 cost is available; using for all years. 
12 111(d) Proposed Rule, p.215. "The EPA believes that since the decisions to construct these units were made prior to this 

proposal, it is reasonable to view the incremental cost associated with the CO2 emission reductions available from completion 
of these units as zero for purposes of setting states’ CO2 reduction goals (although EPA acknowledges that the planning for 
those units likely included consideration of the possibility of future regulation of CO2 emissions from EGUs)."  Only 2012 cost 
is available; using for all years. 
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Renewables 

We assume, for the purposes of this analysis, that North Carolina's most cost-effective source of 
renewable generation is the purchase of out-of-state RECs bundled together with energy purchases. This 
is a rule-of-thumb assessment based on the following considerations (and not on electric dispatch 
modeling): 

• North Carolina’s renewable resource potential is more limited than in some other 
states. 

• Several states in the Southeast have already begun to procure energy in this manner. 
For instance, Alabama is already pursuing wind projects in nearby Central Plains states: 
one operational project in Kansas, and another under development in Oklahoma.13 
Given these current projects, we expect that North Carolina could procure out-of-state 
energy through bundled RECs at a lower cost than developing resources in-state. 

• Because greenhouse gases are global pollutants, the location of emission reductions is 
immaterial, making a market for emission reductions, or related financial instruments 
such as RECs, feasible. 

We assume that North Carolina's REC purchases for 111(d) compliance would be “bundled” together 
with their associated MWh (that is, the renewable or emission reducing attributes of electricity 
generation would be purchased together with the energy needed to satisfy North Carolina’s electric 
demand). This means that purchased RECs are assumed to displace both in-state emissions and in-state 
generation. Table 3 indicates how costs and benefits are attributed to each renewable compliance 
strategy. 

Table 3. Attribution of costs and benefits in various renewable compliance strategies 

Strategy Policy Cost Avoided Emissions 
Benefits 

Avoided Generation 
Benefits Avoided Costs 

Renewables built 
in-state 

Cost to build 
renewables in-state In-state In-state In-state 

Bundled RECs 

Incremental cost of 
purchasing RECs 

plus cost of 
purchasing 

wholesale energy 

Avoided emissions 
benefits transferred 
to purchasing state 

Avoided generation 
benefits transferred 
to purchasing state 

Avoided cost 
benefits follow 

avoided generation 
in purchasing state 

Unbundled RECs Incremental cost of 
purchasing RECs 

Avoided emissions 
benefits transferred 
to purchasing state 

Generation is 
avoided in the state 
where renewables 

are generated 

Costs are avoided in 
the state where 
renewables are 

generated 

                                                           
13 SouthernCross. “SouthernCross Project Overview.” Retrieved online 10/3/2014. Available at: 

http://www.southerncrosstransmission.com/overview.html; “PPA signed for wind power project in Kansas.” Power 
Engineering Magazine Online. October 2012. Available at:  http://www.power-eng.com/articles/2012/10/ppa-signed-for-
wind-power-project-in-kansas.html. 
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Based on these assumptions, North Carolina could purchase bundled RECs from nearby states and 
would be willing to pay up to the standard cost of purchased energy plus the in-state marginal cost of 
111(d) compliance in dollars per ton. For this analysis, we estimate a cost of $48 per MWh for bundled 
RECs in North Carolina based on the following components: 

• Cost of transmission projects: Based on currently operational and under-development 
transmission projects from the Interior to the Southeast, in addition to a Black & Veatch 
report on transmission project costs, we estimated the unique cost of building 
transmission from Class 5 wind resources into North Carolina.14 Given that transmission 
costs are primarily driven by the miles covered by a transmission line and the number of 
substations required, we estimated the distance from Class 5 wind resources to a large 
city in North Carolina with a similar spacing of substations as reported on a recently 
built line from Texas to Tennessee.15 For North Carolina, we estimate the levelized cost 
of such a transmission project to be $26 per MWh.  

• Cost of energy: Our analysis assumes that the cost of energy will be similar to recent 
costs associated with purchasing power from a wind developer through a long-term 
power purchase agreement (PPA). In this case, we estimate the cost of a wind PPA to be 
$22 per MWh.16 

By adding the cost of a transmission project to the cost of energy, we are able to estimate the state-
specific costs for a delivered REC.  

Energy efficiency 

Synapse currently estimates energy efficiency program administrator costs of 3.3 cents per kWh in 2020 
up to 3.5 cents per kWh in 2030, based on the same annual energy efficiency price escalation used by 
EPA.17 Assuming an average marginal unit emissions rate of 907 pounds per MWh, this compliance cost 
translates into a cost of $33 per MWh in 2020, rising to $35 per MWh in 2030. This preliminary cost 
estimate is based on an in-progress Synapse literature review of recent cost of saved energy (COSE) 
estimates, standardized to use the same basic assumptions of discount rate, measure life time and 
dollar year.  

Table 4 summarizes basic COSE modeling methodologies used in ten studies of electric-sector energy-
efficiency costs published from 2009 through 2014. This table reports COSE values both in their original 

                                                           
14 Black & Veatch. “Capital costs for transmissions and substations.” Prepared for WECC. October 2012. Available at: 

https://www.wecc.biz/Reliability/BV_WECC_TransCostReport_Final.pdf 
15 Wind resources are divided into classes from 1 to 7 based on the speed and power at which the wind blows in a given area. 

While any wind above class 3 is typically developable, the most economic wind resources are in class 5 and above. For a 
better understanding of wind resource classification see: http://rredc.nrel.gov/wind/pubs/atlas/tables/1-1T.html 

16 Synapse market research. 
17 EPA Clean Power Plan Technical Support Document: GHG Abatement Measures, pg. 5-52. 
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dollar years and in 2011 dollars, but does not otherwise adjust for the important differences in the 
underlying terms of the COSE studies.  

Across these ten studies, program administrators’ COSE values range from 2.5 to 5.6 cents per kWh of 
lifetime savings, with a median value of 3.1 cents per kWh and an average value of 3.3 cents per kWh 
when standardized to a 10.5 percent capital recovery factor (CRF) in 2011 dollars. (See Figure 2: the 
whiskers in this figure denote the range of program or measure COSE values evaluated in the studies.) 
Given the range of potential CRF values in this literature, we estimate a range of COSE values from 1.9 to 
3.8 cents per kWh. The studies in the review include a variety of data sources and estimation 
techniques. Eight of their central values fall between 1.9 and 3.8 cents per kWh. The two studies with 
central values outside of this range are a study of a single, relatively small-scale program (GDS 
2011/Keith et al. 2009) and a study using costs and savings from different data sources (Arimura et al. 
2012). Both of these study characteristics have a tendency to bias results toward higher COSE values. 
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Table 4. Summary of recent energy efficiency studies showing central COSE value from each study 

  Barbose et al. 
2009 

Friedrich et 
al. 2009 

Takahashi 
and Nichols 

2009 
Allcott 2011 

GDS 2011/ 
Keith et al. 

2011 
Data years 2005-2011 2001-2008 1976-2006 2008-2009 2001-2009 

# of program years 11 50 239 17 9 

Type of cost program admin. program admin. program admin. program admin. total resource 

Cost basis first-year 
savings lifetime savings lifetime savings lifetime savings lifetime savings 

Central COSE 
(2011¢/kWh) 23.7 2.7 2.7 3.3 5.9 

Dollar year 2007 2007 2006 2011 2010 

Central COSE 
(reported ¢-yr/kWh) 21.9 2.5 2.4 3.3 5.7 

CRF   11% 11%     
Real discount rate not reported 5% 4% not reported not reported 

Measure lifetime not reported 13-years 12-years not reported 20-years 

End-use sector mixed mixed mixed residential mixed 

Cost estimation 
data utility data utility data utility data 

utility 
household-level 

data 
utility data 

Cost estimation 
method 

reported data 
range 

reported data 
range 

reported data 
range 

experiment 
/econometric 

reported data 
range 

  
Hurley 2008/ 
Keith et al. 

2011 

Paul et al. 
2011 

Arimura et 
al. 2012 

Plunkett et 
al. 2012 EPRI 2014 

Data years 2000-2007 n/a 1992-2006 1999-2010 1992-2006 

# of program years 91 n/a 307 219 307 

Type of cost program admin. program admin. program admin. program admin. program admin. 

Cost basis lifetime savings lifetime savings lifetime savings first-year 
savings lifetime savings 

Central COSE 
(2011¢/kWh) 2.9 2.9 4.4 31.9 3.2 

Dollar year 2006 2013 2007 2011 2007 

Central COSE 
(reported ¢-yr/kWh) 2.6 3.0 4.1 32.0 3.0 

CRF 11%   8%     
Real discount rate 4% not reported 3% not reported not reported 

Measure lifetime 12-years not reported 15-years not reported various 

End-use sector mixed mixed mixed mixed mixed 

Cost estimation 
data utility data utility data/      

EIA demand 
utility data/      
EIA demand 

utility data 
reported to EIA 

EPRI measure 
database 

Cost estimation 
method 

reported data 
range 

measure cost 
analysis econometric econometric econometric 
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Figure 2. Central COSE in each study at standardized 10.5 percent CRF with ten-study median and average 

 
Note: Circles represent central values at the standardized 10.5 percent CRF. Whiskers show the range of program-year or 
measure data used within each study. Median and average are of central values across the studies. The high range of measure 
costs presented in Takahashi and Nichols (2009), 142.3 cents per kWh, is truncated in this figure.  

Displacement of existing fossil units 

In each scenario, generation from existing coal, gas, oil and gas steam, and other fossil units is replaced 
with generation from energy efficiency and renewables. Coal units are displaced first, followed by oil 
and gas steam and other units, then followed by existing NGCCs. Under-construction NGCC units are 
displaced last. This methodology is consistent with the idea that the price mechanism driving re-dispatch 
to NGCCs in EPA Building Block 2 is still in effect, causing the non-natural gas units to be at the margin of 
the dispatch order. 

The benefits of replacing existing generation are calculated by multiplying the displaced generation from 
each existing resource by its variable operating costs, including fuel. Operating and maintenance costs 
for existing units were derived from the Electricity Market Module used in the 2014 Annual Energy 
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Outlook.18 Fuel cost projections for existing units were calculated using the price of fuel delivered to 
electric power consumers in the South Atlantic region, as outlined in the 2014 Annual Energy Outlook. 

2.4. Results of scenario analysis 

The following first-cut analysis is preliminary. It relies on simplifying assumptions regarding the costs and 
emissions of displaced energy to estimate indicative cost and emission impacts based on compliance 
according to EPA's building blocks, as well as under two alternate scenario assumptions provided by the 
SELC. The next steps for improving the accuracy and precision of these results would include electric-
sector dispatch modeling and least-cost planning analysis. 

Under the methodology described above, energy efficiency and renewables units displace existing fossil 
generation.  Figure 3, Figure 4, and Figure 5 illustrate the change in generation in each scenario in 2020, 
2025, and 2030, as well as North Carolina’s 2012 generation. Total generation (including energy 
efficiency and generation from out-of-state renewables) is held constant in each scenario.  

Figure 3. 2020 generation in North Carolina’s electric sector 

 

                                                           
18 EIA. Electricity Market Module: Assumption to Annual Electricity Outlook 2014. Table 8.2, page 97.2. Available 

http://www.eia.gov/forecasts/aeo/assumptions/pdf/electricity.pdf.  

V-231 A-321

http://www.eia.gov/forecasts/aeo/assumptions/pdf/electricity.pdf


Synapse Energy Economics, Inc. Alternate Scenarios for 111(d) Implementation in North Carolina   14  

Figure 4. 2025 generation in North Carolina’s electric sector 

 

Figure 5. 2030 generation in North Carolina’s electric sector 

 

Increasing energy efficiency in the Moderate EE scenario has the effect of displacing 1.7 TWh of fossil 
generation in 2020 as compared to the Base case, rising to 3.5 TWh in 2030 (see Table 5). As a result of 
higher energy efficiency targets, the Advanced EE scenario displaces 3.7 TWh of existing fossil 
generation in 2020, and 6.6 TWh in 2030. Even after the redispatch to existing NGCCs and the 
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displacement as a result of new renewable energy purchases and incremental energy efficiency 
investments, not all of North Carolina’s existing coal generation is displaced. By 2030, all the coal, O/G 
steam, and other fossil resources have been completely displaced in each scenario, causing all 
differences in fossil generation to occur within the existing NGCC category. 

Table 5. 2030 generation displacement by fossil type in each scenario, compared to the Base case 
Generation 
Displacement 
from Base Case 
(TWh) 

Coal Existing 
NGCC 

Under 
Construction 

NGCC 
O/G Steam Other 

Fossil Total 

Moderate EE 0.0 3.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.5 

Advanced EE 0.0 6.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.6 

Note: Although all three cases displace coal, the Moderate and Advanced EE cases do not displace any additional coal beyond 
what is displaced in the EPA case, as the EPA Base Case displaces all coal generation by 2030. 

Figure 6, Figure 7, and Figure 8 report CO2 emissions from 111(d) sources in each scenario for 2020, 
2025, and 2030, respectively, along with North Carolina’s 2012 emissions. EPA Case emissions are 32 
million metric tons in 2020 declining to 15 million metric tons in 2030. Both scenarios produce fewer 
emissions than the EPA Case in each year. In the Moderate EE and Advanced EE scenarios, emissions are 
reduced by 1.3 million metric tons and 2.6 million metric tons compared to the EPA case in 2030 (see 
Table 6). As with generation, by 2030, all the coal, O/G steam, and other fossil resources have been 
completely displaced in each scenario, causing all differences in emissions to occur within the NGCC 
category. 
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Figure 6. 2020 carbon dioxide emissions in North Carolina’s electric sector 

 

Figure 7. 2025 carbon dioxide emissions in North Carolina’s electric sector 
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Figure 8. 2030 carbon dioxide emissions in North Carolina’s electric sector 

 

Table 6. 2030 emissions displacement by fossil type in each scenario, compared to the EPA Case 

Emissions 
Displacement 
(million metric tons) 

Coal NGCC O/G Steam Other Fossil Total 

Moderate EE 0.0 1.3 0.0 0.0 1.3 

Advanced EE 0.0 2.6 0.0 0.0 2.6 

Figure 9 reports the estimated costs and benefits associated with each scenario for 2030, broken out by 
building block. In each scenario, costs for each building block are calculated based on the amount of 
displaced CO2, multiplied by that building block’s assumed costs (see “cost assumptions” above): the 
cost of improving coal plant heat rates, the cost of re-dispatching natural gas, the cost of maintaining “at 
risk” nuclear generation, the cost of purchasing RECs to meet a renewables obligation, and the cost of 
implementing energy efficiency. Net benefits shown below are only net benefits to the electric system; 
they do not include costs and benefits to energy efficiency participants or societal benefits (e.g., benefits 
of avoiding climate change). 
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Figure 9. 2030 costs and benefits from 111(d) building blocks 

 

Benefits in each scenario are calculated by multiplying the amount of generation avoided by energy 
efficiency or newly built plants by the sum of the associated variable operating costs and fuel costs of 
existing fossil plants (coal, other fossil facilities, and NGCCs) at which generation is displaced. Each 
scenario has both costs and benefits associated with it, which are summed together to determine the 
total net benefit of each scenario. For example, while the costs of adding additional energy efficiency in 
the Moderate EE and Advanced EE scenarios are greater than the costs of adding energy efficiency in the 
EPA Case, the benefits associated with the increased energy efficiency are greater in the Moderate EE 
and Advanced EE scenarios, resulting in greater net benefits. 

Italicized numbers to the right of each pair of bars are the net costs and benefits for each scenario. In 
this calculation, using the EPA’s assumed costs for compliance, Synapse’s estimates for the cost of 
energy efficiency and bundled RECs, as well as Synapse’s estimates for the regional cost of avoided 
energy for various resources, compliance with EPA’s 111(d) target in the EPA Case has a net benefit of 
$201 million. Under the assumptions used, energy efficiency, due to its ability to cheaply displace in-
state generation, is the main driver of net benefits. In both the Moderate EE and Advanced EE Cases, 
increased benefits from displaced generation are enough to overcome increased costs of expanded 
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energy efficiency and REC purchases, resulting in net benefits of $278 million and $348 million, 
respectively. 
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APPENDIX A: SCENARIO MODELING DATA 

2 pages of detailed tables follow. 
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Nuclear Coal Existing NGCC UC NGCC O/G Steam Other Fossil Existing RE New EE New Nuclear Bundled RECs

2012 40 51 15 0 0 0 3 0 0 0

EPA Case 40 18 32 11 0 0 3 4 0 2
Moderate EE 40 16 32 11 0 0 3 5 0 2
Advanced EE 40 14 32 11 0 0 3 7 0 2

Nuclear Coal Existing NGCC UC NGCC O/G Steam Other Fossil Existing RE New EE New Nuclear Bundled RECs

2012 40 51 15 0 0 0 3 0 0 0

EPA Case 40 5 32 11 0 0 3 12 0 6
Moderate EE 40 2 32 11 0 0 3 15 0 6
Advanced EE 40 0 32 11 0 0 3 18 0 6

Nuclear Coal Existing NGCC UC NGCC O/G Steam Other Fossil Existing RE New EE New Nuclear Bundled RECs

2012 40 51 15 0 0 0 3 0 0 0

EPA Case 40 0 28 11 0 0 3 18 0 9
Moderate EE 40 0 25 11 0 0 3 22 0 9
Advanced EE 40 0 22 11 0 0 3 25 0 9

Coal NGCC O/G Steam Other Fossil Other Fossil

2012 47 6 0 0 0

EPA Case 15 17 0 0 0
Moderate EE 14 17 0 0 0
Advanced EE 12 17 0 0 0

Coal NGCC O/G Steam Other Fossil Other Fossil

2012 47 6 0 0 0

EPA Case 5 17 0 0 0
Moderate EE 2 17 0 0 0
Advanced EE 0 16 0 0 0

Coal NGCC O/G Steam Other Fossil Other Fossil

2012 47 6 0 0 0

EPA Case 0 15 0 0 0
Moderate EE 0 14 0 0 0
Advanced EE 0 13 0 0 0

111(d) Generation Scenarios in North Carolina (TWh)
2020

2025

2030

111(d) Emissions Scenarios in North Carolina (million metric tons)

2025

2020

2030

Synapse Energy Economics A1 Alternate Scenarios for 111(d) Implementation 
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2030 BB1 BB2a BB2b BB3ai BB3aii BB3b BB4 Non-111(d) Net
Costs $22 $243 $25 $14 $0 $430 $609 $0 $201
Benefits $0 $509 $1,034 $0

Costs $22 $243 $25 $14 $0 $430 $726 $0 $278
Benefits $0 $508 $1,229 $0

Costs $22 $243 $25 $14 $0 $430 $831 $0 $348
Benefits $0 $507 $1,405 $0

EPA Case

Moderate EE

Advanced EE

Costs and Benefits for 111(d) Compliance Scenarios in North Carolina (2011 $ M)

Synapse Energy Economics A2 Alternate Scenarios for 111(d) Implementation 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
In October 2015, the Environmental Protection Agency finalized the Clean Power Plan. States are now free 

to begin implementation by developing compliance strategies with the new federal policy designed to 

reduce carbon emissions from power plants. Meanwhile, there has been ongoing public, legal, and 

legislative debate regarding the economic impacts of reducing carbon pollution from power plants, 

particularly with respect to customer electric bills.  

Synapse Energy Economics, Inc. has undertaken an analysis to model the impacts on household electric bills 

of compliance with EPA’s Clean Power Plan in the 48 continental U.S. states. Synapse examined the 

comparative cost associated with state implementation plans that maximize available energy efficiency 

strategies versus a future in which states are not Clean Power Plan-compliant. We found that if states 

comply with the Clean Power Plan through strategies that encourage cost-effective energy efficiency, 

households can expect to save an average of $17 per month on their electric bills in 2030 compared to a 

reference case that does not comply with the rule.  

Figure ES-1 illustrates the extent to which ratepayers in each state accrue bill savings in this scenario. 

Monthly savings range from a high of $44 per month in Wyoming to a minimum of $2 per month in Illinois. 

Figure ES-1. 2030 residential monthly bill savings with Clean Power Plan compliance 

 

The greatest bill savings take place in states that do not currently have requirements for future energy 

efficiency savings (as shown in Figure ES-1) and states with high levels of poverty, relative to the national 

average. 

Synapse’s analysis also compared monthly bills between this strong energy-efficiency scenario and a 

scenario in which Clean Power Plan compliance is achieved with far lower efficiency savings. We found that, 

on average, bills were $21 per month lower in the scenario that employs strong investments in energy 

efficiency than in the scenario that achieves compliance through other strategies. By implementing cost-

effective energy efficiency, states can both reduce carbon dioxide emissions and save all households 

money, including those in low-income communities. 
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1. WHAT WILL EPA’S EMISSIONS PLAN COST CONSUMERS? 

In October 2015, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) finalized its Clean Power Plan under 

Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act. The Clean Power Plan aims to reduce annual emissions of carbon 

dioxide (CO2) from existing fossil fuel‐fired power plants to approximately 32 percent below 2005 levels 

by 2030.1 Achieving this level of emission reductions may require significant changes to the nation’s 

electric system, but these changes need not come at an increased cost to consumers.  

Synapse conducted an analysis of the impacts of Clean Power Plan compliance with intensive investment 

in renewables and energy efficiency on electric-sector emissions and costs. Our results are presented in 

the accompanying policy brief, The Clean Power Plan: Green and Affordable.2 This background report to 

the brief focuses on state-specific modeling results and documents the assumptions and methodology of 

the analysis. For this study, Synapse modeled emission reductions under three scenarios of the future 

U.S. electric system:  

 a business-as-usual “Not-CPP-Compliant” case, 

 a “Synapse-CPP” approach to Clean Power Plan compliance that emphasizes cost-
effective energy efficiency, and 

 a “Low-EE-CPP” approach to Clean Power Plan compliance that emphasizes new 
renewables and expansion of existing natural gas combined-cycle generators. 

The reference Not-CPP-Compliant case is a no-new-policy or business-as-usual scenario in which existing 

state renewable portfolio standards are met but not expanded. New load is met largely by expanding 

current gas- and coal-fired generating capacity, and the existing fleets of coal-fired and nuclear plants 

are retrofitted to continue operating. 

Both policy cases, in contrast, are designed to meet the Clean Power Plan requirements between 2022 

and 2032. In these scenarios, we assume that all states meet the mass-based CO2 emission target 

covering both new and existing sources, and that California and states participating in the Regional 

Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI)3 meet their own more stringent emission caps. In each Clean Power 

                                                           
1
 Previous Synapse reports on the implications of the proposed Clean Power Plan and best practices for planning for Consumer 

advocates include Knight, P., et al. 2015. Bill Savings in a Clean Energy Future, Part 2, available at: http://synapse-
energy.com/sites/default/files/Bill-Savings-Part-Two.pdf; Jackson, S. et al. 2015. Clean Power Plan Handbook. Available at: 
http://www.synapse-energy.com/sites/default/files/Clean-Power-Plan-Handbook.pdf; and Wilson, R. et al. 2015. Best 
Practices in Planning for Clean Power Plan Compliance. Available at: http://synapse-energy.com/sites/default/files/NASUCA-
Best-Practices-Report-15-025.pdf.  

2
 The brief can be found at http://www.synapse-energy.com/CPP-Green-Affordable.   

3
 RGGI states are Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New York, Rhode Island, and 

Vermont. 
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Plan-compliant scenario, we assume two groups of states that each trade amongst themselves: RGGI 

states, and all other states. 

High levels of energy efficiency and renewables take the place of fossil fuel generation in the compliant 

scenarios and, as a result, substantial emissions are avoided, as demonstrated in Synapse’s recent report 

on air emissions displacement.4 Synapse’s analysis shows that average households save $17 per month 

on 2030 electric bills when Clean Power Plan compliance is achieved with strong energy efficiency 

programs, as compared to the high-emissions Not-CPP-Compliant case. 

2. THE CLEAN POWER PLAN SAVES MONEY 

Our analysis found that when states employ the most cost-effective compliance approaches, the Clean 

Power Plan can lead to savings on electric consumers’ bills. 

Strong investments in energy efficiency save ratepayers $17 per month in 2030 

When states pursue CO2 emission reduction strategies that yield strong energy efficiency savings, 

households can expect to see average electric bill savings of $17 per month in 2030. Figure 1 shows the 

difference between 2030 monthly bills for each state in the Synapse-CPP case and the Not-CPP-

Compliant case. In 2030, average monthly bill savings range from a high of $44 per month in Wyoming 

to a minimum of $2 per month in Illinois. The difference in bill savings among states depends on many 

factors, including energy efficiency requirements and the resources used to generate power now and in 

the future. 

                                                           
4
 Biewald, B. et al. 2015. Air Emissions Displacement by Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy. Available at: 

http://www.synapse-energy.com/sites/default/files/Air-Emissions-Displacement-by-Energy-Efficiency-and-Renewable-
Energy_0.pdf.  

V-247 A-337

http://www.synapse-energy.com/sites/default/files/Air-Emissions-Displacement-by-Energy-Efficiency-and-Renewable-Energy_0.pdf
http://www.synapse-energy.com/sites/default/files/Air-Emissions-Displacement-by-Energy-Efficiency-and-Renewable-Energy_0.pdf


 

Synapse Energy Economics, Inc.                                                                    Cutting Electric Bills with the Clean Power Plan  3 

Figure 1. Difference between 2030 residential monthly bills in the Synapse-CPP and Not-CPP-Compliant cases 

 

Biggest emission reductions don’t mean highest costs for consumers 

Even the states that require the largest emission reductions do not have higher bills than they would 

without Clean Power Plan compliance. In fact, many of the states with the largest emission reductions in 

2030 compared to 2005—such as Alabama, Florida, Tennessee, Texas, and Wyoming—are among those 

that save the most on their monthly electric bills. The lack of a direct connection between emission 

reductions and bill impacts is caused in part by CO2 emission allowance trading. States can choose to 

either reduce electric emissions within their own boundaries or purchase emission reduction allowances 

from out of state—whichever is cheapest. 

Twenty-one states use allowance trading in 2030 in order to achieve compliance (see Figure 2). This 

allowance requirement is balanced by “over-compliance” in the other 27 states. Market-based 

coordination of compliance across the country allows states to take a least-cost approach to reducing 

emissions.  
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Figure 2. CO2 emissions (Clean Power Plan target and Synapse-CPP result) in 2030 compared to 2005 

 
Note: Four states have 2030 emissions in excess of 2005 emissions by 5 percent or less. A fifth state, Idaho, sees emissions increase from 

0.5 million metric tons to 1.1 million metric tons (less than one-tenth of 1 percent of nationwide emissions) as a result of an NGCC unit 

constructed in 2012. 

Largest bill savings found in states with higher poverty rates 

Many of the states with the largest bill savings in this study also have higher-than-average rates of 

poverty.5 Of the states with the eight highest monthly bill savings between the Synapse-CPP case and 

the Not-CPP-Compliant case, five have poverty rates in excess of the national rate. These five include 

Alabama and Kentucky, two of the five states with the highest poverty rates in the nation (see Figure 3). 

                                                           
5
 The poverty rates referred to in this study represent the percentage of a state’s residents living below the federal poverty 

level. The 2014 American Community Survey estimated that, nationwide, 15.5 percent of Americans were living below the 
federal poverty level.  
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Figure 3. 2030 residential monthly bill savings for households under the Synapse-CPP case compared to the Not-
CPP-Compliant case; states with poverty rates above the national poverty rate are highlighted 

  

Largest bill savings found in states with no energy efficiency requirements today 

Most of the states expected to experience the greatest bill savings do not currently have policies 

requiring energy efficiency in place (see Figure 4).6 Of the states with the 24 highest monthly bill savings, 

none have existing policies requiring future energy efficiency savings.7 Conversely, of the states with the 

10 smallest savings, all but two have energy efficiency standards requiring future incremental energy 

efficiency, even in a business-as-usual future. Regardless of their strategy for Clean Power Plan 

compliance, states without energy efficiency standards in place are leaving money on the table that 

could lower bills for residential consumers. 

                                                           
6
 Note that in many states where there are no policies requiring energy efficiency, utilities and third-party entities nonetheless 

install energy efficiency measures. See Appendix B and Appendix C for more information about inputs to the scenarios, 
including energy efficiency assumptions. 

7
 In this analysis, we defined states with existing energy efficiency policies to be states with legislation currently requiring 

utilities in those states to meet a fraction of portion of future electricity demand through energy efficiency. States with 
anticipated voluntary energy efficiency savings or historical savings resulting from voluntary programs were assumed to not 
require energy efficiency in all future years.  

V-250 A-340



 

Synapse Energy Economics, Inc.                                                                    Cutting Electric Bills with the Clean Power Plan  6 

Figure 4. Difference between 2030 residential monthly bills in the Synapse-CPP and Not-CPP-Compliant cases; 
states with energy efficiency standards currently in place highlighted 

 

Energy efficiency is the cheapest way to reduce CO2 emissions 

Synapse tested the impact of energy efficiency on the cost of Clean Power Plan compliance by modeling 

a Low-EE-CPP case that achieves compliance with the rule while maintaining business-as-usual energy 

efficiency savings. As shown in Figure 5, the Low-EE-CPP case relies much more heavily on natural gas 

combined-cycle generation and renewables to achieve the same level of emission reductions.  
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Figure 5. Generation mix in the Synapse-CPP and Low-EE-CPP cases 

 

Note that in Figure 5, total “reconstituted” electricity services (inclusive of energy efficiency) are slightly 

lower in the Synapse-CPP case compared to the Low-EE-CPP case. This is a result of more demand-side 

energy efficiency reducing the need for supply-side generation, which, when transmitted to retail 

customers undergoes line losses.8 Because energy efficiency avoids these losses, less overall electricity is 

needed to meet the same demand requirements. 

Because energy efficiency is the lowest-cost electric resource, total system costs are 17 percent higher 

in the Low-EE-CPP case than in the Synapse-CPP case. As a result, average household electric bills are 

$21 higher each month than they would be if emission reductions were achieved with more energy 

efficiency. Average savings by state range from $33 to $5 per month (see Figure 6). 

                                                           
8
 Our analysis assumes line losses of about 8 percent. 

V-252 A-342



 

Synapse Energy Economics, Inc.                                                                    Cutting Electric Bills with the Clean Power Plan  8 

Figure 6. Difference between 2030 residential monthly bills in the Synapse-CPP and Low-EE-CPP cases 

  

States that experience the largest bill savings from high levels of energy efficiency are states with high 

poverty rates (Figure 7) and states currently lacking an energy efficiency requirement (Figure 8). 

Figure 7. 2030 residential monthly bill savings for households under the Synapse-CPP case compared to the Low-
EE-CPP case; states with poverty rates above the national poverty rate are highlighted 
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Figure 8. Difference between 2030 residential monthly bills in the Synapse-CPP and Low-EE-CPP cases; states 
with energy efficiency standards currently in place highlighted 
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APPENDIX A: ELECTRIC SECTOR MODEL 

For all three scenarios, we modeled capacity, generation, emissions, and costs for the electric sector in 

Synapse’s adapted version of the National Renewable Energy Laboratory’s (NREL) Regional Energy 

Deployment System (ReEDS) model. We then imported the data into Synapse’s Excel-based post-

processing tool.9  

Electric sector ReEDs model 

ReEDS is a long‐term capacity expansion and dispatch model of the electric power system in the lower 

48 states. Synapse’s in-house version of the ReEDS model has been adapted to allow for more detailed 

outputs by state and sector, and to permit differentiation of energy efficiency expectations by state.  

We modeled compliance with the Clean Power Plan as achieving the state-level mass-based targets that 

include estimated emissions from new sources (the “new source complement”) on a biennial basis.10 We 

assume that emission allowances are traded both within and across state borders among states in two 

separate groups: the nine states that are members of RGGI, and all other states modeled. The price of 

allowances is set endogenously within the model as a shadow price and range from $2 per metric ton to 

$22 per metric ton, depending on the year and scenario in question. For the RGGI states, Clean Power 

Plan emission caps are replaced with more stringent (lower) RGGI caps in both compliance scenarios. 

Temporal scope 

The time period of this analysis is the years 2015-2032. ReEDS modeling is performed at two-year 

intervals starting in 2014.  

Geographic scope  

In the ReEDS model, all states in the continental United States are represented. ReEDS divides the 

United States into 134 power control areas (PCAs) that are consistent with state boundaries and can be 

aggregated to model state impacts. Each PCA is modeled as having a single aggregated “unit” of each 

resource type, the size of which is equal to the sum of the capacities of the actual units in that territory. 

For this analysis, Synapse modeled the country as a whole to capture interactions between states. 

                                                           
9
 This analysis uses the version ReEDS_v2015.2(r28). More information on ReEDS is available at: 

http://www.nrel.gov/analysis/reeds.  
10

 States may choose a variety of approaches to Clean Power Plan compliance. In all mass-based approaches, states must 

demonstrate that generation from existing units does not “leak” to new units. While approved methods for demonstrating 
this within an “existing-unit-only” approach have not yet been released, states may address this requirement by 
implementing the “new source complement” approach: that is, including new units under their mass-based cap. 

V-255 A-345

http://www.nrel.gov/analysis/reeds


 

Synapse Energy Economics, Inc.                                                                    Cutting Electric Bills with the Clean Power Plan  11 

Post-processing and bills analysis 

After completing the ReEDS analysis, we used Synapse’s in-house ReEDS Postliminary Reporting Tool 

(RePRT) to analyze the compliance of states with both the Clean Power Plan and RGGI caps. We also 

used this tool to examine generation, capacity, sales, and system costs for each state in each scenario. 

Finally, ReEDS allows us to estimate the state-by-state bill impacts of both the reference case and the 

two policy cases. To do this, we relied on the following components, modeled in ReEDS at the PCA level: 

 Generation and transmission costs: Derived from ReEDS and reported by PCA, these are 
the system costs associated with capital expenditures, fuel, operations and 
maintenance, and transmission for all resource types except energy efficiency. We 
reallocated these costs across all the PCAs in a single North American Electric Reliability 
Corporation (NERC) region in proportion to annual sales data to approximate the 
distribution of these costs across ratepayers. 

 Import/export costs and revenues: Each PCA’s net export or net import of electricity is 
estimated based on its generation and electric demand. These net imports (or exports) 
are multiplied by regional energy and capacity prices to estimate the cost of (or revenue 
from) supplying this additional electricity need. As with generation and transmission 
costs, we then reallocated the import/export costs and revenues across all the PCAS in a 
single NERC region to approximate their distribution across ratepayers. 

Next, PCA-specific costs are aggregated by state and combined with the following cost components: 

 Environmental retrofit costs: Estimated using the Synapse Coal Asset Valuation Tool 
(CAVT)11 model, these include the costs to comply with environmental regulations 
addressing SO2, NOX, mercury, and particulate emissions, as well as cooling water, 
effluent, and coal ash control standards. 

 Pipeline costs: Demand for natural gas in 2032 is compared against natural gas demand 
in 2014. For each PCA, we estimate new natural gas pipeline costs on the order of $39 
billion per quadrillion Btu.12 

 Energy efficiency program costs: Program administrator costs, also known as utility 
costs, are calculated at the state level for each case.  

 Clean Power Plan compliance allowance costs and revenues: Depending on the year, 
some states require trading in order to comply with the Clean Power Plan’s mass-based 
targets (that is, targets based on tons of CO2 emissions); they emit more CO2 than the 

                                                           
11

 For more information, see also: Knight, P. and J. Daniel. 2015. Forecasting Coal Unit Competitiveness – 2015 Update. Synapse 

Energy Economics. Available at: http://www.synapse-energy.com/sites/default/files/Forecasting-Coal-Unit-Competitiveness-
14-021.pdf. CAVT is available at http://synapse-energy.com/tools/coal-asset-valuation-tool-cavt.  

12
 ICF International. March 2014. "North American Midstream Infrastructure through 2035: Capitalizing on Our Energy 

Abundance.” Available at: http://www.ingaa.org/file.aspx?id=21498.   
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EPA-specified cap allows.13 As a result, some states pay to purchase allowances, while 

other states receive revenue for their sale of these allowances. Because both policy 
cases model exact compliance with the Clean Power Plan in any given year, there are an 
equal number of allowances being sold as are being bought. In each year, we assume 
the price the allowances are traded at is equal to the shadow price of CO2 as calculated 
by ReEDS. Note that because we treat RGGI and the rest of the United States as two 
separate trading regions, for each combination of policy case and year there are two 
separate prices: one applied to the RGGI states and the other applied to the rest of the 
country. In the Not-CPP-Compliant case, only RGGI states are assumed to comply with 
CO2 caps. 

State-specific costs were then divided by the kilowatt-hour sales in a given year and scenario to derive 

the cost of supply. Costs of supply in a given year are added to a fixed, per-consumer bill component to 

estimate each state’s residential electric rate.14 Electric rates were then multiplied by forecasted 

monthly residential usage in each year to estimate monthly bills. In each case, it is assumed that all 

residential customers are energy efficiency program participants. While it is true that the customers that 

experience the highest level of energy efficiency savings opt in to utility energy efficiency programs, 

since energy efficiency is also achieved through mandated lighting standards, building codes, and 

appliance standards, many consumers also benefit from energy efficiency whether they are aware of it 

or not. In the Synapse-CPP case, cumulative savings reach 21 percent by 2030.15  

 

 

                                                           
13

 For a detailed discussion of trading in the Clean Power Plan, see recent Synapse blog posts at http://synapse-

energy.com/about-us/blog/tricks-trade-who-can-sell-emissions-credits-whom-clean-power-plan-part-1-2 and 
http://synapse-energy.com/about-us/blog/tricks-trade-who-can-sell-emissions-credits-whom-clean-power-plan-part-2-2.  

14
 The fixed, per-consumer component is typically made up of historical capital costs that have already been incorporated into 

electricity rates. It is certainly possible that this component will decrease in the future as the plants in this fixed component 
are depreciated, or if, as older plants retire, ratepayers are no longer obligated to pay some portion of investments that are 
no longer used and useful. In this analysis, however, we assume that this bill component remains constant throughout the 
modeled period. The fixed, per-consumer component is calculated by subtracting the cost of supply rate calculated for 2012 
from the statewide residential electric rate reported in the EIA Form 861 for 2012. Actual electric rates can vary widely by 
utility, even within a single state. 

15
 This is consistent with the cumulative savings level achieved by “strong” participants in Massachusetts energy efficiency 

programs in 2013 through 2015. See Massachusetts Program Administrators, “2013-2015 Massachusetts Joint Statewide 
Three-Year Electric and Gas Energy Efficiency Plan.” November 2, 2012, see e.g., D.P.U. 12-107, Cape Light Compact, Exhibit 
1. 
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APPENDIX B: THE “NOT-CPP-COMPLIANT” CASE 

The “Not-CPP-Compliant” case is a reference (or business-as-usual) case in which states comply with 

their Renewable Portfolio Standard and Energy Efficiency Resource Standard requirements, and states 

with emission caps not related to the Clean Power Plan (RGGI states and California) meet their required 

targets. Note that states’ RGGI emission caps are more stringent (lower) than their Clean Power Plan 

mass-based targets. For this reason, only the RGGI caps (and not the Clean Power Plan targets) apply to 

RGGI states and—to avoid emission leakage out of the RGGI region—we have restricted RGGI states to 

only trade allowances among themselves while all other states may trade throughout the non-RGGI 

region. In the Not-CPP-Compliant case, no additional actions are taken to achieve Clean Power Plan 

compliance. Figure 9 presents historical emissions and emissions under the Not-CPP-Compliant case, 

and compares these to Clean Power Plan mass-based targets with the new source complement and 

RGGI emission caps.  

Figure 9. Historical emissions, emissions under the Not-CPP-Compliant case, and Clean Power Plan mass-based 
targets with new-source complement and RGGI caps 

  
Note: Both the Clean Power Plan targets and the RGGI emission budget are set in short tons of CO2. Throughout this report we 
present all emissions in metric tons. 

Sales and energy efficiency 

Annual retail electric sales by state are projected by applying regional growth rates from the Energy 

Information Administration’s Annual Energy Outlook (AEO) 2015 Reference case. From this we “back 

out” the AEO representation of ongoing savings—estimated at 0.29 percent of 2012 sales—from new 
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energy efficiency measures and replace it with more detailed forecasts.16 In this scenario, we assume 

that the 15 states with “on-the-books” energy efficiency policies continue them through the study 

period. All other states do not achieve any incremental energy efficiency savings after 2014. 

Renewable energy 

Twenty-six states have renewable portfolio standards that require utilities to procure a percentage of 

their retail electricity sales in qualified forms of renewable generation.17 We assume that these targets 

are met through the study period. The share of renewables required and types of resources acceptable 

for classification as renewable vary from state to state. 

Natural gas prices 

Projected natural gas prices were derived from the AEO 2015 Reference case. Note that ReEDS uses 

natural gas prices based on an endogenous supply-curve formulation, in which cost is a function of the 

quantity demanded, with underlying supply curves calibrated to AEO Reference case forecasts. 

Unit additions, retirements, and retrofits 

In the Not-CPP-Compliant case, generating units currently known to be under construction were added 

to ReEDS based on whether those units appeared in the 2014 edition of the EIA 860 database of 

generators. All other unit additions are dynamic, based on supply curves of resource costs inherent to 

ReEDS. 

In addition, the reference case features known unit retirements. Retirement data is based on the 2014 

edition of EIA’s Form 860, supplemented by ongoing Synapse research. The reference case also features 

costs of control technologies projected to be required at coal generators that continue to operate 

through the study period. The costs of control technologies that will be installed at coal plants under 

existing federal environmental regulations other than the Clean Power Plan were estimated using 

Synapse’s CAVT model. These expected retrofits are limited to the years in which specific units have not 

yet been retired. 

                                                           
16

 White, David, et al. 2013 Update. State Energy Efficiency Embedded in Annual Energy Outlook Forecasts. Available at: 

http://synapse-energy.com/sites/default/files/SynapseReport.2013-11.0.EE-in-AEO-2013.12-094-Update_0.pdf. 
17

 In this analysis, we model states in the contiguous United States to have renewable portfolio standards only if current 

legislation exists requiring utilities to meet a certain portion of future electric sales through the purchase of renewable 
generation. States with voluntary renewable requirements were not assumed to build incremental renewable capacity unless 
it was economic for them to do so. 
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APPENDIX C: CLEAN POWER PLAN COMPLIANT SCENARIOS 

In addition to using ReEDS to model a Not-CPP-Compliant case, Synapse also modeled two “policy” 

cases, analyzing two different approaches to Clean Power Plan compliance. The first policy case, the 

“Synapse-CPP” case, analyzes a future in which strong energy efficiency is relied upon to meet Clean 

Power Plan compliance. This scenario assumes that all states begin to ramp up to the level of energy 

efficiency savings currently being attained in Massachusetts, with all states achieving annual 

incremental savings of 3 percent per year by 2029.18  

The second policy case, the “Low-EE-CPP” case, examines a future in which energy efficiency is minimal, 

and instead other strategies, including renewables and redispatch from coal to natural gas combined-

cycle generators, are used to meet emission reduction requirements.  

Under both policy cases, we modeled nationwide compliance with the mass-based Clean Power Plan 

target, including new source complements. As in the Not-CPP-Compliant case, in both policy cases the 

RGGI states and California were modeled as complying with their more stringent emission caps and—to 

avoid emission leakage out of the RGGI region—we restricted RGGI states to only trade allowances 

among themselves while all other states may trade throughout the non-RGGI region.19 

                                                           

18 Massachusetts utilities have attained incremental first-year savings levels above 2.5 percent for 2013 through 2015, and have 
filed plans to achieve levels at or near 3 percent for 2016 through 2018. Many other states are currently achieving similarly 
high levels of energy efficiency savings levels, including Arizona, California, Rhode Island, and Vermont. Furthermore, while 
this analysis does assume that energy efficiency savings occur in the residential, commercial, and industrial sectors, the 
savings modeled in this report are not necessarily limited to coming from utility energy efficiency programs. Savings could 
come from other sources, such as state- or federal-level building codes or appliance standards, third-party vendors, or other 
sources.  

19
 The RGGI states have not yet announced whether or not they will use RGGI has a vehicle for Clean Power Plan compliance, 

nor have they stated that they will disallow trading with states outside of RGGI. In this analysis, we assume RGGI 
policymakers act to maintain the stringency of the already-agreed-upon RGGI emissions caps. Note that ReEDS models the 
complex, multi-sector, California-specific emissions cap in a separate module; we have not revised NREL’s modeling of 
California, which includes units within the state having the ability to trade allowances across state lines. 
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        January 15, 2016 

 

 

BY EMAIL TRANSMISSION 

 

Donald R. van der Vaart 

Secretary, North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality 

c/o Ms. Joelle Burleson  

Division of Air Quality 

North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality 

1641 Mail Service Center  

Raleigh, NC  27699-1641 

 

Transmitted by e-mail to: daq.publicomments@ncdenr.gov  

 

Reference: 111(d); Comments by The NC Conservation Network, Environmental Defense 

Fund, Cape Fear River Watch, Clean Air Carolina, Clean Water for North Carolina, Dan 

River Basin Association, Dogwood Alliance, Environment North Carolina, NC Coastal 

Federation, NC Council of Churches, NC Environmental Justice Network, NC Interfaith 

Power & Light, NC League of Conservation Voters, NC WARN, Physicians for Social 

Responsibility, Western NC Chapter, River Guardian Foundation, Sound Rivers, Winyah 

Rivers Foundation, Appalachian Voices, Sustain Charlotte to Standards of Performance 

for Carbon Dioxide (C02) Emissions for Existing Electric Utility Generating Units (EGUs) 

Under Clean Air Act Section 111(d). 
 

Dear Secretary van der Vaart: 

The North Carolina Conservation Network and the accompanying signatories to this letter have 

compiled the following comments to register their opposition to the North Carolina Department 

of Environmental Quality’s draft rule to implement the rules promulgated pursuant to Clean Air 

Act Section 111(d) for Best System of Emission Reduction for Existing Electric Generating 

Units (hereinafter the “Draft Rule”).  The Draft Rule, in its current form, would result in 

profoundly negative effects on the health of North Carolina’s citizens, its economy and its 

environment.  Moreover, the Draft Rule harms the power sector, other stakeholders, and citizens 

of North Carolina by wasting valuable resources in pursuit of unnecessary litigation.   

 

The Clean Power Plan is sound policy.  It builds on years of work, and a transition already 

underway in the power sector to implement a system-wide approach to carbon dioxide reductions 

from existing power plants.  As such, North Carolina should be making every effort to 

conscientiously and carefully expedite full compliance with the rule. 

 

We urge the Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) to withdraw the Draft Rule and 

reinitiate a rulemaking process that is based on a robust stakeholder process.  With respect to the 

components of a state plan, we further urge DEQ to include mechanisms for increasing 

renewable energy production and energy efficiency, identify measures to update and enhance the 
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utility grid to easily integrate renewable energy sources, petition for the state’s inclusion in the 

Clean Energy Incentives Program (CEIP), consider options for the creation of a trading-ready 

plan design to allow North Carolina businesses access to compliance instruments outside the 

state, and consider the benefits of a mass-based approach to enable market mechanisms to 

achieve emission reductions at the least cost.   

I.  Climate Change Threatens North Carolina’s Environment and Economy  

According to the United Nations, 14 of the last 15 years have been the hottest on record 

worldwide
1
, while preliminary data show that 2015 may be the hottest year on record

2
. If left 

unchecked, increasing global temperatures will unleash a disastrous chain of impacts on North 

Carolina’s environment and economy. Sea level rise, increase in strength and frequency of 

hurricanes, droughts, food shortages, water shortages, heat waves and the spread of diseases are 

all happening and will continue to happen at greater frequency and increased severity the longer 

action is delayed.  

United States Census Data show that seniors (those over 65) comprise almost 15 percent of 

North Carolina’s population, while children (those under 18) comprise 23 percent
3
. Seniors and 

children are especially vulnerable to the effects of climate change
4
, meaning that in North 

Carolina nearly 40 percent of our population is especially susceptible to negative health effects 

associated with climate change.   

 

Air pollution makes it difficult for those with asthma, allergies and other respiratory problems to 

breathe. In addition, concentrations of certain air pollutants associated with increased greenhouse 

gas emissions heightens the risk of lung cancer
5
. Heat waves affect the entire population, but are 

especially dangerous for those with cardiovascular disease and heart-related illnesses.  

 

Extreme heat waves also create wildfires and contribute to droughts, which destroys crops, 

spreads mold, and encourages crop pests such as locusts
6
. Sea level rise contaminates our 

drinking water sources and negatively effects water quality, including increased instances, and 

spreading of, cholera, cryptosporidiosis, and harmful algal blooms
7
. Moreover, changes in 

precipitation patterns create breeding grounds for mosquitos, ticks, and rodents carrying with 

them malaria, Lyme disease, and leptospirosis
8
.  

 

                                                           
1
Carrington, D. (2015, February 2). “14 of the 15 hottest years on record have occurred since 2000, UN says.”  

2
 Ocko, I. (2016, January 5). “Why we can't blame El Niño for the hottest year on record.”  

3
 U.S. Census Bureau: State and County QuickFacts. Data derived from Population Estimates, American 

Community Survey, Census of Population and Housing, State and County Housing Unit Estimates, County Business 

Patterns, Nonemployer Statistics, Economic Census, Survey of Business Owners, Building Permits Last Revised: 

Wednesday, 02-Dec-2015 10:00:22 EST 
4
 Physicians for Social Responsibility at http://www.psr.org/assets/pdfs/vulnerable-populations.pdf.  

5
National Institute of Environmental Health Science: 

http://www.niehs.nih.gov/research/programs/geh/climatechange/health_impacts/cancer/index.cfm.    
6
National Institute of Environmental Health Science: 

http://www.niehs.nih.gov/research/programs/geh/climatechange/health_impacts/foodborne_diseases/index.cfm.  
7
 CDC National Center for Environmental Health: http://www.cdc.gov/climateandhealth/effects/.  

8
 Githeko, A., Lindsay, S., Confalonieri, U., & Patz, J. (2000). Climate change and vector-borne diseases: a regional 

analysis. (1142, 1137). 
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In addition to the morbidity and mortality associated with extreme weather events, severe storms 

and extreme heat and cold pose catastrophic economic effects. For example, Super Storm Sandy 

and Hurricane Katrina killed at least 1,058 people and cost the US $178 billion
9
. The 2002 

drought cost North Carolina’s agricultural industry almost $400 million
10

. In fact, the cost of not 

acting on climate change could rise to as much as $44 trillion before the next century
11

. 

  

One of the most injurious effects of climate change for North Carolina will be accelerated sea 

level rise. Sea level rise causes flooding, contaminates drinking water, disrupts agriculture, 

threatens wildlife populations, and permanently alters our coastal ecosystem
12

. North Carolina’s 

tourism and agricultural industry alone is a $100 billion a year industry
13

. Together these 

industries employ hundreds of thousands of North Carolinians and support millions of North 

Carolina families.  All of these vital industries face a severe threat as a result of the effects of 

climate change. 

II. The Clean Power Plan Presents an Economic Opportunity 

Energy efficiency measures reduce carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions and energy consumption, 

save businesses and homeowners’ money, all while creating jobs. This opportunity is particularly 

significant in low-income communities that spend a significant portion of their income on 

electricity bills to combat the cold of winter and heat of summer. There is a significant business 

opportunity under the Clean Power Plan for the energy efficiency industry alone. 

It is clear that effective policies to create market opportunities for investments in renewable 

energy generation have propelled North Carolina to national prominence as a clean energy 

leader. North Carolina is now home to nearly 200 solar companies and the state ranks fourth in 

the nation in installed solar capacity
14

. Renewable energy is the energy of the future and the 

energy that drives economic growth.  

 

According to Fortune Magazine, one out of every 78 new jobs created in the U.S. were created 

by the solar industry in the last year
15

. And, compared to fossil fuel-based jobs, twice as many 

Americans are employed in the solar industry than in the coal industry
16

. The Clean Power Plan 

offers North Carolina a significant opportunity to spur new investments in existing local 

businesses, create jobs, and grow the economy. That’s precisely why 29 businesses in North 

Carolina  ̶  totaling more than $24 billion in assets  ̶  sent a letter to Governor McCrory urging his 

support of the Clean Power Plan
17

. 

                                                           
9
 Gerken, J. (2013, February 12). Hurricane Sandy Was Second-Costliest In U.S. History, Report The Data Center: 

http://www.datacenterresearch.org/data-resources/katrina/facts-for-impact/.  
10

 White House Press Release. May 6
th

, 2014 https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs/state-

reports/NORTHCAROLINA_NCA_2014.pdf  
11

 Frangoul, A. (2015, August 18). Cost of not acting on climate change $44 trillion: Citi. 
12

 Harvey, C. (2015, February 17). Sea-level rise will cause more than flooding — these 5 other impacts of rising 

oceans are just as bad.  
13

 NC Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services: http://www.ncagr.gov/stats/general/overview.htm NC 

Tourism: https://www.nccommerce.com/tourism/about-us/annual-report. 
14

 Solar Energy Industries Association: http://www.seia.org/state-solar-policy/north-carolina.  
15

 Korosec, K. (2015, January 16). In U.S., there are twice as many solar workers as coal miners. 
16

 Korosec, K. (2015, January 16). In U.S., there are twice as many solar workers as coal miners. 
17

 Ceres: http://www.ceres.org/files/clean-power-plan-state-letters/north-carolina-cpp-letter.  
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III.  NC DEQ’s Draft Rule is Inadequate 

Given the severe negative health, environmental and economic impacts of climate change  ̶  and 

the strong economic opportunities provided by the clean energy industry  ̶  we oppose the state’s 

decision to submit a Draft Rule that does not seriously address climate change or encourage the 

clean energy industry.  

 

First, the Draft Rule inadequately and insufficiently proposes only emission rate controls on 

fossil fuel-powered stationary electric generating units (EGU’s). By taking this limited “inside-

the-fenceline” approach, DEQ will prevent North Carolina from meeting its emission reduction 

targets, which are needed to protect the state’s citizens’ environment and economy.  An 

inadequate and insufficient approach, as outlined in the Draft Rule, will expose North Carolina’s 

citizens, environment and economy to undue harm.   

 

Second, the Draft Rule entirely ignores the Clean Power Plan’s requirement to engage in a robust 

stakeholder process prior to the development of a state plan.  As the Environmental Management 

Commission and DEQ expressly stated when deciding to send the Draft Rule to public comment, 

the Draft Rule is nothing more than a pretext for a legal challenge to the Clean Power Plan.
18

    

 

Third, it exposes North Carolina unnecessarily to pollution and risks associated with greenhouse 

gas emissions that will not be curbed as a result of its intentional noncompliance, risking 

irreversible and expensive environmental damage. The longer North Carolina waits to take 

action on climate change the more expensive and damaging it will be.   

Fourth, the Draft Rule deprives North Carolina workers and companies of jobs and new business, 

because of the loss of a host of clean energy production opportunities that would be associated 

with a fully compliant rule.  Unlike coal, the clean energy industry is a growth industry providing 

unbounded economic and job opportunities.  

Finally, the current Draft Rule makes North Carolina susceptible to a prolonged review process, 

thereby wasting finite staff and budgetary resources to wrangle with EPA, and ultimately could 

deprive the state of its ability to develop and control its own emission reduction strategy.
19

 This 

is not a wise use of taxpayer dollars.  

                                                           

18
 North Carolina uses unique tactic against new EPA power rule, available at 

http://bigstory.ap.org/article/343ad93212924f6c8cd9239c4ea64130/north-carolina-uses-unique-tactic-against-new-

epa-power (Dec. 25, 2015). 

19
 The irony of the state’s position rests on the fact that the state is on track to comply with the Clean Power Plan’s 

state specific target of 1,136 pounds per megawatt hour (lbs/MWh) by 2030, as compared to a baseline rate of 1,673 

lbs/Mwh, or, employing a mass-based target, 51.2 million tons of carbon dioxide, as compared to a baseline of 58.6 

million tons of carbon dioxide.  Note that the Draft Plan’s approach would meet neither a rate-based nor mass-based 

target, and that increased investment in cleaner generation due to the execution of the Clean Smokestacks Act and 

the Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency Portfolio Standard of 2007 have set North Carolina on a course to 

meet the rules’ requirements without much difficulty.  
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Given the severity of climate change effects to our health, economy, and environment, and given 

the benefits of true implementation of the rule, North Carolina deserves a more serious response 

than the Draft Rule, which is inadequate and is certain to eventually be deemed as such by EPA. 

Moving forward with only building block one (actions within the fenceline of an EGU) will not 

help North Carolina accomplish its CO2 reduction requirements.  This “plan to fail” wastes state 

resources and time, and if North Carolina declines to act responsibly, EPA has the duty to step in 

and ensure that critical protections are put in place. Instead, we seek timely state action to launch 

a robust stakeholder engagement process and to develop a state plan that employs the flexibility 

and effectiveness provided by full deployment of the Best System of Emission Reduction by 

EPA which can include deploying renewable energy and energy efficiency, which are cost-

effective methods for reducing CO2 emissions.   

IV. Recommendations to Ensure the Sufficiency of North Carolina’s State Clean Power 

Plan Rules  

In order to ensure an adequate and robust plan, we recommend that the EMC withdraw the Draft 

Rule and begin rulemaking anew.  First, and PRIOR TO drafting a state plan, DEQ should act 

swiftly to undertake a legitimate stakeholder process – which is not merely good practice, but 

required by the Clean Power Plan rule. All interested parties must have a voice in shaping the 

state’s response plan. Next, and only after a robust dialogue takes place and all interested parties 

are able to provide their input, DEQ should draft a plan.  

Allowing time for stakeholder input will benefit the state by providing it the time not only to 

undertake its own careful analysis, but to receive analysis and modeling information from the 

public.  Many organizations have yet to complete their modeling and analyses of the rule and 

options for compliance; this is also the case for our state’s largest utility, Duke Energy. Without 

this critical information it is negligent to draft a plan.  This process, however, should be 

undertaken carefully, yet expeditiously, in order for the state to submit a timely rule proposal and 

protect the options to participate in programs such as the CEIP.  We urge DEQ and the EMC to 

draft a plan that: 

1. Is PRECEDED by a robust stakeholder process; 

2. Includes incentives for robust investment in renewable energy production, integration 

of that renewable energy into the electricity system, and energy efficiency measures; 

3. Identifies measures such as voltage optimization to update and enhance the utility 

grid to reduce energy losses and enable data sharing that will make it possible to 

easily integrate renewable energy sources; 

4. Includes the Clean Energy Incentives Program, which the state should incorporate 

into its rulemaking package if it completes the rulemaking development in a timely 

fashion, or, if more time is needed to prepare a comprehensive state plan, petition the 

EPA to protect North Carolina’s ability to participate in the CEIP in order to protect 

North Carolina’s ability to offer the program; and 

5. Considers options for creating a trading-ready plan design to make it possible for 

North Carolina companies to access compliance instruments across the region and 

nationally, and consider whether a mass-based approach will better enable the state to 

take advantage of market mechanisms to reduce emissions.  
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We appreciate your time and careful consideration of these comments. For further information 

please contact Rachael Estes, Policy Analyst, NC Conservation Network, at  

rachael@ncconservationnetwork.org.   

Signed: 

  
Executive Director, 

NC Conservation Network 

 

Rachael Estes, 
Policy Analyst, 

NC Conservation Network  

 

Tanja Vujic, 
Director, Southeast Clean Energy  

Environmental Defense Fund 

 

Cape Fear River Watch 

Clean Air Carolina 

Clean Water for North Carolina 

Dan River Basin Association 

Dogwood Alliance 

Environment North Carolina 

NC Coastal Federation 

NC Council of Churches 

NC Environmental Justice Network 

NC Interfaith Power & Light 

NC League of Conservation Voters 

NC WARN 

Physicians for Social Responsibility, Western NC Chapter  

River Guardian Foundation  

Sound Rivers  

Winyah Rivers Foundation  

Appalachian Voices  

Sustain Charlotte   
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January	  14,	  2016	  
	  
	  
	  
To:	  Governor	  McCrory	  	  
CC:	  Joelle	  Burleson,	  Division	  of	  Air	  Quality	  
	  
	  
	  
From	  the	  threat	  of	  rising	  sea	  levels	  to	  more	  frequent	  and	  severe	  droughts	  and	  floods,	  North	  
Carolina	  has	  a	  lot	  to	  risk	  when	  it	  comes	  to	  global	  warming.	  We	  should	  be	  doing	  everything	  we	  
can	  to	  tackle	  climate	  change,	  and	  that	  starts	  with	  the	  single	  largest	  contributor:	  carbon	  pollution.	  
I	  support	  the	  Environmental	  Protection	  Agency's	  recently	  proposed	  limits	  on	  carbon	  pollution,	  
known	  as	  the	  Clean	  Power	  Plan	  (CPP).	  	  
	  
North	  Carolina	  has	  tremendous	  opportunity	  to	  curb	  harmful	  carbon	  emissions	  and	  expand	  clean	  
energy	  sources	  like	  wind	  and	  solar.	  We	  are	  well	  positioned	  to	  meet	  the	  goals	  set	  forth	  in	  the	  
Clean	  Power	  Plan	  if	  we	  build	  upon	  our	  solar	  success	  and	  wind	  potential.	  Not	  only	  is	  there	  no	  
clean	  energy	  in	  DEQ's	  current	  proposal,	  but	  the	  administration	  is	  also	  setting	  the	  state	  up	  for	  
failure	  by	  knowingly	  submitting	  a	  substandard	  plan.	  	  
	  
I	  urge	  you	  and	  your	  administration	  to	  take	  this	  problem	  seriously,	  and	  put	  forth	  a	  plan	  that	  
maximizes	  wind	  and	  solar	  energy	  for	  North	  Carolina.	  
	  
	  
	  
Signed	  Names	  Attached.	  	  
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First	  Name Last	  Name Zip	  Code Additional	  Comments Date
Katherine Nickels 28712 NC 11/19/15	  11:35
Liz Kazal 27601 NC 11/23/15	  18:11
Beth Stanberry 28802 NC 11/25/15	  9:32
Steve Lucas 78704 TX 11/25/15	  9:32

Nancy Laplaca 27705 NC

Please,	  be	  a	  leader	  and	  not	  a	  laggard.	  Protect	  the	  People,	  not	  Duke	  Energy	  
and	  other	  large	  corporations	  that	  are	  polluting	  our	  air,	  water	  -‐-‐	  and	  our	  
DEMOCRACY! 11/25/15	  9:32

Martha Girolami 27523 NC 11/25/15	  9:32
Christy Thompson 28792 NC 11/25/15	  9:32
Edward Brophy 28409 NC Support	  sustainable	  energy 11/25/15	  9:32
David Bristol 28409 NC 11/25/15	  9:32
Bonnie Koshofer 12305 NY 11/25/15	  9:32
Rachel Fussell 28734 NC 11/25/15	  9:33
Judy Moran 32404 FL 11/25/15	  9:33
Mary	  Ann Gough 28804 NC 11/25/15	  9:33
Judy Harrelson 27344 NC 11/25/15	  9:33
Sammy Haygood 27527 NC 11/25/15	  9:33
Christoper Jones 37209 TN 11/25/15	  9:34
Moira Breen 27707 NC 11/25/15	  9:34

Dane Bowen 28227 NC
People	  know	  about	  global	  warming	  and	  that	  we	  need	  to	  act	  now.	  No	  more	  
protecting	  big	  polluters. 11/25/15	  9:34

Andrea Burnham 27520 NC 11/25/15	  9:34
Carolyn Smith 27048 NC The	  protection	  of	  our	  environment	  should	  come	  first! 11/25/15	  9:34
Dustin Houston 27511 NC 11/25/15	  9:34
Bryna Rapp 27516 NC 11/25/15	  9:34
Emily Mazure 27713 NC 11/25/15	  9:34

Barbara Kantola 49120 MI
Not	  acting	  on	  climate	  shows	  you	  don't	  care	  about	  the	  future	  generations,	  
including	  your	  own	  family. 11/25/15	  9:35

Zach Nichols 27858 NC 11/25/15	  9:35
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Felicity Gage 27960 NC
Please	  begin	  being	  more	  foreward	  thinking	  with	  your	  actions	  on	  these	  crucial	  
environmental	  issues	  that	  will	  affect	  generations	  to	  come. 11/25/15	  9:35

Christi Dillon 28117 NC 11/25/15	  9:35

N.S. Greenwood 27615 NC
Climate	  change	  is	  not	  a	  myth.	  You	  need	  to	  get	  real,	  stop	  the	  greed,	  and	  shape	  
up. 11/25/15	  9:35

Kay Maddox 27208 NC 11/25/15	  9:35
Deb Brown 27624 NC 11/25/15	  9:35
Lorenz Steininger 22554 VA 11/25/15	  9:35
Nathan Reynolds 27519 NC Make	  North	  Carolina	  a	  leader	  in	  this	  space! 11/25/15	  9:36

Amy Marschall 27603 NC
NC	  and	  the	  plantet	  need	  clean	  energy,	  solar	  and	  wind,	  in	  the	  Clean	  Power	  
Plan. 11/25/15	  9:36

Anna Toth 28806 NC 11/25/15	  9:36
Matt Rawlins 28117 NC 11/25/15	  9:36

Tom Anderson 28762 NC
This	  is	  one	  issue	  we	  need	  to	  follow	  California's	  lead	  on.	  We're	  already	  50	  
years	  late	  in	  taking	  action	  on	  this!! 11/25/15	  9:36

Stephen Kandall 27614 NC 11/25/15	  9:36
Lee Kuyper 27707 NC 11/25/15	  9:36
Mary Price 27713 NC 11/25/15	  9:36
Daniela Rossi 83210 ID 11/25/15	  9:36

Dana	  V. Little 28787 NC
Maybe	  you	  do	  not	  care	  about	  what	  is	  happening	  with	  climate	  change	  but	  I	  do	  
and	  will	  remember	  it	  on	  election	  day! 11/25/15	  9:37

Tim Wadkins 20910 MD 11/25/15	  9:37

Barbara Al-‐Yousuf 61073 IL
I	  lived	  in	  NC	  for	  13	  yrs	  and	  I	  am	  sad	  the	  way	  pollution	  is	  overtaking	  this	  
planet.	  Please	  do	  something	  to	  help. 11/25/15	  9:37

Meryl Pinque 04401 ME 11/25/15	  9:37

Maureen Hayes 27516 NC

Duke	  Energy	  is	  not	  taking	  advantage	  of	  its	  opportunity	  to	  move	  this	  state	  in	  a	  
much	  more	  sustainable	  direction,	  and	  be	  on	  the	  forefront	  of	  where	  this	  
country	  needs	  to	  go	  in	  terms	  of	  energy.	  Shame	  on	  you	  Governor	  McCrory	  if	  
you	  don't	  insist	  Duke	  Energy	  do	  what's	  right	  for	  North	  Carolina	  and	  its	  
citizens.	  Maureen	  Hayes 11/25/15	  9:37

Mark Hurmence 28428 NC 11/25/15	  9:37
Neil Freedman 27705 NC 11/25/15	  9:38
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Rick Savage 27511 NC 11/25/15	  9:38
Adrienne Gardner 27030 NC 11/25/15	  9:38
Joanne Heckel 27012 NC 11/25/15	  9:38
Todd O'Buckley 27704 NC 11/25/15	  9:38
Elizabeth Norman 27701 NC 11/25/15	  9:38
Mary Junkins 27519 NC 11/25/15	  9:39
Linda Orr 28734 NC 11/25/15	  9:39
Sharon Garlena 21703 MD People	  over	  profit,	  clean,	  renewable,	  sustainable	  energy	  now! 11/25/15	  9:39

Philip	  T Johnson 27517 NC

I	  AM	  ACTUALLY	  SCARED	  TO	  DEATH	  AS	  I	  DON'T	  BELIEVE	  THE	  REPUBLICANS	  
ARE	  INTELLIGENT	  ENOUGH	  TO	  UNDERSTAND	  WHAT	  CLIMATE	  CHANGE	  
MEANS.	  THEIR	  PATHETIC	  MINDS	  ARE	  TOTALLY	  CLOGGED	  WITH	  DOLLAR	  BILL	  
SIGNS. 11/25/15	  9:39

Alison Smitley 27610 NC 11/25/15	  9:39
Aubrey Navarro 28348 NC 11/25/15	  9:40

Dave Perrey 27713 NC

I	  really	  don't	  care	  if	  you	  believe	  in	  climate	  change	  or	  rising	  oceans,	  to	  exclude	  
solar	  and	  other	  renewable	  energy	  in	  your	  energy	  plan	  is	  short-‐sighted.	  Keep	  
the	  state	  at	  the	  fore	  front,	  not	  trailing	  behind. 11/25/15	  9:40

Gavin Dillard 28711 NC
Environment	  above	  all	  else!	  Without	  a	  livable	  environment,	  there	  IS	  no	  
economy. 11/25/15	  9:40

Misako Toda 27514 NC 11/25/15	  9:40
Danielle Boulet 27278 NC 11/25/15	  9:40
Elizabeth Evans 27510 NC 11/25/15	  9:41
Carol Lee 28449 NC Why	  do	  you	  oppose	  clean	  air	  and	  renewable	  energy? 11/25/15	  9:41

Virginia Travis 27278 NC

Gov.	  McCrory,	  does	  the	  fact	  that	  Google	  wants	  to	  buy	  a	  solar	  farm	  here	  not	  
tell	  you	  something	  about	  the	  future	  of	  energy	  and	  its	  relationship	  to	  jobs?	  
We	  need	  alternatives	  to	  the	  coal	  your	  favorite	  utility	  and	  former	  employer	  
burns! 11/25/15	  9:41

John Watts 27312 NC 11/25/15	  9:41
Stephen Ryan 27972 NC 11/25/15	  9:42
Benjamin Wheeler 27712 NC 11/25/15	  9:42
Rochelle Gibney 28562 NC 11/25/15	  9:42
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Linda Rudick 28468 NC 11/25/15	  9:43
Bill Ross 27514 NC 11/25/15	  9:43
Randy Byers 27408 NC 11/25/15	  9:43
Pope McElvy 28804 NC 11/25/15	  9:43
Michael	  P. Ferguson 27516 NC ~we	  deserve	  a	  better	  governor	  than	  Patty...period...michael	  p.~ 11/25/15	  9:43
Martin Greenhut 28753 NC 11/25/15	  9:44

Vicki Ryder 27707 NC

Gov.	  McCrory,	  you	  were	  elected	  to	  protect	  all	  of	  the	  people	  of	  North	  
Carolina,	  not	  the	  for-‐profit	  energy	  industry.	  Will	  poisoned	  air	  and	  water	  be	  
your	  legacy? 11/25/15	  9:44

D	  Denise Dianaty 27526 NC

“As	  stewards	  of	  creation,	  what	  account	  will	  the	  Humanity	  be	  able	  to	  give	  of	  
our	  Stewardship?”	  POEM:	  North	  Carolina	  Home	  Sweet	  Home	  An	  homage	  to	  
the	  North	  Carolina	  I’ve	  always	  known	  Awake	  to	  a	  painted	  morning	  sky	  Filled	  
w’scent	  of	  magnolia	  and	  Carolina	  pine	  Reveling	  in	  a	  sun-‐drenched	  landscape	  
Of	  blossoming	  hydrangea	  and	  myrtle,	  crape	  With	  azalea	  blossoms	  and	  
fragrant	  rose	  Wild	  jasmine	  and	  hyacinth	  perfume	  kiss	  th’nose.	  Climbing	  
honeysuckle	  n’bumblebees	  ‘Neath	  sheltering	  oak	  and	  towering	  maple	  trees	  
Mountain	  to	  coast	  steeped	  in	  mythic	  lore	  Where	  all	  ev’ry	  native	  roads	  lead	  to	  
the	  shore	  From	  homes	  of	  native	  red	  earthy	  brick.	  A	  gentle,	  misty	  Southern	  
wisdom	  flows	  thick	  Wreathes	  the	  Grandfather’s	  Mountain	  spaces	  Teaching	  
unspoken	  lessons	  for	  the	  ages	  Life	  is	  not	  hurrying	  –	  but	  sav’ring	  In	  this	  place…	  
this	  home	  ever	  unwavering	  God-‐kissed	  from	  misty	  mountain	  to	  roiling	  shore	  
This	  North	  Carolina	  home	  sweet	  home	  we	  adore.	  D.	  Denise	  Dianaty	  ©	  01	  
November	  2015 11/25/15	  9:44

James Hardin 27607 NC 11/25/15	  9:45
Jim Amerault 27597 NC 11/25/15	  9:46

Gay Loesch 28227 NC

Let's	  make	  a	  big	  push	  for	  wind	  and	  solar	  power,	  renewable	  energy-‐limit	  
carbon	  pollution,	  NOW!	  for	  our	  families	  of	  the	  future.	  Make	  decisions	  for	  
quality	  life	  and	  tackle	  pollution	  and	  climate	  change. 11/25/15	  9:46

Duane Scaggs 27513 NC

Stop	  playing	  games.	  Global	  climate	  change	  is	  real	  and	  a	  real	  threat	  regardless	  
of	  what	  is	  causing	  it.	  Yes,	  lower	  cost	  energy	  is	  good,	  but	  in	  a	  balanced	  
manner.	  Solar	  and	  Wind	  are	  not	  the	  only	  answer,	  but	  they	  are	  part	  of	  the	  
solution	  and	  she	  be	  a	  significant	  part	  of	  any	  plan. 11/25/15	  9:46
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Lawrence East 28540 NC 11/25/15	  9:47
Ruth Reynolds 27713 NC 11/25/15	  9:47

Colby Hall 27609 NC
We	  need	  to	  take	  effective	  action	  to	  protect	  our	  environment	  now,	  before	  we	  
no	  longer	  have	  a	  choice	  and	  are	  unable	  to	  deal	  with	  the	  consequences. 11/25/15	  9:47

Virginia
Wright-‐
Frierson 28401 NC Why	  are	  you	  destroying	  our	  beautiful	  state?? 11/25/15	  9:47

Douglas Merrey 27312 NC 11/25/15	  9:48

Armstrong Pillow 27572 NC

Governor,	  As	  a	  professional	  not	  working	  for	  money	  these	  days,	  I	  want	  you	  to	  
join	  the	  sustainable	  energy	  movement	  or	  get	  out	  of	  the	  way,	  with	  all	  due	  
respect. 11/25/15	  9:48

Tracy Feldman 27713 NC 11/25/15	  9:48
Janet Maker 90024 CA 11/25/15	  9:49
James Corrigan 27560 NC 11/25/15	  9:49

Pat Colwell 28621 NC

We	  are	  blessed	  with	  wonderful	  sunshine	  in	  NC	  that	  costs	  us	  nothing.	  Why	  
would	  we	  not	  harvest	  that	  to	  create	  energy	  that	  is	  totally	  sustainable	  and	  
doesn't	  pollute?	  We	  have	  a	  5.9	  kw	  solar	  system	  which	  is	  connected	  to	  the	  
grid	  via	  net-‐metering	  with	  Duke	  Energy.	  We	  borrowed	  money	  to	  put	  this	  in.	  
Duke	  paid	  nothing	  for	  it.	  They	  pay	  us	  8	  cents	  for	  what	  we	  buy	  back	  at	  11	  
cents.	  If	  that	  isn't	  profitable	  to	  them,	  there	  is	  a	  problem	  in	  their	  operation	  
and	  not	  in	  the	  concept.	  Every	  building	  in	  NC	  should	  have	  solar	  panels	  on	  as	  
they	  do	  in	  Europe.	  Duke	  needs	  to	  figure	  out	  an	  energy	  model	  which	  doesn't	  
require	  centralized	  energy	  creation	  but	  rather	  can	  leverage	  distributed	  
creation	  as	  well	  as	  distributed	  use.	  If	  they	  can't	  figure	  that	  out,	  they	  will	  not	  
survive	  as	  that	  is	  what	  the	  21st	  Century	  will	  ultimately	  need.	  Please	  stop	  
helping	  them	  avoid	  this	  necessary	  step	  toward	  a	  healthier	  future	  for	  us,	  our	  
children	  and	  our	  grandchildren.	  Thank	  you. 11/25/15	  9:50

Michael Hodges 48103 MI

Governor,	  we	  have	  got	  to	  stop	  raping	  our	  planet	  to	  fill	  the	  pockets	  of	  the	  big	  
power	  companies.	  Let's	  get	  with	  the	  program	  here	  in	  NC	  and	  promote	  the	  
use	  of	  clean	  energy.	  If	  implemented	  properly,	  I	  think	  clean	  energy	  can	  
supplement	  current	  sources	  nicely.	  And	  when	  the	  grid	  finally	  goes	  down,	  
North	  Carolina	  will	  be	  ready! 11/25/15	  9:50

Donald Harland 28715 NC 11/25/15	  9:50
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Tasha Pate 27701 NC
I	  support	  CPP	  100%	  because	  I	  care	  about	  our	  future	  more	  than	  corporate	  
profits. 11/25/15	  9:50

Paul Naylor 27707 NC 11/25/15	  9:51
Brian Paradise 32082 FL 11/25/15	  9:51

Sandra
Westmorelan
d 27909 NC 11/25/15	  9:52

Gea Skeens 28806 NC

Gov.	  McCrory	  please	  think	  on	  a	  broader	  scale	  than	  just	  your	  bank	  account.	  It	  
would	  be	  the	  only	  reason	  that	  someone	  would	  ignore	  all	  of	  the	  science	  data	  
about	  climate	  change.	  You	  must	  be	  getting	  a	  huge	  payoff. 11/25/15	  9:53

Cindy Leach 27513 NC 11/25/15	  9:54
Sherri McRoberts 28715 NC 11/25/15	  9:55
Valarie Davis 27895 NC 11/25/15	  9:55
Janet Maker 90024 CA 11/25/15	  9:55
Donald Barker 27949 NC 11/25/15	  9:56
David Pyle 28211 NC 11/25/15	  9:56

Julia Riddle 27408 NC

I	  am	  very	  disappointed	  in	  your	  choice	  not	  to	  support	  the	  President	  on	  global	  
warming.	  I	  regret	  that	  I	  voted	  for	  you	  for	  govenor	  and	  will	  not	  make	  that	  
mistake	  twice. 11/25/15	  9:57

Jw Vogel 28205 NC 11/25/15	  9:57
Lincoln Hancock 27601 NC 11/25/15	  9:57
doug krause 58108 ND 11/25/15	  9:57
Ronken Lynton 27312 NC 11/25/15	  9:58
Victoria Roy 27278 NC 11/25/15	  9:59

Smara Voglesong 08055 NJ
Time	  to	  move	  away	  from	  dirty,	  devasting,	  greedy	  fossil	  fuels	  and	  take	  care	  of	  
our	  planet.	  We	  must	  rely/back	  solar	  and	  wind	  power. 11/25/15	  9:59

Ada Khoury 28787 NC 11/25/15	  9:59

Jim Carillon 28730 NC
And	  don't	  punish	  those	  of	  us	  who	  drive	  electric	  powered	  vehicles	  with	  extra	  
registration	  taxes. 11/25/15	  9:59

Tom Dancer 28765 NC 11/25/15	  9:59
Barbara Bailey 28801 NC 11/25/15	  10:00
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Frannie Goodrich 27704 NC

We	  have	  minimal	  time	  to	  address	  this	  very	  important	  issue.	  Do	  we	  want	  to	  
rise	  to	  the	  occasion,	  or	  be	  lamented	  by	  our	  children	  for	  disregarding	  Science	  
for	  temporary	  economic	  security?? 11/25/15	  10:00

Jennifer Rogers 27707 NC Please	  help	  work	  to	  preserve	  our	  beautiful	  state	  for	  generations	  to	  come. 11/25/15	  10:00
Craig Weaver 28607 NC 11/25/15	  10:00
Barbara Johnson 28101 NC Please	  protect	  our	  state! 11/25/15	  10:01
Joe Bearden 27612 NC 11/25/15	  10:01
Anthony Madejczyk 27704 NC I	  hear	  you	  can	  get	  future	  oceanfront	  property	  cheap	  -‐-‐	  in	  Goldsboro! 11/25/15	  10:02
Karen Balcom 27514 NC 11/25/15	  10:02

Terri Masiello 28687 NC
Prove	  to	  us	  you	  can	  lead	  this	  great	  state	  by	  embracing	  clean	  sustainable	  
power. 11/25/15	  10:02

Cathy Nieman 28787 NC 11/25/15	  10:02
Valerie Hildebrand 44134 OH 11/25/15	  10:03

Audrey Muck 27012 NC

I'm	  signing	  on	  to	  this	  request	  because	  I	  want	  my	  children	  and	  grandchildren	  -‐	  
and	  beyond	  -‐	  to	  enjoy	  clean	  air	  and	  water.	  I'm	  also	  very	  disappointed	  that	  the	  
solar	  tax	  credits	  expired	  just	  as	  I	  was	  ready	  to	  invest	  in	  panels	  myself. 11/25/15	  10:04

Kay Duncan 28803 NC
Governor	  McCrory,	  now	  is	  the	  time	  to	  act	  to	  mitigate	  climate	  change	  and	  
secure	  a	  future	  for	  us	  all. 11/25/15	  10:04

Holly Mills 27713 NC 11/25/15	  10:05

Theresa Wood 28787 NC
NC	  needs	  to	  step	  up	  and	  be	  a	  leader	  in	  renewable	  energy,	  not	  a	  footdragger.	  
This	  issue	  is	  too	  important. 11/25/15	  10:05

David Rogers 27705 NC 11/25/15	  10:05
Marc Schoenberg 48336 MI 11/25/15	  10:06
Charles Itzkovitz 28804 NC 11/25/15	  10:06

Patti Sonnentag 27516 NC

I'm	  sure	  this	  is	  falling	  on	  deaf	  ears	  or	  you	  wouldn't	  be	  implementing	  this	  
destructive	  policy	  for	  NC	  that	  you	  have	  chosen.	  But	  I	  will	  ask	  you	  once	  again	  
to	  please	  be	  part	  of	  the	  solution	  instead	  part	  of	  the	  problem.	  You	  need	  to	  
clean	  up	  NC	  air	  &	  water	  and	  reverse	  the	  damage	  you	  and	  Duke	  &	  others	  with	  
this	  mind	  set	  are	  creating.	  Please	  start	  listening	  to	  what	  the	  people	  of	  this	  
state	  are	  saying,	  it's	  what	  you	  were	  hired	  to	  do!!! 11/25/15	  10:06
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Annie Whitney 27705 NC

Dear	  Gov.	  McCrory,	  I	  think	  a	  balanced	  energy	  and	  climate	  change	  strategy	  is	  
essential	  for	  our	  society	  to	  meet	  our	  serious	  energy	  and	  climate	  needs.	  We	  
need	  abundant,	  reliable	  energy,	  but	  we	  also	  need	  clean	  air,	  water,	  and	  land.	  
Fracking	  is	  such	  a	  messy	  technology	  and	  there	  seems	  to	  be	  no	  need	  for	  yet	  
more	  dirty	  oil.	  Coal	  should	  just	  go.	  I	  would	  so	  much	  prefer	  more	  nuclear,	  
wind,	  and	  solar.	  I	  think	  promoting	  these	  3	  combined	  would	  position	  North	  
Carolina	  well	  to	  be	  a	  leader	  in	  safe,	  smart,	  and	  clean	  energy.	  Please	  expand	  
the	  energy	  options	  in	  your	  administration's	  energy	  plan.	  Thank	  you	  -‐	  Karl	  
Whitney 11/25/15	  10:06

John Cardarelli 27103 NC

I	  enjoy	  the	  Outer	  Banks	  a	  great	  deal.	  North	  Carolina	  does	  not	  need	  to	  do	  any	  
exploratory	  oil	  drilling	  nor	  do	  we	  need	  to	  frack	  for	  gas.	  There	  is	  a	  glut	  of	  oil	  in	  
the	  world	  right	  now.	  Instead,	  we	  need	  to	  develop	  and	  support	  new	  
businesses	  which	  promote	  solar	  and	  wind	  power. 11/25/15	  10:06

Patsy Bullard 28023 NC 11/25/15	  10:07
Marc Schoenberg 48336 MI 11/25/15	  10:07
David Rogers 27705 NC 11/25/15	  10:07
Saundra Adair 28712 NC 11/25/15	  10:08
Suzanne Schenkel 28388 NC 11/25/15	  10:08

Carol Bentley 28205 NC
It	  is	  time	  to	  stop	  your	  "good	  ole	  boy"	  antics	  and	  do	  what	  is	  right	  for	  this	  state	  
and	  ALL	  her	  citizens!	  CLEAN	  POWER! 11/25/15	  10:10

Daniel Graham 27517 NC SCIENCE	  AND	  STEM	  !! 11/25/15	  10:10
Karen Boekschoten 28803 NC 11/25/15	  10:11
Nadine Duckworth 28681 NC 11/25/15	  10:12
Michelle Hayward 11201 NY 11/25/15	  10:12
Joe Perszyk 27539 NC 11/25/15	  10:12
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Sonja Stahlhut 27713 NC

I	  moved	  to	  North	  Carolina	  16	  years	  ago,	  coming	  from	  California,	  my	  home	  
state.	  While	  there	  is	  much	  I	  still	  miss,	  I	  don't	  miss	  the	  dirty	  air	  and	  water.	  I	  
just	  don't.	  Traveling	  to	  North	  Carolina	  beaches,	  in	  particular,	  was	  a	  real	  
revelation.	  The	  skies	  were	  blue,	  with	  pretty	  clouds	  -‐	  not	  yellow	  from	  oil	  
drilling	  and	  pollution	  taking	  place	  offshore.	  When	  I	  drive	  through	  North	  
Carolina	  mountains,	  the	  forests	  are	  not	  turning	  an	  orange	  brown	  from	  
pollution.	  North	  Carolina	  is	  uniquely	  positioned	  geographically	  to	  take	  
advantage	  of	  the	  best	  clean	  energy	  has	  to	  offer,	  and	  to	  preserve	  its	  
considerable	  tourist	  industry.	  Protect	  your	  state,	  Governor	  McCrory.	  It	  is	  the	  
best,	  most	  responsible	  thing	  you	  can	  do. 11/25/15	  10:12

Marc Pendergast 27514 NC 11/25/15	  10:13
Hayward Anderson 28216 NC 11/25/15	  10:14

John Baynon 27502 NC

If	  you	  take	  the	  time	  to	  look	  on	  social	  media,	  you'll	  see	  that	  you	  are	  loosing	  
the	  support	  of	  those	  you	  depend	  on	  for	  re-‐election.	  Stop	  doing	  favors	  for	  
your	  energy	  lobbyists	  and	  do	  what	  is	  right	  for	  NC	  and	  the	  people	  you	  work	  
for! 11/25/15	  10:15

Nadine Duckworth 28681 NC 11/25/15	  10:16
Robert Austin 28589 NC 11/25/15	  10:16

Kate Torrey 27516 NC
Support	  solar,	  support	  wind,	  reduce	  our	  carbon	  footprint-‐-‐for	  our	  children's	  
sake! 11/25/15	  10:16

Dale	  M. Grimes 27519 NC 11/25/15	  10:17
Jeff Walker 28806 NC 11/25/15	  10:18
Michael Hamden 27516 NC 11/25/15	  10:18

Keith Easop 27587 NC

Solar	  credits	  should	  also	  be	  put	  back	  into	  the	  budget.	  I	  don't	  understand	  why	  
it	  was	  taken	  out.	  I	  voted	  republican	  last	  time.	  I'm	  hoping	  I	  can	  next	  time	  too.	  
Thank	  you 11/25/15	  10:19

Theresa Lauro 28105 NC
Your	  loyalty	  to	  Duke	  Power	  is	  impressive.	  Greed	  and	  arrogance	  is	  now	  ruling	  
NC. 11/25/15	  10:19

Phillip Scaggs 27513 NC 11/25/15	  10:20
Cliff Greeson 27408 NC FORWARD	  NOT	  backward! 11/25/15	  10:21
Mary Davis 27609 NC Please	  don't	  let	  politics	  enter	  into	  this	  critical	  issue! 11/25/15	  10:21
Alton Tyre 27231 NC 11/25/15	  10:22
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Chris Willett 27516 NC 11/25/15	  10:22
Shawn O'Neill 27948 NC 11/25/15	  10:23
Cornelia Powell 28723 NC 11/25/15	  10:23
Lawrence Crowley 80027 CO 11/25/15	  10:24
Barry Anderson 27948 NC 11/25/15	  10:25
Doris Vannoy 28697 NC Curb	  pollution	  that	  is	  endangering	  everyone's	  health	  too. 11/25/15	  10:25
Jenny Quist 27613 NC 11/25/15	  10:25

Janet Tice 27516 NC
Please	  don't	  let	  your	  actions	  and	  political	  games	  make	  our	  beautiful	  state	  one	  
of	  the	  most	  backward	  in	  the	  country. 11/25/15	  10:26

Sandra Resner 27409 NC 11/25/15	  10:27

April Pauley	  Mink 28756 NC

Please	  stop	  this	  outright	  assault	  on	  your	  constituents	  health	  and	  the	  health	  
and	  beauty	  of	  our	  great	  state.	  You	  don't	  have	  to	  always	  cater	  to	  the	  energy	  
and	  corporate	  sectors.	  You	  have	  done	  so	  much	  damage	  to	  so	  much	  that	  was	  
great	  about	  this	  wonderful	  state.	  We	  are	  tired	  of	  your	  tireless	  assault	  on	  the	  
environment	  and	  our	  rights.	  This	  is	  one	  more	  nail	  in	  your	  attempt	  to	  be	  re-‐
elected.	  You	  are	  losing	  votes	  on	  everything	  you	  do.	  April	  Mink	  Mill	  Spring	  NC	  
28756 11/25/15	  10:27

Phyllis Swank 27514 NC 11/25/15	  10:28
Patricia Winne 28043 NC 11/25/15	  10:29
michael wechter 28704 NC You	  work	  for	  all	  of	  NC	  &	  not	  Duke	  Energy! 11/25/15	  10:29

Pam Alterman 27513 NC

We	  need	  to	  protect	  NC's	  environment	  NOW.	  So	  much	  of	  our	  Economy	  
depends	  on	  tourism	  at	  our	  coast	  and	  mountains.	  We	  need	  renewable	  energy	  
put	  in	  place	  to	  protect	  these	  great	  areas.	  Global	  warming	  must	  be	  addressed	  
NOW.	  We	  need	  to	  support	  the	  Clean	  Power	  Plan	  with	  renewables.	  Thank	  
You! 11/25/15	  10:30

Lisa Globke 27534 NC
Obviously	  you	  don't	  care	  about	  the	  environment.	  NC	  is	  behind	  the	  times	  in	  
this	  matter.	  I	  applaud	  the	  places	  I	  visit	  that	  have	  solar	  power	  and	  wind	  power. 11/25/15	  10:30

Tom Clarke 27408 NC 11/25/15	  10:30
Jasmina Bricic 28504 NC 11/25/15	  10:31
Margaret Silvers 28756 NC 11/25/15	  10:31
Robert Belknap 27603 NC 11/25/15	  10:32
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Susan McClutchn 27713 NC

As	  a	  chemical	  engineer	  with	  nearly	  20	  years	  experience	  as	  in	  the	  
environmental	  field,	  I	  beg	  you	  to	  stop	  the	  destructive	  path	  you're	  taking	  and	  
go	  back	  to	  making	  our	  state	  a	  leader	  in	  renewable	  energy	  sources.	  Your	  plan	  
needs	  to	  include	  an	  emphasis	  on	  wind	  and	  solar	  energy	  sources	  as	  well	  as	  
leaving	  room	  to	  encourage	  other	  renewable	  sources	  in	  order	  to	  be	  
sustainable.	  Please	  search	  your	  conscience	  and	  choose	  environmental	  
policies	  that	  will	  improve	  our	  state	  and	  the	  health	  of	  the	  people	  who	  live	  
here.	  So	  far	  your	  policies	  have	  undermined	  years	  of	  progress	  and	  are	  
destroying	  our	  lovely	  state	  and	  the	  health	  of	  every	  person	  in	  it.	  You	  still	  have	  
time	  to	  change	  course	  and	  be	  known	  as	  the	  governor	  who	  had	  the	  spine	  and	  
wisdom	  to	  go	  against	  his	  party	  and	  do	  what	  was	  best	  for	  his	  state	  and	  
constituents. 11/25/15	  10:32

Colleen Allen 27519 NC 11/25/15	  10:32
Gayle Ruedi 27517 NC Time	  has	  run	  out	  for	  the	  environment.	  Do	  the	  right	  thing-‐-‐just	  once. 11/25/15	  10:33
Tony Strickland 27539 NC 11/25/15	  10:34
Julia Simmons 28779 NC 11/25/15	  10:35
j angell 95672 CA 11/25/15	  10:35
Eric Greene 27829 NC 11/25/15	  10:36

Jay Hawekotte 27964 NC
Please	  do	  the	  right	  thing	  for	  the	  long	  term	  health	  and	  welfare	  of	  all	  people	  in	  
NC.	  Thank	  you. 11/25/15	  10:38

Glenn Clingroth 27608 NC

Please,	  sponsor	  and	  support	  more	  alternative	  energy	  projects	  and	  support	  
tax	  breaks	  for	  solar	  and	  wind	  projects	  as	  this	  is	  one	  of	  the	  best	  ways	  to	  
support	  alternative	  energy	  projects. 11/25/15	  10:39

Nancy Silver 28804 NC

We	  are	  running	  out	  of	  time.	  If	  you	  care	  about	  the	  world	  your	  children	  and	  
grandchildren	  will	  inhabit,	  you	  must	  move	  to	  clean,	  renewable	  energy.	  There	  
will	  be	  a	  time	  when	  all	  the	  money	  in	  the	  world	  will	  not	  protect	  anyone. 11/25/15	  10:41

Jack Raker 28752 NC Stop	  making	  it	  look	  like	  you	  will	  support	  anything	  for	  enough	  MONEY!!! 11/25/15	  10:41
Dot Harper 27420 NC 11/25/15	  10:42
Pam Dix 280301 NC 11/25/15	  10:43

David Andes 27244 NC
This	  is	  a	  moral	  issue.	  If	  we	  do	  not	  protect	  future	  generations,we	  have	  failed.	  
Little	  else	  matters. 11/25/15	  10:44

Peter Kusek 28804 NC 11/25/15	  10:44
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Chris Drumright 37130 TN 11/25/15	  10:45

Betty	  Lou Chaika 27517 NC
It	  is	  crucial	  to	  fight	  global	  warming	  that	  we	  keep	  fossil	  fuels	  in	  the	  ground.	  So	  
we	  need	  wind	  and	  solar. 11/25/15	  10:45

Marcia Sobel 27858 NC 11/25/15	  10:45

Kyle Dalton 27016 NC

Dear	  Governor	  McCrory,	  Our	  legacy	  as	  individuals,parents	  and	  policy	  makers	  
is	  to	  be	  sure	  the	  decisions	  we	  make	  create	  a	  livable	  future	  for	  those	  that	  
follow	  us.Please	  support	  clean	  energy	  with	  wind	  and	  solar	  for	  our	  state	  and	  
for	  a	  future	  that	  is	  only	  the	  heart	  beat	  of	  a	  child	  away. 11/25/15	  10:46

Christian Smith 28504 NC
All	  NC	  politicians	  must	  work	  harder	  to	  protect	  our	  most	  valuable	  asset:	  a	  
healthy,	  clean,	  and	  balanced	  environment. 11/25/15	  10:46

Charlie Nitsch 28205 NC 11/25/15	  10:47

Bonnie Westbrook 28461 NC

PLease	  support	  the	  Clean	  Power	  PLan	  in	  North	  Carolina,	  and	  prevent	  oil	  
exploration	  and	  drilling	  off	  our	  beautiful	  coastline!	  Wind,	  solar,	  and	  power	  
from	  the	  ocean	  currents	  are	  all	  feasible	  and	  support	  clean	  energy	  goals.	  
Stand	  up	  and	  be	  a	  leader	  on	  Clean	  Energy! 11/25/15	  10:50

Mary Holt 27527 NC

I	  am	  the	  mother	  of	  two	  young	  girls.	  Every	  generation	  has	  a	  responsibility	  to	  
leave	  the	  world	  better	  than	  we	  found	  it.	  Stand	  up	  to	  what	  is	  right	  and	  protect	  
the	  environment.	  Good	  integrity	  is	  greater	  than	  the	  love	  of	  money	  and	  status. 11/25/15	  10:51

Carson Monteith 27609 NC 11/25/15	  10:52
Neil McWilliam 27516 NC 11/25/15	  10:52
Selene Russo 27713 NC 11/25/15	  10:52
Arida Emrys 28806 NC 11/25/15	  10:52

Jean Moxley 27401 NC
Please	  work	  to	  make	  our	  state	  a	  place	  that	  we	  can	  breath	  safely	  in.	  That	  has	  
water	  that	  is	  protected. 11/25/15	  10:52

Jen Aubrey 27514 NC 11/25/15	  10:53
Sarah Davis 27615 NC 11/25/15	  10:55
Jeff Willoughby 28269 NC 11/25/15	  10:57
Karla Devine 90266 CA 11/25/15	  10:58
Art Smoker 28754 NC 11/25/15	  11:00
Nancy Acopine 28804 NC 11/25/15	  11:01
Robert Irvin 27704 NC 11/25/15	  11:01
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Thomas Holub 27614 NC please	  act	  boldly	  on	  climate	  change	  to	  position	  NC	  as	  a	  leader	  in	  this	  area 11/25/15	  11:03
Camilla Torsander 54130 ot 11/25/15	  11:03
Joseph Phillips 27284 NC 11/25/15	  11:04

Joan Brannon 28692 NC

The	  global	  CO2	  level	  just	  passed	  400ppm.	  We	  are	  approaching	  a	  point	  of	  no	  
return	  on	  climate	  change,	  an	  you	  are	  clinging	  to	  a	  non-‐renewable	  strategy	  
which	  is	  beyond	  justification.	  It	  is	  beyond	  time	  to	  embark	  on	  some	  forward	  
thinking	  on	  renewables. 11/25/15	  11:06

Avril Lomas 28782 NC
I	  guess	  that	  given	  the	  test	  re.	  Climate	  change	  ,YOU	  would	  be	  in	  the	  same	  
wheelhouse	  as	  Ted	  Cruz!! 11/25/15	  11:06

Jerry Peavy 95926 CA 11/25/15	  11:06

Johnnie Midyette 27103 NC
Please	  do	  not	  destroy	  North	  Carolina.	  We	  need	  to	  preserve	  and	  make	  our	  
state	  safer	  for	  all. 11/25/15	  11:08

Daniel Ater 28803 NC Don't	  take	  environmental/climate	  issues	  backwards	  any! 11/25/15	  11:08
J.	  Kent Williams 27407 NC 11/25/15	  11:09
Laurie Leland 96734 HI 11/25/15	  11:11
Joseph Reardon NC NC 11/25/15	  11:11

Steve Adams 27292 NC

Your	  attitude	  is	  very	  selfish.	  You	  are	  supposed	  to	  care	  about	  our	  state	  and	  its	  
people	  -‐	  not	  corporate	  welfare.	  Are	  you	  unaware	  that	  these	  are	  not	  the	  same	  
thing? 11/25/15	  11:11

Susan Buccini 28409 NC
Environment	  FIRST!	  Without	  clean	  air,	  water	  and	  soil	  to	  survive,	  nothing	  else	  
will	  matter. 11/25/15	  11:12

Eric Krohn 27401 NC 11/25/15	  11:13
Joy Stanistreet 28516 NC 11/25/15	  11:13
Jan Hinman 28571 NY 11/25/15	  11:15

Ragubathee Pather 28278 NC

Given	  our	  beautiful	  coastal	  area	  which	  we	  stand	  to	  loose	  with	  climate	  
change,	  we	  should	  be	  leading	  the	  charge	  on	  combatting	  climate	  change.	  
Shame	  on	  you	  for	  not	  doing	  so. 11/25/15	  11:16

Kristen Alspaugh 28209 NC
Please	  be	  responsible	  and	  help	  us	  support	  renewable	  energy	  for	  our	  future	  
generations. 11/25/15	  11:16

Jay Newhard 27858 NC 11/25/15	  11:17
Jacey Wilson 27516 NC 11/25/15	  11:17
Anthony Capobianco 15102 PA 11/25/15	  11:18
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Sally Thomas 28209 NC

North	  Carolina	  cannot	  afford	  to	  be	  behind	  the	  norm	  on	  planning	  for	  the	  
future	  -‐-‐	  we	  have	  too	  much	  at	  risk.	  Plus,	  it	  just	  doesn't	  make	  sense	  when	  we	  
have	  viable	  alternatives	  that	  we	  are	  choosing	  not	  to	  pursue.	  Please	  do	  the	  
right	  thing	  for	  my	  grandchildren	  and	  think	  of	  the	  future. 11/25/15	  11:19

Lorine Nemes 27587 NC 11/25/15	  11:19

Mary Gold 27407 NC
Many	  have	  worked	  so	  hard	  so	  make	  it	  a	  clean,	  healthy,	  vibrant	  place	  to	  live.	  
Please	  continue	  this	  path	  -‐-‐	  not	  the	  path	  of	  greed	  and	  destruction. 11/25/15	  11:20

Ray Boling 27606 NC

As	  a	  former	  state	  employee	  of	  the	  Dept.	  Of	  Environment	  and	  Natural	  
Resources,	  I	  am	  more	  than	  disappointed	  at	  the	  NC	  governmental	  response	  to	  
the	  latest	  EPA	  Incentives	  for	  states	  to	  address	  climate	  change.	  My	  wife	  owns	  
property	  along	  the	  NC	  coast.	  We	  need	  immediate	  help	  to	  deal	  with	  climate	  
change	  to	  avoid	  the	  ultimate	  loss	  of	  real	  property	  here	  in	  NC.	  Please	  add	  
renewable	  energy	  plans	  tothe	  NC	  response	  to	  the	  requirements	  of	  the	  EPA	  
PROGRAM.	  Ray	  Boling 11/25/15	  11:20

rhonda lawford 60474 IL 11/25/15	  11:22

Donna Newman 27606 NC

Please	  act	  with	  swiftness	  to	  get	  us	  away	  from	  oil,	  coal,	  and	  gas	  and	  moving	  
toward	  a	  clean,	  green	  future!	  We	  need	  a	  good,	  usable	  plan	  to	  avoid	  the	  
continued	  use	  of	  carbon	  as	  our	  energy	  source,	  not	  just	  cosmetic	  fixes	  for	  our	  
aging	  CO2-‐intensive	  infrastructure.	  Prevent	  further	  coal	  ash	  spill	  disasters	  and	  
clean	  up	  our	  waters	  and	  air.	  We	  demand	  a	  clean	  future! 11/25/15	  11:23

John Bradshaw 28212 NC 11/25/15	  11:25
Tami Palacky 22153 VA 11/25/15	  11:28

Win Southworth 28815 NC
Please	  do	  what	  is	  best	  for	  our	  citizens	  and	  the	  future	  of	  our	  renewable	  energy	  
system,	  and	  thereby,	  our	  air	  &	  water	  qualities	  and	  health	  care	  costs. 11/25/15	  11:28

mary raymond 27502 NC 11/25/15	  11:29
Melanie Husfelt 27104 NC 11/25/15	  11:32

Pat Wang 28056 NC

So	  many	  people	  understand	  that	  global	  warming	  is	  real	  and	  caused	  by	  
humans,	  that	  your	  denial	  of	  it	  makes	  it	  appear	  you	  have	  been	  bought	  by	  big	  
energy.	  Please	  think	  of	  the	  people. 11/25/15	  11:32

Wayne Scott 27712 NC 11/25/15	  11:35
Carolyn Davis 28207 NC 11/25/15	  11:36
Kevin Bobal 27613 NC 11/25/15	  11:38
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Patrick Seegers 28173 NC
I	  have	  lived	  in	  North	  Carolina	  all	  my	  life	  and	  am	  raising	  a	  family	  here.	  I	  vote	  
and	  they	  do	  to.	  Please	  do	  all	  you	  can	  to	  address	  climate	  change. 11/25/15	  11:40

JANIE NEELY 28787 NC
NC	  has	  a	  chance	  to	  be	  a	  leader	  in	  an	  important	  movement.	  Please	  support	  
the	  Clean	  Power	  Plan. 11/25/15	  11:40

Leo Thibodeau 27513 NC 11/25/15	  11:41
Chas Griffin 27376 NC 11/25/15	  11:42
Barbara Cavalluzzi 27330 NC 11/25/15	  11:42

Pam Mclamb 27592 NC
I	  plead	  that	  you'll	  take	  this	  issue	  as	  seriously	  as	  it	  is.	  We	  must	  be	  able	  to	  use	  
alternate	  &	  sustainable	  power	  sources. 11/25/15	  11:43

Cama Merritt 27104 NC
Boost	  the	  alternate	  energy	  sources	  in	  our	  state.	  Encourage	  more	  wind	  and	  
solar. 11/25/15	  11:44

Joanne Torrence 23111 NC

Please	  vote	  NO	  to	  offshore	  drilling.	  Invest	  in	  our	  future	  with	  renewable	  
energy.	  The	  gift	  that	  keeps	  on	  giving,	  doesn't	  pollute,	  run	  out,	  or	  jeopardize	  
the	  livelihood	  of	  your	  patrons	  dependent	  on	  the	  oceans	  clean	  health. 11/25/15	  11:46

John Shearer 27514 NC 11/25/15	  11:47
Liz Field 01720 MA 11/25/15	  11:47
Deborah Kenyon 27502 NC 11/25/15	  11:48
Mara Wooten 27545 NC 11/25/15	  11:49
Charlie Wallin 28607 NC 11/25/15	  11:50
Mercedes Armillas 11216 NY 11/25/15	  11:54
Janice Bruni 27048 NC Do	  you	  even	  read	  your	  mail? 11/25/15	  11:54

Edward Barnard 27603 NC

You	  have	  to	  date	  sided	  with	  special	  interests	  and	  industry	  representatives	  on	  
every	  environmental	  issue	  -‐	  that	  in	  no	  way	  protects	  the	  NC.	  Public	  welfare	  
nor	  is	  it	  what	  a	  governor	  is	  elected	  to	  do.	  Rather	  than	  accusing	  the	  media	  of	  
bias	  against	  you,	  why	  don't	  you	  begin	  looking	  after	  the	  welfare	  of	  the	  people	  
who	  elected	  you	  as	  their	  governor. 11/25/15	  11:55

Rachel Leek 28786 NC 11/25/15	  11:55
Karen Papalia 27614 NC 11/25/15	  11:56
Gail Simon 27407 NC 11/25/15	  11:59
Robert Garrett 45039 OH 11/25/15	  12:00

William Holcomb 28782 NC
A	  HEALTHY	  ECONOMY	  requires	  A	  CLEAN,	  HEALTHY	  ENVIRONMENT	  4	  
Producers	  &	  Consumers. 11/25/15	  12:00
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Philip Davenport 27614 NC 11/25/15	  12:00
Robert Ortiz 94945 CA 11/25/15	  12:00
Brenda McCall 27243 NC 11/25/15	  12:03
Robin Keller 27511 NC 11/25/15	  12:06
Kenneth Anderson 27408 NC 11/25/15	  12:07
Bob Conroy 27705 NC 11/25/15	  12:09

Tim Rice 27707 NC

To	  deny	  the	  causes	  of	  Climate	  Change	  is	  to	  burrow	  your	  head	  in	  the	  sand.	  
"Hoping"	  it	  will	  go	  away	  does	  a	  serious	  dis-‐service	  to	  our	  children.	  I	  hope	  you	  
can	  see	  your	  way	  clear	  to	  do	  the	  right	  thing	  for	  the	  public,	  rather	  than	  the	  
right	  thing	  for	  the	  Energy	  Companies. 11/25/15	  12:09

Christopher Beard 27103 NC 11/25/15	  12:15
Emilia Boccagna 88100 ot 11/25/15	  12:15

John Freeze 27205 NC
As	  a	  resident	  of	  NC,	  I	  urge	  you	  stop	  supporting	  fossil	  fuels,	  and	  instead,	  
support	  the	  Clean	  Power	  Plan. 11/25/15	  12:16

Gary S	  Hmoock 27278 NC 11/25/15	  12:17

Karen Crowell 27312 NC

It's	  unthinkable	  that	  anyone	  would	  ignore	  the	  threat	  of	  climate	  change	  and	  
continue	  to	  promote	  non-‐renewable	  sources	  of	  energy	  that	  pollute	  our	  
environment	  and	  have	  a	  direct	  impact	  on	  the	  future	  of	  this	  planet.	  It's	  
obvious	  that	  Duke	  Power's	  influence	  is	  contributing	  to	  this	  blatent	  denial	  of	  
the	  risks	  we	  face.	  I	  suppose	  our	  only	  option	  is	  to	  elect	  someone	  who	  sincerely	  
believes	  in	  what's	  good	  for	  the	  people	  of	  North	  Carolina,	  and	  acts	  
accordingly. 11/25/15	  12:18

Allison Anselmo 28551 NC

Please	  protect	  our	  state	  and	  our	  tourism	  dollars,	  they	  are	  more	  important	  
that	  you	  and	  your	  party	  being	  able	  to	  claim	  that	  the	  environment	  is	  not	  in	  
danger	  from	  companies	  like	  Duke	  Power! 11/25/15	  12:21

Karen Shapiro 27614 NC 11/25/15	  12:22
Chanda Farley 28716 NC 11/25/15	  12:23
Patricia Myers 27612 NC 11/25/15	  12:25
Anne	  Dickson Fogleman 27514 NC 11/25/15	  12:26

David Piet 27312 NC

As	  a	  community	  and	  nation	  we	  need	  to	  wake	  up	  to	  the	  science	  on	  climate	  
change	  and	  protect	  ourselves	  and	  future	  generations	  from	  further	  damage.	  
Thank	  you,	  sir. 11/25/15	  12:27
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Mina Lloyd 27606 NC 11/25/15	  12:28
Mindy Oshrain 27705 NC 11/25/15	  12:28
Martha Spann 28605 NC 11/25/15	  12:29
Madeleine Hodges 27707 NC 11/25/15	  12:30
Patricia Poret 27514 NC 11/25/15	  12:31
Hallie Barnes 27587 NC 11/25/15	  12:31
Cindy Yates 28429 NC 11/25/15	  12:32
Robert Campell 27707 NC 11/25/15	  12:32
Jeff Hibbard 28778 NC 11/25/15	  12:33
Jamie Heath 27834 NC 11/25/15	  12:35
James Mulcare 99403 WA 11/25/15	  12:36
Mf Solomon 27707 NC 11/25/15	  12:36
Joseph Greaser 27526 NC 11/25/15	  12:36
Bill Groves 28734 NC 11/25/15	  12:42
Thomas Carson 27705 NC 11/25/15	  12:42
jeff hopkins 60046 IL 11/25/15	  12:42
Kenneth Marr 27523 NC 11/25/15	  12:42

Mary Goodkind 28803 NC
Please	  play	  a	  positive	  role	  in	  protecting	  all	  of	  North	  Carolina	  from	  the	  
extremes	  of	  weather	  and	  rising	  sea	  levels. 11/25/15	  12:42

Marilyn Wendt 27615 NC Please	  include	  solar	  and	  wind	  in	  your	  renewable	  energy	  program! 11/25/15	  12:43
Karen Lewis 28327 NC 11/25/15	  12:44
Leigh Hart 27514 NC 11/25/15	  12:44
Pat Bennett 28712 NC 11/25/15	  12:48
Lynda Durden 28338 NC 11/25/15	  12:48
Paul Nitsch 28274 NC 11/25/15	  12:49
Frank Lewis 28645 NC 11/25/15	  12:50

Laura Heise 27312 NC
We	  truly	  don't	  have	  time	  to	  shilly-‐shally	  on	  this.	  Every	  year	  we	  don't	  act	  
forcefully	  for	  clean	  energy	  means	  more	  misery	  later	  on. 11/25/15	  12:52

Nicholas Borisow 27519 NC

The	  long	  term	  health	  of	  our	  community	  is	  not	  in	  energy	  that	  is	  "imported"	  
from	  other	  states.	  Our	  self	  sustainability	  is	  key	  to	  North	  Carolina	  leading	  
growth	  into	  the	  future.	  Thanks	  for	  voting	  in	  line	  with	  your	  constituency! 11/25/15	  12:53
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Anna Keyte 27707 NC Please	  do	  something	  meaningful	  to	  combat	  climate	  change! 11/25/15	  12:55

Earl Huband 27705 NC
We	  owe	  it	  to	  our	  children	  and	  our	  children's	  children	  to	  do	  everything	  in	  our	  
power	  to	  move	  away	  from	  oil	  and	  gas	  toward	  cleaner	  forms	  of	  energy. 11/25/15	  12:56

Robin Hall 28173 NC 11/25/15	  12:57
Carl Fisher 27312 NC 11/25/15	  13:00

William Kumpf 27510 NC

Governor	  McCrory,	  please	  understand	  that	  our	  statewide	  dependence	  on	  
fossil	  fuels	  will	  compromise	  the	  ability	  of	  future	  generations	  to	  enjoy	  this	  
wonderful	  place.	  We	  need	  to	  acknowledge	  climate	  change,	  and	  respond	  to	  it	  
with	  renewable	  energy	  sources. 11/25/15	  13:01

Kenna Sommer 28806 NC 11/25/15	  13:05

Kicab
Castaneda-‐
Mendez 27517 NC 11/25/15	  13:06

Bryant Poole 28803 NC

At	  67,	  I	  have	  lived	  a	  long	  time	  in	  NC	  and	  I	  hope	  to	  see	  it	  remain	  a	  beautiful	  
State.	  You	  have	  destroyed	  education	  while	  funding	  other	  interests.	  We	  are	  
producing	  more	  fuel	  than	  ever	  and	  NC	  can	  join	  in	  BUT	  with	  renewables	  like	  
windmills	  at	  the	  coast.	  You	  will	  be	  remembered	  for	  what	  you	  do	  with	  the	  
pristine	  state	  you	  inherited. 11/25/15	  13:06

James Arbogast 28105 NC
Quit	  supporting	  polluters!	  Protect	  the	  environment	  for	  our	  kids	  and	  
grandkids.	  Wake	  up! 11/25/15	  13:15

Etsuyo Choi 27514 NC 11/25/15	  13:16
Valerie Young 27517 NC 11/25/15	  13:19
Barbara Cudmore 27516 NC Please,	  protect	  our	  home	  the	  environment 11/25/15	  13:21
Carol Thompson 15129 PA 11/25/15	  13:23
Vero Brentjens 27932 NC 11/25/15	  13:24

Irwin Fridovich 27707 NC

The	  fact	  that	  CO2	  absorbs	  in	  the	  infra	  red	  predicts	  that	  it	  will	  hinder	  the	  
radiative	  cooling	  of	  this	  planet	  of	  ours.	  The	  rising	  average	  temperature,	  and	  
the	  progessive	  melting	  of	  glaciers	  and	  ice	  caps	  was	  predictable	  and	  is	  now	  
observable.	  To	  slow	  this	  and	  prevent	  catastrophe	  we	  need	  to	  decrease	  
burning	  fossil	  fuels	  and	  use	  more	  solar,wind,	  and	  nuclear	  sources	  of	  energy. 11/25/15	  13:24

David Raulerson 28716 NC 11/25/15	  13:24
James Nutt 27608 NC I	  support	  the	  Clean	  Power	  Plan. 11/25/15	  13:25
Candace L 27705 NC 11/25/15	  13:27
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Randy Tysinger 27350 NC

Solar	  and	  wind	  power	  are	  needed	  and	  to	  deny	  it	  is	  stupid.	  But	  as	  with	  all	  
politics	  I	  guess	  you	  need	  to	  spend	  a	  few	  million	  dollars	  and	  form	  a	  committee	  
to	  come	  to	  this	  conclusion	  for	  yourselves.... 11/25/15	  13:28

Bruce Nawrocki 27613 NC 11/25/15	  13:29
Scott Tucker 27612 NC 11/25/15	  13:30
Judy Williams 28658 NC 11/25/15	  13:30
Carol Schmidt 28803 NC 11/25/15	  13:32
John Miskelly 21212 MD 11/25/15	  13:32

Tamara Stanley 28539 NC

I	  have	  lived	  my	  life	  in	  Swansboro,	  "Friendly	  City	  by	  the	  Sea."	  Our	  ocean	  and	  
waterway's	  are	  a	  way	  of	  life	  for	  both	  job's	  and	  recreation.	  I	  have	  seen	  the	  
changes	  on	  my	  kayak	  and	  fishing	  trip's	  and	  it's	  not	  good.	  Mainly	  I	  stay	  in	  a	  3	  
mile	  area	  by	  my	  home	  up	  the	  river	  and	  at	  the	  end	  of	  every	  month	  I	  take	  a	  
photo	  of	  all	  the	  trash	  I	  pull	  out.	  I	  do	  this	  surrounded	  by	  a	  huge	  chemical	  slick.	  
This	  year	  low	  tide	  being	  as	  high	  as	  previous	  high	  tides	  has	  been	  the	  normal.	  
We	  MUST	  protect	  our	  waterway's,	  not	  just	  for	  us	  but	  for	  the	  future	  and	  
beauty	  of	  this	  great	  state. 11/25/15	  13:35

Martie
Thompson	  
Kingree 28717 NC 11/25/15	  13:36

Laura Cotterman 27278 NC
Climate	  Change	  is	  the	  challenge	  of	  our	  century-‐-‐far	  more	  serious	  than	  threats	  
from	  terrorism.	  Don't	  be	  behind	  the	  curve	  on	  this! 11/25/15	  13:37

Karen Bates 27516 NC

it	  is	  time	  to	  step	  up	  and	  for	  NC	  to	  reduce	  our	  carbon	  emission	  output.	  We	  are	  
in	  a	  prime	  location	  to	  utilize	  sold	  and	  wind	  sources.	  Water	  resources	  on	  the	  
coast. 11/25/15	  13:38

John Boylston 27707 NC 11/25/15	  13:39

John Thornberry 15931 PA

Protecting	  the	  environment	  protects	  the	  planet.	  We	  are	  all	  here	  to	  help	  make	  
things	  better	  for	  us	  and	  future	  generations	  but	  there	  won't	  be	  any	  if	  we	  don't	  
take	  care	  of	  the	  planet	  along	  with	  ourselves.	  I	  urge	  you	  to	  think	  about	  the	  
kind	  of	  world	  you	  want	  your	  children,	  grandchildren,	  and	  descendants	  to	  live	  
in.	  Thank	  you. 11/25/15	  13:39

Melody Wood 27410 NC
Please	  protect	  our	  state's	  natural	  resources	  by	  supporting	  renewable	  forms	  
of	  energy	  like	  solar	  wind	  water. 11/25/15	  13:39

elaine schall 27408 NC Protect	  the	  earth 11/25/15	  13:40
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debra donnelly 28748 NC
Let	  North	  Carolina	  be	  a	  leader	  for	  the	  rest	  of	  the	  country	  in	  limited	  harmful	  
pollution 11/25/15	  13:41

Andrea Winkler 27705 NC 11/25/15	  13:43
Cheryl Swofford 28752 NC 11/25/15	  13:44
George Phillips 27510 NC 11/25/15	  13:45
Robert Ziegler 28792 NC 11/25/15	  13:47
Tim Walker 27517 NC 11/25/15	  13:47
Voncile Ferguson 27410 NC 11/25/15	  13:47
Kate Ancaya 28803 NC 11/25/15	  13:48

James Wheeler 28170 NC
Alternative	  energy	  gives	  citizens	  the	  freedom	  of	  choice!	  Support	  the	  Clean	  
Energy	  Plan. 11/25/15	  13:53

Thomas Trescone 98121 WA 11/25/15	  13:59
Christine Westfall 27701 NC 11/25/15	  13:59
Erin Quist 27609 NC 11/25/15	  14:05

Chris Rains 28173 NC

C'mon	  Governor,	  even	  if	  you	  don't	  believe	  in	  climate	  change,	  we	  still	  need	  
strong	  alternate	  forms	  of	  energy.	  We	  can't	  continue	  to	  put	  all	  of	  our	  eggs	  in	  
one	  basket. 11/25/15	  14:08

Ryan Draper 27514 NC 11/25/15	  14:09
Robert Furuya 27607 NC 11/25/15	  14:11
Bonnie	  Lynn MacKinnon 78626 TX 11/25/15	  14:13
Flora Pino	  García 00000 ot 11/25/15	  14:15

Karen Hodges 28205 NC
Addressing	  climate	  change	  should	  be	  one	  of	  state	  government's	  #1	  priorities.	  
We	  are	  falling	  behind	  and	  must	  realize	  the	  seriousness	  of	  this	  situation. 11/25/15	  14:20

Evelyn Coltman 28786 NC 11/25/15	  14:24
Bartholomew Barker 27278 NC 11/25/15	  14:29

Ernst Mecke 00150 ot
Well,	  should	  a	  politician	  make	  decisions	  on	  the	  basis	  of	  short	  run	  or	  long	  run	  
considerations	  ... 11/25/15	  14:31

Bruce Donnell 87506 NM 11/25/15	  14:33
Gretchen Simpson 28753 NC 11/25/15	  14:36
Cynthia Slater 27403 NC 11/25/15	  14:37
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FORREST GREEN 28806 NC
We	  as	  North	  Carolinians	  want	  to	  have	  renewable	  energy	  as	  does	  our	  country	  
overall.	  Please	  honor	  this	  -‐	  thanks 11/25/15	  14:40

Sam Cook 28805 NC

It	  is	  climate	  change	  that	  is	  one	  of	  the	  major	  factors	  destabilizing	  the	  middle	  
east	  right	  now,	  as	  farmers	  displaced	  from	  their	  land,	  unable	  to	  survive	  
because	  of	  climate	  change,	  are	  stressing	  an	  already	  injust	  and	  unsustainable	  
dictatorship.	  We	  cannot	  afford	  to	  be	  fools	  when	  it	  comes	  to	  climate	  change.	  
Too	  much	  is	  riding	  on	  addressing	  it	  quickly	  and	  decisively.	  I	  realize	  that	  those	  
who	  put	  you	  in	  office	  necessarily	  destroy	  the	  environment	  to	  maximize	  their	  
profits,	  but	  sometimes	  you	  have	  to	  put	  common	  sense	  before	  cronyism. 11/25/15	  14:40

Dale Sheehan 28731 NC 11/25/15	  14:42
Susan Zimmer 28451 NC 11/25/15	  14:44

Sharon
Osika-‐
Michales 13152 NY

Emerald	  Isle	  will	  be	  one	  of	  the	  first	  on	  the	  list	  of	  lands	  that	  will	  no	  longer	  exist	  
if	  the	  sea	  level	  rises.	  My	  whole	  family	  lives	  on	  either	  this	  Outer	  Bank	  or	  on	  the	  
mainland	  shore	  area	  across	  the	  Intracoastal	  Waterway.	  Not	  just	  land	  will	  be	  
lost-‐-‐so	  will	  jobs,	  and	  the	  economic	  base	  for	  eastern	  NC	  counties'	  tourism	  and	  
fishing	  industries.	  This	  is	  not	  small	  potatoes-‐-‐it's	  big	  money.	  Why	  are	  you	  not	  
protecting	  NC's	  eastern	  shoreline? 11/25/15	  14:44

Jane Church 27517 NC 11/25/15	  14:52
Chey Cary 28806 NC 11/25/15	  14:52
Adrian Smith 27559 NC 11/25/15	  14:57
Caroll Fowler 94541 CA 11/25/15	  14:57

Kathryn Davis 27312 NC

Stop	  and	  consider	  what	  you	  are	  doing	  and	  not	  doing.	  Please	  take	  a	  moment	  
and	  consider	  the	  science	  of	  climate	  change.	  Please	  see	  the	  long-‐term	  
financial	  benefits	  of	  acting	  now	  to	  address	  this	  issue.	  And	  put	  some	  solar	  and	  
wind	  initiatives	  in	  the	  plan	  too. 11/25/15	  14:58

cheryl Johnson 28805 NC
Gov.	  McCrory,	  Please	  support	  wind	  and	  solar	  energy	  by	  setting	  a	  goal	  and	  
timetable	  for	  implementing	  these	  energy	  sources. 11/25/15	  14:59

Marie Garlock 27701 NC
SERIOUSLY!	  You	  are	  tasked	  with	  a	  leader,	  not	  a	  destructor	  or	  corrupt	  liner	  of	  
others	  and	  your	  own	  pockets. 11/25/15	  14:59

Robert Rosen 27713 NC 11/25/15	  15:02
Van Hallman 27265 NC 11/25/15	  15:02
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John Fleming 27513 NC

Governor	  McCrory,	  please	  do	  the	  right	  thing	  for	  the	  future	  of	  North	  
Carolinians.	  We	  have	  to	  plan	  for	  the	  future	  and	  this	  is	  one	  area	  where	  we	  can	  
be	  proactive	  to	  benefit	  future	  generations.	  Thank	  you. 11/25/15	  15:02

Maureen O'Neal 97223 OR 11/25/15	  15:03
Christine Crowley 28205 NC 11/25/15	  15:03
Lisa Neste 27265 NC 11/25/15	  15:05

Eric Schweitzer 27609 NC
North	  Carolina	  should	  be	  at	  the	  forefront	  of	  this	  important	  issue,	  not	  
stonewalling	  the	  President's	  laudable	  efforts. 11/25/15	  15:06

Barbara Harvey 27511 NC Pleas	  support	  the	  Clean	  Power	  Plan. 11/25/15	  15:11
Jennifer Clarke 27606 NC 11/25/15	  15:13
Sam Todd 28227 NC 11/25/15	  15:13
Janis Ramquist 27608 NC 11/25/15	  15:14
Deja Lizer 28806 NC 11/25/15	  15:15
Matthew Vorstermans 27560 NC 11/25/15	  15:20
Alex Goldstein 28270 NC 11/25/15	  15:23

Dale Weston 28540 NC

Sometimes	  it	  is	  best	  to	  do	  the	  right	  thing	  -‐	  -‐	  -‐	  not	  the	  right	  wing	  thing.	  If	  you	  
are	  to	  effectively	  govern	  the	  state	  of	  NC	  for	  the	  overall	  welfare	  of	  both	  
citizens	  and	  businesses,	  you	  will	  distance	  yourself	  from	  the	  loonier	  fringes	  
you	  have	  been	  playing	  with. 11/25/15	  15:26

John Van	  Horn 64111 MO 11/25/15	  15:29
Carole Schreiber 28712 NC 11/25/15	  15:32
Mary Keenan 28786 NC 11/25/15	  15:37

Jeanne OBryan 28612 NC
Solar	  power	  and	  tax	  credits	  for	  clean	  solar	  energy	  are	  the	  way	  to	  go.	  Go	  clean	  
energy!!!! 11/25/15	  15:39

Lynn Scattolini 27516 NC

Do	  you	  care	  about	  the	  environment	  your	  children	  and	  grandchildren	  will	  
inherit?	  I	  do.	  Please	  reconsider	  and	  support	  a	  plan	  that	  includes	  clean	  energy	  
sources. 11/25/15	  15:40

Arthur Firth 28146 NC 11/25/15	  15:41
George Neste 27265 NC 11/25/15	  15:49
Mary Nolan 28428 NC 11/25/15	  15:58
Michael Eisenberg 27613 NC 11/25/15	  15:58
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Kate Lamar 28709 NC 11/25/15	  16:02
Anthony Montapert 93004 CA 11/25/15	  16:04
Gregory Austin 28216 NC 11/25/15	  16:06
David Baker 27519 NC 11/25/15	  16:08
Janet Smith 27858 NC 11/25/15	  16:09
Elisabeth Curtis 27516 NC 11/25/15	  16:14
Scott Juslin 28562 NC 11/25/15	  16:18
Doris Marshall 28054 NC 11/25/15	  16:24
John Hill 00000 BC 11/25/15	  16:28
Geraldine Ring 12345 ot 11/25/15	  16:30

Gregory Hall 28787 NC

Stop	  acting	  like	  chicken	  little,	  respect	  the	  overwhelming	  scientific	  evidence	  
and	  the	  consensus	  of	  the	  scientific	  community	  and	  do	  something	  to	  stop	  
global	  warming	  now!!! 11/25/15	  16:38

Ruth Stambaugh 28711 NC 11/25/15	  16:39

Elana Kann 28806 NC
How	  can	  a	  Clean	  Power	  Plan	  be	  clean	  without	  clean	  sources	  like	  wind	  and	  
solar	  generation? 11/25/15	  16:45

Jerry	  and	  Barbara Whitmire 28768 NC
Governor	  McCrory,	  Please	  include	  solar	  and	  wind	  power	  in	  your	  
considerations.	  Thank	  you,	  Jerry	  &	  Bonnie	  Whitmire 11/25/15	  16:48

Todd Patton 27705 NC 11/25/15	  16:51
James Walsh 28680 NC 11/25/15	  16:52

Brenda Hayes 27278 NC
The	  threat	  is	  obvious	  and	  so	  are	  the	  solutions.	  I	  vote	  and	  am	  watching	  
carefully. 11/25/15	  16:59

Philip Sannes 27605 NC 11/25/15	  17:04

Susan Attermeier 27278 NC
Our	  economy	  as	  well	  as	  the	  environment	  would	  benefit	  greatly	  from	  
promotion	  of	  solar	  and	  wind	  power. 11/25/15	  17:04

Bruce Hlodnicki 46226 IN 11/25/15	  17:07
Ellie Mayer 277-‐3 NC Really?	  You	  don't	  care	  about	  our	  precious	  earth? 11/25/15	  17:08
Stephen Boletchek 27502 NC 11/25/15	  17:09
Betty Pipes 27502 NC Please	  save	  our	  beautiful	  state	  from	  pollution. 11/25/15	  17:10
Thomas Johnson 28605 NC I	  think	  you	  have	  a	  small	  minded,	  greedy	  agenda. 11/25/15	  17:16
Laurice ferris 27517 NC 11/25/15	  17:21
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Susan Edelstein 27511 NC 11/25/15	  17:23
Heide Coppotelli 28718 NC 11/25/15	  17:28
Joann Cortez 28804 NC 11/25/15	  17:31
Thomas Oriel 27529 NC Stop	  covering	  for	  Duke	  Energy! 11/25/15	  17:47
V. Wang 27519 NC 11/25/15	  17:59
William St.	  George 28403 NC 11/25/15	  18:09
Sam Brewer 27511 NC 11/25/15	  18:10
Robert Collins 28205 NC 11/25/15	  18:20
Mary White 27704 NC 11/25/15	  18:23
William Yingst 28467 NC 11/25/15	  18:30
Darlene Hamilton 27604 NC 11/25/15	  18:30
Lisa Pearson 28112 NC 11/25/15	  18:38
Deborah Smith 73112 OK 11/25/15	  18:40
Dianne Douglas 85042 AZ 11/25/15	  18:42
Theresa Waldspurger 21635 MD 11/25/15	  18:42
Janet Neihart 55016 MN 11/25/15	  18:44
Ellen Osborne 27313 NC 11/25/15	  18:47
J. Hilton 27526 NC 11/25/15	  18:54
Janine Tokarczyk 27302 NC 11/25/15	  19:04
Steven Linden 28792 NC 11/25/15	  19:10

Rob Rowe 27513 NC

We	  are	  already	  a	  leader	  in	  solar	  energy.	  Let's	  focus	  our	  attentions	  and	  jobs	  on	  
clean	  energy	  and	  protect	  NC's	  environment	  and	  do	  what	  we	  can	  to	  reduce	  
global	  warming. 11/25/15	  19:17

Ericka Patillo 27712 NC renewable,	  clean	  energy	  sources	  exist.	  Why	  ignore	  them? 11/25/15	  19:18
Linda Wilkins 27509 NC You	  need	  to	  clean	  up	  YOUR	  act	  and	  protect	  North	  Carolinians. 11/25/15	  19:21
Henrietta Jenrette 27613 NC 11/25/15	  19:22
Michelle Mitchell 28031 NC 11/25/15	  19:28
Ted Odell 28557 NC It's	  time	  to	  move	  into	  the	  20th	  Century 11/25/15	  19:31
James Schall 28801 NC 11/25/15	  19:33
Barbara Rabinowitz 27518 NC 11/25/15	  19:39
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Erik Butler 27516 NC

Mr.	  McCrory,	  Do	  you	  want	  to	  be	  a	  one	  term	  flash-‐in	  the-‐pan	  Govenor	  of	  
North	  Carolina,	  or	  do	  you	  want	  to	  be	  a	  visionary?	  This	  is	  your	  chance.	  Make	  a	  
meaningful	  move	  to	  reduce	  carbon	  emissions.	  Climate	  change	  is	  real.	  It's	  
here.	  We're	  the	  cause	  and	  you	  have	  the	  power	  to	  help	  stop	  it.	  Will	  you	  use	  
that	  power	  for	  the	  sake	  of	  humankind,	  or	  will	  you	  waste	  it?	  Your	  choice.	  Do	  
the	  right	  thing.	  Dr.	  Erik	  Butler 11/25/15	  19:42

Richard Partridge 27301 NC 11/25/15	  19:50
Kurt Weaver 27613 NC 11/25/15	  20:05
Ruth Noble 28805 NC 11/25/15	  20:13

Olivia Singleton 27705 NC

In	  your	  heart	  of	  hearts	  you	  know	  that	  climate	  change	  is	  happening	  and	  every	  
citizen	  and	  elected	  official	  must	  do	  his	  part.	  My	  beloved	  North	  Carolina	  is	  
threatened	  just	  like	  every	  other	  piece	  of	  this	  beautiful	  planet.	  Please	  do	  the	  
right	  thing	  and	  look	  to	  the	  near	  future	  by	  emphasizing	  wind	  and	  solar	  energy	  
production.	  Drilling	  for	  oil	  and	  fracking	  are	  obsolete	  ways	  to	  meet	  our	  energy	  
needs.	  So	  many	  people	  are	  choosing	  to	  migrate	  to	  this	  state	  because	  of	  our	  
natural	  resources	  and	  clean,	  plentiful	  beauty.	  Let's	  show	  them	  that	  we	  are	  
forward-‐thinking! 11/25/15	  20:21

Lenore Reeves 60448 IL 11/25/15	  20:23
Martha Atkins 27704 NC 11/25/15	  20:31
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Michelle Belanger 27105 NC

There	  are	  so	  many	  reasons	  why	  moving	  in	  the	  direction	  of	  clean	  energy	  and	  
efficiency	  are	  great	  for	  our	  state	  and	  country.	  One	  in	  five	  children	  has	  
asthma,	  made	  worse	  by	  the	  same	  air	  pollution	  that	  comes	  from	  carbon	  
emitting	  fuels.	  Reducing	  our	  dependence	  on	  oil	  means	  less	  support	  for	  the	  oil	  
rich	  nations,	  and	  the	  people	  who	  control	  the	  spigots.	  It	  also	  means	  less	  air	  
and	  water	  pollution	  here	  at	  home.	  We	  have	  mountain	  tops	  being	  blown	  off	  in	  
our	  neighboring	  states,	  with	  the	  debris	  of	  rock	  mixed	  with	  the	  chemicals	  from	  
the	  explosives	  being	  poured	  into	  the	  headwaters	  of	  streams.	  That	  will	  
continue	  until	  we	  develop	  alternatives.	  What	  kind	  of	  world	  do	  you	  want	  to	  
leave	  for	  your	  kids?	  Decentralizing	  the	  grid	  means	  we	  are	  less	  vulnerable	  to	  
the	  kinds	  of	  chain	  reactions	  that	  cause	  six	  states	  to	  have	  a	  power	  outage	  
several	  years	  ago.	  A	  smart	  grid,	  powered	  by	  many	  individual	  sources	  of	  
power,	  allows	  for	  better	  back	  up	  and	  flexibility.	  Battery	  technology	  for	  solar	  is	  
developing	  very	  quickly.	  why	  would	  we	  want	  to	  shut	  our	  state	  off	  from	  being	  
leaders	  in	  these	  technologies?	  Also,	  radically	  ramping	  up	  our	  efficiency	  will	  
save	  money	  for	  a	  lot	  of	  people.	  We	  cut	  our	  heat	  bill	  in	  half	  by	  adding	  foam	  
insulation	  to	  our	  house.	  Solar	  and	  wind	  power	  are	  already	  providing	  jobs	  for	  
North	  Carolinians,	  and	  are	  a	  couple	  of	  the	  fastest	  growing	  industries	  in	  the	  
energy	  fields.	  Why	  wouldn't	  you	  want	  to	  support	  that?	  Lastly,	  I	  am	  disgusted	  
that	  you	  are	  cutting	  things	  like	  support	  for	  our	  schools	  and	  teachers,	  so	  you	  
can	  waste	  our	  money	  on	  suing	  the	  federal	  government.	  It's	  time	  you	  listened	  
to	  all	  the	  voters	  you	  represent,	  and	  not	  just	  the	  partisan	  ones	  who	  want	  to	  
join	  you	  in	  undermining	  the	  president	  or	  anyone	  who	  disagrees	  with	  you. 11/25/15	  20:33

Betsy Webster 28125 NC
Acting	  on	  climate	  issues	  is	  a	  moral	  responsibility	  for	  the	  citizens	  of	  the	  world.	  
Please	  consider	  environmental	  issues	  in	  your	  administration 11/25/15	  20:39

Debbie Walston 28105 NC We	  support	  solar	  and	  wind	  energy,	  we	  also	  vote. 11/25/15	  20:47
Joyce B 27265 NC you	  can	  ignore	  us,	  but	  we	  vote. 11/25/15	  20:51
Amy Marino 27519 NC 11/25/15	  21:07
Nathan Peterson 27893 NC 11/25/15	  21:15
Ruth Miller 27516 NC 11/25/15	  21:17
Jonathan Halperen 27608 NC 11/25/15	  21:45
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Tammy Barr 27105 NC 11/25/15	  21:46
Randy Bernard 28805 NC 11/25/15	  21:58
Robert Swett 28711 NC 11/25/15	  22:11
Laurel Covington 33548 FL 11/25/15	  22:26
Caleb Pusey 28806 NC 11/25/15	  22:27

Johanna Pierce 28806 NC
Thank	  you	  for	  helping	  ensure	  a	  bright	  future	  for	  our	  children	  by	  making	  clean	  
energy	  a	  priority	  for	  NC. 11/25/15	  22:30

John Pasqua 92025 CA 11/25/15	  22:43
Martha Parry 28714 NC 11/25/15	  22:48

Gwen Straub 28761 NC
Stop	  protecting	  corporations	  and	  start	  protecting	  the	  Earth	  and	  the	  people	  
that	  inhabit	  it! 11/25/15	  22:55

Joanne Nikides 27705 NC 11/25/15	  22:56
Doug Wingeier 28801 NC 11/25/15	  22:56
Paula Xiberras 70011 LA 11/25/15	  22:56
Mark Leischner 28675 NC 11/25/15	  22:58
Steve Roberts 28401 NC Get	  with	  it! 11/25/15	  23:01
Joy Farlow 27408 NC 11/25/15	  23:15
Terry Dunn 27028 NC Please	  respect	  God's	  Creation	  !!! 11/25/15	  23:18
Frank Moore 27519 NC 11/25/15	  23:36
Amy Hartzog 27055 NC 11/25/15	  23:36
Anthony So 27516 NC 11/25/15	  23:52
Gary Simpson 27312 NC 11/26/15	  0:09

Donna Dupree 28707 NC

As	  Governor	  you	  have	  a	  constitutional	  responsibility	  to	  provide	  for	  the	  
welfare	  of	  NC	  citizens.	  You	  are	  not	  doing	  so	  by	  fighting	  against	  the	  Clean	  
Power	  Plan.	  Voters	  will	  remember	  that	  in	  November	  2016. 11/26/15	  0:11

Kate Ladd 27916 NC 11/26/15	  0:16
Linda Maynard 27502 NC We	  do	  not	  have	  the	  right	  to	  destroy	  this	  precious	  earth. 11/26/15	  0:22
Jackie Posey 35672 AL 11/26/15	  0:28
Martha Spencer 28712 NC 11/26/15	  1:14

Frank Massey 27407 NC
Please	  pray	  and	  discern	  about	  all	  of	  your	  decisions	  and	  have	  the	  courage	  to	  
govern	  for	  the	  "common	  good"	  of	  our	  state	  and	  it's	  citizens. 11/26/15	  1:29
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Vickey Baker 51537 IA 11/26/15	  1:35
Paul McDermott 90065 CA 11/26/15	  1:51
Todd Hack 91913 CA 11/26/15	  1:58
Donna Brooks 28212 NC 11/26/15	  2:05
Jessica Bundy 28301 NC 11/26/15	  5:49
Munsie Davis 27516 NC 11/26/15	  6:43
Juan Canet 28314 NC Climate	  change	  is	  a	  reality	  and	  with	  ugly	  results	  coming. 11/26/15	  6:46
Jerry Vick 27889 NC 11/26/15	  7:51
Evelyn Craig 27510 NC 11/26/15	  7:54
Sam Dawson 27403 NC 11/26/15	  8:14
Susan Lathrop 28711 NC 11/26/15	  8:32
Todd Lee 28805 NC 11/26/15	  8:36
Pat Vescio 27513 NC 11/26/15	  9:17
P Wright 28692 NC 11/26/15	  9:38

Doug Bunn 27612 NC

Why	  are	  you	  so	  threatened	  by	  protecting	  the	  e	  vironment	  that	  we	  breathe	  in,	  
swim	  in,	  drink?	  Wise	  up	  and	  protect	  the	  only	  place	  we	  have	  to	  live,	  Earth,	  
before	  you	  and	  your	  rich	  scavengers	  of	  natural	  resources	  kill	  us	  all.	  
Remember	  you	  and	  your	  family	  will	  be	  part	  of	  us	  all	  if	  the	  world,	  America,	  
North	  Carolina	  become	  so	  polluted	  that	  life	  cannot	  be	  sustained	  here. 11/26/15	  9:45

Joe Fleming 27502 NC Please	  support	  President	  Obama's	  plan	  to	  reduce	  our	  carbon	  footprint	  in	  NC. 11/26/15	  10:18
Greg Hohn 27516 NC 11/26/15	  10:24

Mark Simonsen 27713 NC

Our	  beautiful	  North	  Carolina	  can	  be	  forward	  thinking	  about	  progress	  and	  
actually	  preserve	  our	  natural	  resources	  for	  future	  generations	  instead	  of	  
pushing	  for	  constant	  growth.	  Growth	  does	  not	  necessarily	  equate	  with	  
progress	  and	  success. 11/26/15	  10:29

Antoinette Foster 27608 NC 11/26/15	  10:56

Bobby Watson 27612 NC
Think	  about	  your	  children,	  and	  your	  grandchildren,	  not	  all	  your	  buddies	  at	  
duke	  energy. 11/26/15	  11:00

Sharon Johnson 28791 NC 11/26/15	  12:38
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Mike Huff 27704 NC

Climate	  change	  is	  one	  of	  the	  most	  significant	  issues	  facing	  not	  just	  our	  
country,	  but	  the	  world.	  If	  we	  have	  the	  opportunity	  to	  explore	  and	  develop	  
forms	  of	  energy	  that	  do	  not	  produce	  carbon	  pollution	  we	  need	  to	  take	  
advantage	  of	  that	  opportunity.	  I	  support	  the	  Clean	  Power	  Plan. 11/26/15	  12:38

Brian	  &	  Judy Poole LD6	  5EU ot 11/26/15	  13:33
Maud van	  Tol 2986EV ot 11/26/15	  13:34
Esther Garvett 33186 FL 11/26/15	  13:59

Daniel Case 27613 NC

The	  behavior	  of	  the	  republican	  party	  on	  the	  environment	  makes	  no	  sense	  to	  
me,	  except	  as	  pandering	  to	  big	  industry	  donors.	  Do	  you	  no	  longer	  represent	  
normal	  citizens	  at	  all?	  Is	  it	  all	  about	  protecting	  big	  companies	  from	  
regulation?	  This	  kind	  of	  behavior	  makes	  me	  embarrassed	  to	  be	  a	  North	  
Carolinian.	  Policies	  like	  these	  will	  determine	  how	  many	  people	  leave	  or	  die	  
because	  of	  global	  warming.	  We	  all	  have	  to	  ask	  ourselves	  how	  many	  North	  
Carolinians	  we	  are	  willing	  to	  see	  die	  so	  that	  the	  big	  polluters	  can	  keep	  their	  
profit	  margins	  high. 11/26/15	  14:14

Timothy Farrow 27519 NC 11/26/15	  14:15

Joellen Brandmoyer 27516 NC

As	  a	  Republican	  expounding	  on	  jobs	  here	  in	  North	  Carolina,	  you	  should	  be	  
promoting	  clean	  energy	  technologies!	  We	  have	  companies	  here	  that	  are	  
innovating	  in	  the	  clean	  energy	  field,	  but	  they	  need	  support	  of	  our	  State.	  
Otherwise,	  they	  or	  their	  valued	  employees	  move	  to	  States	  that	  support	  their	  
work. 11/26/15	  14:23

Jon Doyle 27612 NC 11/26/15	  14:45

Edward Kenestrick 27704 NC
Think	  of	  the	  record	  you	  are	  leaving.	  You	  do	  not	  want	  your	  descendants	  to	  
revile	  you,	  do	  you? 11/26/15	  15:02

Kenneth Marks 27502 NC 11/26/15	  15:05

Joan Byrd 28723 NC
Please	  don't	  let	  North	  Carolina	  drop	  the	  ball	  here!	  We	  need	  to	  support	  clean	  
energy!	  Please	  ensure	  that	  our	  state	  looks	  to	  the	  future. 11/26/15	  15:14

Ruchir Vora 27516 NC 11/26/15	  15:43
Ray Boling 27606 NC 11/26/15	  15:49
Jayne Coley 28409 NC Who	  is	  your	  concern,	  Governor,	  We	  the	  People	  or	  They,	  your	  friends???? 11/26/15	  16:09
Nancy Mueller 27516 NC 11/26/15	  17:11
Tom Craig 28801 NC Please	  come	  into	  the	  21st	  Century!!!! 11/26/15	  17:11
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Angela Horan 27516 NC 11/26/15	  18:27

Doug Kass 27612 NC
Governor	  McCrory,	  please	  act	  responsibly	  toward	  curbing	  carbon	  pollution.	  
What	  kind	  of	  world	  do	  you	  want	  to	  leave	  to	  your	  children	  and	  grandchildren? 11/26/15	  19:58

Bepi Pinner 27705 NC 11/26/15	  20:52

Barry Cheney 28601 NC

We	  can	  do	  this!	  NC	  can	  once	  again	  lead	  the	  nation	  toward	  a	  clean,	  green	  
future.	  Please	  do	  what	  you	  know	  needs	  to	  be	  done,	  not	  what	  Duke	  Power	  
wants. 11/26/15	  20:53

Richard Holloway 27517 NC 11/26/15	  21:18

Jonathan Sheline 27705 NC

I	  am	  a	  family	  physician,	  in	  practice	  in	  Durham	  for	  the	  past	  25	  years.	  My	  wife	  
and	  I	  raised	  two	  children	  here,	  who	  are	  now	  30	  and	  27.	  I	  am	  not	  a	  radical.	  
Climate	  change	  is	  a	  very	  real	  problem	  which	  I	  think	  about	  every	  day.	  It	  is	  way	  
past	  time	  government	  officials	  at	  all	  levels	  to	  WAKE	  UP	  and	  start	  doing	  the	  
right	  thing.	  I	  vote.	  This	  should	  not	  be	  a	  partisan	  issue. 11/26/15	  21:30

Pamela Benbow 27278 NC

I	  want	  North	  Carolina	  to	  be	  a	  national	  and	  world	  leader	  in	  a	  new	  economy	  of	  
clean,	  renewable	  energy.	  I	  want	  us	  to	  show	  others	  how	  to	  create	  the	  energy	  
jobs	  of	  today	  and	  tomorrow	  in	  the	  exciting	  new	  fields	  of	  solar	  (boundless	  
possibilities)	  and	  wind.	  We	  want	  to	  be	  a	  clean,	  mean	  machine	  for	  a	  clean	  and	  
healthy	  planet-‐-‐not	  some	  filthy	  old	  dinosaur	  that	  feeds	  in	  oil	  and	  gas,	  and	  
drives	  our	  climate	  crisis	  to	  the	  edge,	  and	  rattles	  Shear	  on	  Harris	  nuclear	  
power	  plant	  with	  earthquakes	  caused	  by	  fracking-‐-‐just	  like	  the	  700+	  quakes	  
so	  far	  this	  year	  by	  cracked	  state	  Oklahoma. 11/26/15	  21:48

Susan Gardener 27705 NC 11/26/15	  21:49
Susan Brown 28754 NC 11/27/15	  2:53
Patricia Bell 27520 NC 11/27/15	  3:52
Toni Defiglia 27403 NC 11/27/15	  6:51
Joseph Appleton 22821 VA 11/27/15	  7:14
Michael Haskell 04074 ME 11/27/15	  7:18
Melina Griffis 27519 NC 11/27/15	  7:46
Joel Marchesoni 28779 NC 11/27/15	  8:25
Laura Mitchell 28208 NC 11/27/15	  8:58
Susie Edwards 27513 NC 11/27/15	  9:27
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Karen Bates 27516 NC
Clean	  up	  your	  act	  and	  allow	  for	  a	  healthy	  future	  for	  our	  grandchildren	  and	  the	  
Earth 11/27/15	  10:02

Joseph Harper 27410 NC 11/27/15	  10:14
adja catalano 28403 NC 11/27/15	  10:40
Cindy Thacker 27605 NC 11/27/15	  10:45
Joyce Pusel 27713 NC 11/27/15	  11:25
Elizabeth Celli 27516 NC 11/27/15	  11:43
Stephen Preston 28460 NC 11/27/15	  12:24
Sandra Arapoudis 85100 AL 11/27/15	  15:51

David
Jamieson-‐
Drake 27705 NC Please	  take	  cl	  are	  change	  seriously	  and	  promote	  clean,	  renewable	  energy! 11/27/15	  16:49

John Herron 28234 NC 11/27/15	  16:52
Sharon Whitmore 27572 NC The	  Clean	  Power	  Plan	  is	  necessary	  for	  our	  survival. 11/27/15	  17:50
Peter Scott 46534 IN 11/27/15	  17:54
Marilyn Weakley 27546 NC 11/27/15	  18:03
Ann Eastabrooks 28901 NC 11/27/15	  18:24
michelle wright 27516 NC 11/27/15	  18:30
Janet Pecci 27606 NC 11/27/15	  18:44
Rudolf Zarzar 27215 NC 11/27/15	  18:59
Janice Phillips 27284 NC 11/27/15	  19:56
Stephen Sample 27704 NC 11/27/15	  20:47
Robert McEntire 27408 NC 11/27/15	  20:55
Kaye Fulcher 28226 NC 11/27/15	  21:16
Welkin Yang 27518 NC 11/27/15	  21:17
James Womble 27607 NC save	  our	  state! 11/27/15	  22:06
Tonia Crumpton 27511 NC 11/27/15	  22:30
Jeffrey Rix 28801 NC 11/28/15	  0:29

Charlotte Speltz 27502 NC

As	  a	  person	  of	  faith,	  I	  cannot	  believe	  that	  you,	  the	  governor	  of	  this	  great	  
state,	  would	  stand	  in	  the	  way	  of	  clean	  air	  solutions	  which	  will	  ensure	  that	  we	  
leave	  our	  children	  a	  climate	  they	  can	  survive! 11/28/15	  9:59

Elizabeth Conroy 27705 NC 11/28/15	  11:19
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Phil Kaveler 28031 NC 11/28/15	  11:22
Linda Griffin 28906 NC The	  governor	  only	  knows	  how	  to	  do	  what	  the	  stupid	  people	  want. 11/28/15	  11:43
Louise McCoy 27609 NC 11/28/15	  11:45

Jeanne Guilbault 27526 NC

We	  are	  very	  disappointed	  that	  a	  state	  like	  North	  Carolina,	  one	  of	  the	  most	  
beautiful	  states	  in	  the	  nation,	  is	  being	  run	  so	  poorly.	  It	  is	  clear	  that	  our	  
governor	  is	  standing	  by	  big	  business	  and	  does	  not	  care	  about	  the	  people	  of	  
North	  Carolina. 11/28/15	  13:20

George Bartholomew 28607 NC 11/28/15	  14:14
Sharon Nicodemus 95821 CA 11/28/15	  16:26
Mary Stoudt 27948 NC 11/28/15	  17:14
Ennis Baker 27516 NC 11/29/15	  9:21
Lee Osborne 28110 NC 11/29/15	  9:54
Sean Damrel 27403 NC 11/29/15	  12:56
Thomas Lux 28676 NC 11/29/15	  13:35
Deborah Matsushima 27713 NC 11/29/15	  15:06
Margaret Hryniuk 27529 NC 11/29/15	  18:31
John Yoakum 27511 NC 11/29/15	  18:32
Martin Wilcox 27253 NC 11/29/15	  18:53
William Dawson 27616 NC 11/29/15	  19:12
Amber Tarter 27516 NC We	  need	  to	  take	  real	  action	  on	  climate	  change. 11/29/15	  20:09
Janis Hammett 27403 NC 11/29/15	  20:16
Caleb Laieski 22305 VA 11/29/15	  22:19
Caleb Laieski 22305 VA 11/29/15	  22:20
Rita Mullis 28227 NC 11/29/15	  23:06
Suneet Srivastava M4m2m8 ON 11/30/15	  4:48

Kathy Jooss 27516 NC

I'm	  teaching	  my	  kids	  about	  taking	  responsibility	  for	  their	  actions.	  To	  me,	  
taking	  actions	  to	  mitigate	  climate	  change	  is	  the	  only	  responsible,	  adult	  thing	  
to	  do.	  Please	  act	  NOW. 11/30/15	  8:36

Pamela Fogg 27519 NC 11/30/15	  9:04
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Parrish Ellis 28804 NC

I	  work	  in	  the	  clean	  energy	  economy	  and	  it	  is	  important	  to	  my	  family	  that	  the	  
clean	  energy	  bill	  actually	  included	  support	  for	  the	  multiple	  renewable	  energy	  
resource	  industries.	  If	  you	  really	  care	  about	  your	  grandchildren	  like	  all	  
politicians	  espouse,	  then	  you'll	  stop	  your	  hypocrisy	  and	  start	  taking	  steps	  
forward	  into	  the	  new	  clean	  energy	  economy. 11/30/15	  9:26

Mary Gray 28607 NC

This	  state	  already	  has	  clean	  energy	  and	  wind	  power.	  Are	  you	  going	  to	  deprive	  
people	  of	  the	  FREEDOM	  OF	  CHOICE	  TO	  MAKE	  THEIR	  OWN	  DECISIONS	  TO	  
FIGHT	  CLIMATE	  CHANGE.	  You	  have	  clearly	  abdicated	  all	  responsibility,	  shame,	  
shame,	  shame	  on	  you. 11/30/15	  12:28

Bob Lincoln 27517 NC 11/30/15	  12:59

Rosemary Stark 28562 NC

Clean	  air	  is	  an	  issue	  that	  all	  of	  us	  need.	  When	  the	  air	  is	  clean,	  there	  are	  fewer	  
respiratory	  illnesses,	  like	  asthma.	  I	  would	  hope	  all	  political	  parties	  would	  
favor	  clean	  air	  for	  the	  public. 11/30/15	  13:01

Julie Tuttle 27517 NC 11/30/15	  14:09
Frances Huffman 27103 NC 11/30/15	  21:09

Walter Daniels 27707 NC

Governor	  McCrory,	  Not	  recognizing	  the	  threat	  from	  Global	  Warming	  is	  akin	  to	  
believing	  the	  world	  is	  flat.	  I	  cringe	  at	  the	  thought	  of	  the	  entire	  Outer	  Banks	  
becoming	  submerged	  while	  our	  Republican	  leadership	  fails	  to	  even	  recognize	  
there	  is	  a	  real	  problem	  and	  fails	  to	  engage	  in	  long-‐term	  planning	  in	  this	  
regard.	  Please	  don't	  succumb	  to	  the	  lowest	  common	  denominator	  and	  play	  
politics	  with	  our	  planet	  earth	  and	  that	  portion	  we	  share	  in	  North	  Carolina. 12/1/15	  7:32

Kat Stevenson 27609 NC 12/1/15	  9:42
John Sauls 27607 NC Stop	  working	  for	  Duke	  Power	  and	  start	  working	  for	  the	  people	  of	  NC 12/1/15	  12:56
Brandy Meadows 28405 NC 12/1/15	  13:59

Harvey Richmond 27513 NC

Stop	  burying	  your	  head	  in	  the	  sand,	  and	  start	  leading	  on	  the	  transition	  away	  
from	  fossil	  fuels	  and	  towards	  renewable	  energy	  sources	  and	  energy	  efficiency	  
programs. 12/1/15	  14:23

Elizabeth Cox 27713 NC 12/1/15	  14:43
Jock Simmons 28658 NC 12/1/15	  15:04
John Little 27609 NC 12/1/15	  18:25
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Jean Hodder 27517 NC
If	  you	  say	  your	  priority	  is	  to	  protect	  the	  people	  of	  NC,	  then	  you	  should	  
support	  the	  EPA's	  Clean	  Power	  Plan. 12/1/15	  20:58

Ronald Clayton 27203 NC
Stop	  protecting	  the	  polluters.	  You	  are	  supposed	  to	  serve	  the	  people	  of	  North	  
Carolina,	  and	  America	  -‐	  NOT	  special	  interests	  for	  your	  own	  benefit. 12/2/15	  14:45

Betty Alexander 27587 NC
Act	  responsibly	  by	  promoting	  clean	  energy	  sources	  in	  the	  interest	  of	  all	  NC	  
citizens.	  It's	  the	  right	  thing	  to	  do. 12/2/15	  21:14

Debra Grady 28513 NC

As	  an	  educated	  leader	  of	  our	  state,	  I	  thought	  that	  you	  would	  be	  doing	  all	  that	  
you	  can	  to	  protect	  us	  from	  the	  risks	  of	  global	  warming.	  Instead	  it	  seems	  that	  
you	  are	  knowingly	  setting	  our	  state	  up	  for	  failure.	  It	  is	  really	  difficult	  to	  
understand	  how	  you	  are	  willing	  to	  risk	  human	  lives	  for	  the	  sake	  of	  protecting	  
big	  carbon	  pollutors. 12/2/15	  23:04

Shoshana
Serxner-‐
Merchant 27607 NC That	  includes	  rescinding	  his	  signature	  on	  the	  law	  that	  allows	  fracking	  in	  NC 12/3/15	  0:17

Anthony Snider 28403 NC 12/3/15	  10:02
James Thomas 27514 NC 12/3/15	  10:02
Audrey Brown 28205 NC 12/3/15	  10:02
Janis Karn 27605 NC 12/3/15	  10:03
Diane Clark 27235 NC 12/3/15	  10:03
Selena Lauterer 28607 NC 12/3/15	  10:04
Ryan Ward 28403 NC 12/3/15	  10:04

Norma	  D Burns 27208 NC

North	  Carolina	  used	  to	  be	  one	  of	  the	  most	  advanced	  and	  progressive	  states	  in	  
the	  South.	  Good	  leadership	  made	  it	  so.	  This	  is	  your	  opportunity	  to	  lead	  in	  a	  
way	  that	  future	  generations	  will	  remember. 12/3/15	  10:04

Kris Ledford 27707 NC 12/3/15	  10:04
Judi Trecartin 34691 FL 12/3/15	  10:05
Elizabeth McClure 28806 NC Having	  clean	  air	  to	  breathe	  and	  fresh	  water	  to	  drink	  trumps	  all	  other	  issues. 12/3/15	  10:05
Richard Ashton 28374 NC 12/3/15	  10:06

Helen Harbett 27715 NC
With	  97%	  of	  scientists	  stating	  that	  global	  warming	  is	  real,	  please	  recognize	  
this	  and	  do	  something	  about	  it.	  Thank	  you	  for	  all	  you	  do. 12/3/15	  10:06

peter birckhead 27510 NC 12/3/15	  10:06
Judy Harrelson 27344 NC 12/3/15	  10:06
William Bethune 27278 NC 12/3/15	  10:06
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Michael Sileno 27408 NC 12/3/15	  10:07

Richard Pritts 28744 NC

As	  an	  architect	  who	  incorporates	  sustainable	  design	  elements	  into	  my	  project	  
I	  am	  trying	  to	  do	  my	  part	  along	  with	  my	  clients	  to	  help	  mitigate	  global	  
warming.	  The	  governor	  and	  the	  NC	  legislature	  need	  to	  be	  focusing	  on	  clean	  
energy	  alternatives	  in	  lieu	  of	  perpetuating	  the	  use	  of	  fossil	  fuels. 12/3/15	  10:07

Peter Valenti 28374 NC
We	  must	  be	  more	  proactive	  in	  preserving	  our	  natural	  resources	  for	  our	  
children	  and	  grandchildren! 12/3/15	  10:07

Barbara Good 28803 NC 12/3/15	  10:07
Michael Schapira 27613 NC Gov.	  -‐	  Please	  help	  our	  climate	  -‐	  while	  it	  is	  just	  expensive.... 12/3/15	  10:07

Adam Molvin 27601 NC
unfortunately,	  trying	  to	  mention	  any	  sort	  of	  earth-‐saving,	  progressive	  leaning	  
idea	  to	  a	  republican	  is	  waste	  of	  time 12/3/15	  10:07

Alan Cormack 27519 NC 12/3/15	  10:08

William Alexander 28786 NC

Climate	  change	  is	  real.	  Get	  with	  the	  program	  or	  get	  out	  of	  government.	  We	  
are	  tired	  of	  your	  dragging	  your	  feet	  on	  an	  issue	  that	  is	  of	  great	  importance	  to	  
all	  of	  us.	  If	  you	  do	  not	  have	  enough	  sense	  to	  believe	  in	  science	  that	  is	  your	  
problem...don't	  make	  it	  our's. 12/3/15	  10:08

Barbara Smith 27607 NC 12/3/15	  10:08
Jean	  Ann Wheelock 28801 NC 12/3/15	  10:09

Albert Carter 27514 NC
I	  was	  in	  Alaska	  last	  year,	  where	  global	  warming	  is	  way	  ahead	  of	  North	  
Carolina,	  but	  we	  will,	  sadly,	  follow	  that	  lead. 12/3/15	  10:09

Daphne Stam 27560 NC 12/3/15	  10:09
Edward Lewy 27312 NC 12/3/15	  10:10
Francine Toor 28078 NC 12/3/15	  10:11

JC Honeycutt 27944 NC

Coastal	  NC,	  where	  I	  live,	  is	  the	  perfect	  environment	  for	  both	  wind	  and	  solar	  
power.	  It's	  hard	  to	  see	  any	  logical	  reason	  why	  our	  governor	  and	  state	  
government	  won't	  acknowledge	  this	  and	  take	  advantage	  of	  our	  natural	  
resources	  for	  clean	  power. 12/3/15	  10:11

Kimberly Sparrow 27312 NC 12/3/15	  10:12
Colonel Meyer 34286 FL 12/3/15	  10:12
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Wayne Counts 27519 NC

I	  understand	  your	  hesitation	  to	  go	  against	  Duke	  Energy	  and	  take	  a	  stand	  for	  
the	  future	  of	  clean	  power	  in	  our	  state.	  But	  for	  the	  benefit	  of	  all	  it	  would	  be	  
best	  to	  encourage	  clean	  energy	  production	  in	  North	  Carolina.	  I	  think	  you	  
could	  encourage	  Duke	  Energy	  to	  begin	  an	  earnest	  effort	  towards	  clean	  
energy	  production.	  The	  resistance	  seems	  to	  be	  the	  initial	  costs	  but	  the	  
production	  of	  clean	  power	  would	  be	  cheaper	  to	  produce	  and	  benefit	  the	  
environment	  in	  short	  order.	  With	  the	  environmental	  disasters	  this	  year	  with	  
coal	  ash	  pits	  it	  is	  clear	  we	  should	  encourage	  the	  elimination	  of	  coal	  power	  
plants	  as	  soon	  as	  possible. 12/3/15	  10:12

Kent Swenson 28734 NC 12/3/15	  10:12

Dana Thalheimer 27513 NC

The	  best	  way	  to	  save	  energy	  is	  to	  no	  need	  it	  in	  the	  first	  place,	  and	  buildings	  
cunsome	  something	  like	  40%	  of	  energy	  consumed	  in	  the	  US,	  so	  let's	  
implement	  a	  plan	  to	  make	  all	  new	  construction	  in	  NC	  carbon	  neutral	  by	  2025. 12/3/15	  10:12

James Smith 27615 NC

Diminuating	  the	  worldwide	  research	  knowledge	  contributed	  by	  thousands	  of	  
scientists	  -‐-‐	  none	  of	  whom	  wish	  to	  end	  up	  wrong	  -‐-‐	  is	  simply	  foolish.	  Why	  are	  
you	  willing	  to	  make	  important	  long-‐term	  decisions	  based	  on	  non-‐scientific	  
information?	  Accredited	  peer	  review	  on	  a	  grand	  scale	  says	  climate	  change	  
needs	  to	  be	  addressed.	  This	  is	  not	  a	  game,	  Mr.	  McCrory.	  To	  use	  one	  of	  your	  
party's	  favorite	  phrases,	  "It's	  time	  to	  listen	  to	  the	  adults	  in	  the	  room."	  We	  
need	  more	  than	  empty	  legislation	  with	  a	  nice	  name	  and	  no	  action.	  Stop	  
burning	  coal. 12/3/15	  10:12

Sam Cook 28805 NC This	  would	  be	  good	  business	  for	  Duke	  Power.	  Why	  are	  you	  blocking	  it? 12/3/15	  10:13
Charles Froelich 28806 NC 12/3/15	  10:13
Adora Nsonwu 27407 NC 12/3/15	  10:13
David Sachter 28701 NC For	  the	  sake	  of	  our	  children,	  and	  all	  who	  dwell	  on	  this	  earth! 12/3/15	  10:13
Madeline Coven 27539 NC 12/3/15	  10:13

susan estes 27409 NC
LET'S	  KEEP	  CAROLINA	  as	  ENVIRONMENTALLY	  CLEAN	  as	  possible	  with	  your	  
help...we	  deserve	  this	  a	  North	  Carolinians. 12/3/15	  10:14

janet forman 10011 NY 12/3/15	  10:14

Sally Aycock 27410 NC
We	  beg	  you	  to	  do	  the	  right	  thing	  for	  N.C.	  by	  curbing	  carbon	  emissions	  for	  the	  
future	  health	  of	  our	  citizens. 12/3/15	  10:14
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ALICE GREENE 27106 NC 12/3/15	  10:14
nancy coffey 28605 NC 12/3/15	  10:14

Krissa
Johnson-‐
Sotomayor 27513 NC 12/3/15	  10:15

randy marrs 28804 NC 12/3/15	  10:16
Linda Ricks 28516 NC 12/3/15	  10:17

Judith Hoag 27410 NC

With	  your	  anti-‐environment	  policies	  you	  are	  jeopardizing	  the	  future	  of	  our	  
planet	  and	  the	  health	  of	  our	  children.	  There	  is	  no	  excuse	  for	  your	  blatant	  
disregard	  of	  the	  environmentalist's	  point	  of	  view.	  There	  is	  a	  reasonable	  
balance.	  Sincerely,	  Judith	  Hoag 12/3/15	  10:17

Lindsay Ayliffe 28805 NC

Will	  you	  lead	  our	  beautiful	  state	  into	  a	  clean	  future	  or	  will	  you	  be	  forever	  
known	  as	  the	  last	  governor	  who	  could	  have,	  but	  didn't.	  It	  takes	  courage	  to	  
change.	  You	  still	  have	  some	  time,	  but	  not	  much.	  We're	  counting	  on	  you. 12/3/15	  10:17

Jennifer Miller 21221 MD 12/3/15	  10:17
Nicole Maschke 44102 OH 12/3/15	  10:17

Dorothy Butler 27705 NC I	  will	  be	  watching	  at	  the	  Nov	  election	  how	  you	  decide	  about	  our	  environmnet 12/3/15	  10:18
Daniel Ater 28803 NC The	  time	  is	  now! 12/3/15	  10:19

Lee Kirby 27603 NC
This	  is	  one	  place	  to	  put	  the	  best	  interests	  of	  all	  of	  the	  people	  of	  the	  state	  
ahead	  of	  any	  particular	  narrow	  economic	  interests. 12/3/15	  10:19

Jane Volland 27707 NC 12/3/15	  10:20
Shannon Dancy 27278 NC 12/3/15	  10:20
Judith	  and	  John Pilutti 27613 NC 12/3/15	  10:20
Katie Paulson 12/3/15	  10:21
Patty Collins 27249 NC 12/3/15	  10:21
Ramamurthy Rengasamy 27519 NC 12/3/15	  10:21

Amy Bonchonsky 27511 NC

look	  Pat	  sometimes	  you	  have	  to	  bite	  the	  bullet.	  We	  are	  long	  past	  the	  time	  to	  
be	  sticking	  our	  heads	  in	  the	  sand	  and	  pretending	  that	  climate	  change	  is	  not	  
real	  and	  our	  choices	  are	  expediting	  the	  rise	  of	  temperatures.	  Leadership	  isn't	  
about	  pandering	  and	  kicking	  the	  can	  down	  the	  road.	  DO	  THE	  RIGHT	  THING! 12/3/15	  10:22

ilana dubester 27312 NC 12/3/15	  10:22
Aaron Deyton 28714 NC 12/3/15	  10:23
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Steven McCraw 28806 NC 12/3/15	  10:23

William Blackley 28621 NC

Burning	  fossil	  fuel	  or	  biomass	  creates	  toxic	  air	  pollution	  that	  damages	  
humans.	  For	  this	  alone,	  the	  NC	  Plan	  for	  energy	  should	  be	  heavy	  on	  solar,	  
wind	  and	  potentially	  hydrogen	  forms	  of	  creating	  electricity	  rather	  on	  coal,	  
gas,	  woody	  biomass	  or	  garbage,	  etc.	  The	  Governor's	  plan	  does	  not	  include	  
clean	  energy.	  Why	  are	  we	  ignoring	  the	  proven	  safe	  forms	  of	  energy	  that	  
create	  no	  toxic	  emissions	  or	  waste	  dumps? 12/3/15	  10:24

Jan Gillespie 27713 NC 12/3/15	  10:24
Sally Stuckey 28715 NC 12/3/15	  10:26
Amy Fletcher 27278 NC Wake	  up!	  Do	  the	  right	  thing	  for	  your	  glisten	  and	  theirs!!! 12/3/15	  10:26
Matthew Rubino 27695 NC 12/3/15	  10:26
Patricia Engelke 27612 NC 12/3/15	  10:27
mike zukoski 28801 NC 12/3/15	  10:27

Sharon
Osika-‐
Michales 13152 NY 12/3/15	  10:27

Brandy Lewis 28803 NC 12/3/15	  10:27
Jack Hicks 27514 NC 12/3/15	  10:27
Lesley North 27516 NC 12/3/15	  10:28
Mark Antliff 27516 NC 12/3/15	  10:28

Christa Jones 27103 NC
NC	  is	  uniquely	  situated	  for	  maximizing	  on	  wind	  and	  solar	  energy.	  This	  is	  a	  no-‐
brainer! 12/3/15	  10:28

Johnny Rice 28739 NC 12/3/15	  10:28
Dominic Ruiz-‐Esparza 27605 NC 12/3/15	  10:29
Laura Porter 27517 NC 12/3/15	  10:30
Deborah Moody 28601 NC 12/3/15	  10:30

William Robertson 27609 NC
It's	  just	  the	  right	  thing	  to	  do.	  I	  want	  to	  be	  a	  part	  of	  the	  generation	  
remembered	  for	  caring	  and	  trying	  and	  not	  the	  one	  that	  failed	  to	  act. 12/3/15	  10:30

Sharon Garlena 21703 MD
It's	  past	  time	  to	  act	  on	  climate	  and	  support	  clean	  energy.	  Protect	  people	  and	  
our	  planet	  NOT	  corporations. 12/3/15	  10:31

Kathy Kaufman 27516 NC 12/3/15	  10:32
Harrison Curtid 28562 NC 12/3/15	  10:33
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June
Spencer-‐
Francis 28405 NC

Governor	  McCrory,	  I	  live	  just	  10	  minutes	  from	  Wrightsville	  Beach	  and	  have	  
lived	  on	  the	  coast	  my	  entire	  life.	  My	  husband	  and	  I	  enjoy	  the	  clean	  waters	  
and	  clean	  fishing.	  Please	  reconsider	  and	  move	  toward	  better	  means	  of	  clean	  
energy.	  Thank	  you. 12/3/15	  10:35

Tracy Himes 28025 NC

This	  is	  a	  chance	  to	  redeem	  yourself	  a	  little	  bit	  from	  all	  the	  good	  legislation	  
that	  you	  reversed	  on	  clean	  air	  initiatives!	  We	  in	  the	  Charlotte	  area	  are	  
counting	  on	  you	  Pat! 12/3/15	  10:35

David Kirsh 27707 NC 12/3/15	  10:35
Elaine Lite 28804 NC 12/3/15	  10:35
Michael James 27705 NC 12/3/15	  10:37

Linda Kissinger 27516 NC
Governor,	  I	  believe	  this	  will	  be	  an	  important	  campaign	  issue	  and	  one	  that	  you	  
should	  take	  seriously	  and	  support,	  if	  you	  want	  to	  be	  re-‐elected. 12/3/15	  10:37

Linda Griffin 28906 NC 12/3/15	  10:38

Anne Shamp 28443 NC

I	  live	  at	  the	  coast.	  I'm	  not	  on	  a	  barrier	  island.	  So,	  I	  will	  probably	  be	  able	  to	  live	  
out	  my	  life	  in	  my	  home.	  But,	  that	  is	  not	  the	  case	  for	  my	  grandchildren.	  I	  hope	  
you	  have	  equal	  respect	  for	  our	  grandchildren	  as	  you	  do	  Duke	  Energy.	  Please	  
pay	  attention. 12/3/15	  10:40

Betsy Malpass 26517 NC
North	  Carolina	  used	  to	  be	  a	  leader	  in	  clean	  green	  energy	  solutions.	  Get	  us	  
back	  on	  track	  FAST! 12/3/15	  10:40

Carolyn Buckner 27516 NC 12/3/15	  10:40

Dulce
Rodriguez-‐
Wester 27896 NC

It	  is	  about	  time	  that	  you	  respect	  the	  North	  Carolinians	  and	  forget	  taking	  care	  
of	  your	  wallet	  and	  friend'	  personal	  interest.	  Stop	  destroying	  NC 12/3/15	  10:41

cindy Castevens 27103 NC
Please	  support	  CPP-‐-‐YOU	  can	  be	  a	  true	  leader	  by	  having	  compassion	  for	  
future	  generations. 12/3/15	  10:42

Elizabeth Guthrie 14580 NY 12/3/15	  10:42
Kathy Underhill 27514 NC 12/3/15	  10:42
Charles Squires 28222 NC 12/3/15	  10:42
Patricia Dutile 27705 NC 12/3/15	  10:42

william dickerson 28805 NC
The	  value	  of	  a	  healthy	  environment	  for	  the	  health	  and	  well	  being	  of	  future	  
generations	  is	  the	  number	  one	  priority! 12/3/15	  10:43

Joan Jobsis 27519 NC 12/3/15	  10:44
Dolores Calley 27511 NC Show	  that	  you	  are	  smart	  enough	  to	  support	  a	  long	  term	  solution. 12/3/15	  10:45
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Steve Maggi 27502 NC 12/3/15	  10:45
Marie LaPetina 27514 NC 12/3/15	  10:45
sandra beard 28411 NC 12/3/15	  10:46
Tony Strickland 27539 NC 12/3/15	  10:46
John Wallace 28443 NC Let's	  hope	  the	  governor	  isn't	  still	  working	  for	  Duke	  Progress	  Energy. 12/3/15	  10:47
Elizabeth Cox 27713 NC 12/3/15	  10:47
Jeff Saginaw 27603 NC 12/3/15	  10:47
Jack Penrod 27502 NC 12/3/15	  10:49
Millicent Troupe 27513 NC 12/3/15	  10:49

Susan	  and	  John Teague 78734 TX

We	  are	  paying	  attention	  and	  we	  hope	  you	  will	  work	  to	  stop	  the	  Carbon	  
Pollution	  and	  build	  on	  a	  clean	  power	  plan	  for	  the	  future.	  Our	  Texas	  leaders	  do	  
not	  speak	  for	  us	  and	  talking	  to	  them	  is	  like	  talking	  to	  a	  wall.	  Clean	  air	  and	  
water	  knows	  no	  boundary	  and	  nothing	  can	  be	  sustained	  without	  it.	  Please	  do	  
the	  right	  thing	  and	  give	  our	  children	  hope	  and	  a	  healthy	  legacy	  for	  the	  future. 12/3/15	  10:49

Albert Hetzell 28906 NC 12/3/15	  10:50
Sarah Roholt 27604 NC 12/3/15	  10:50
BB Oehm 27545 NC 12/3/15	  10:52
Angela Giddings 27510 NC 12/3/15	  10:52

Martha Edwards 27587 NC
NC	  should	  curb	  carbon	  emissions	  and	  expand	  clean	  energy	  through	  it's	  solar	  
and	  wind	  potentials 12/3/15	  10:53

Dot Sulock 28804 NC renewables	  create	  local	  jobs	  and	  are	  good	  for	  the	  NC	  economy 12/3/15	  10:54
Thea Surrey 32901 FL 12/3/15	  10:54
Robert Sauer 28801 NC 12/3/15	  10:55
Tom Winstead 27606 NC 12/3/15	  10:55
Leigh Saunders 04122 ot 12/3/15	  10:55

Karen Freeman 27609 NC
Let	  NC	  be	  a	  leader	  in	  doing	  the	  right	  thing	  for	  our	  state,	  our	  country	  and	  our	  
planet. 12/3/15	  10:55

Mary	  Hughes Brookhart 27510 NC 12/3/15	  10:55
Benjamin Salemi 27705 NC 12/3/15	  10:56
Janet Maker 90024 CA 12/3/15	  10:57
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Harrison Marshall 27511 NC 12/3/15	  10:58
Theresa Rosenberg 27607 NC 12/3/15	  10:58
Elizabeth Riddle 27377 NC 12/3/15	  10:58
don smith 28348 NC 12/3/15	  11:00
Dianne Douglas 85042 AZ 12/3/15	  11:00
Scott Tucker 28037 NC 12/3/15	  11:01
Stephanie Benson 27358 NC 12/3/15	  11:03
Craig Fedor 27408 NC 12/3/15	  11:04
Donna Hunt 27954 NC 12/3/15	  11:04

Marta Momeyer 27502 NC

Stop	  putting	  your	  head	  in	  the	  sand	  on	  climate	  change!	  Start	  using	  alternate	  
power	  sources	  like	  solar.	  Think	  about	  future	  generations	  and	  what	  our	  legacy	  
is	  going	  to	  be. 12/3/15	  11:05

Laura Whyte 27514 NC Coal	  is	  fading	  -‐-‐	  get	  with	  the	  program	  of	  renewables! 12/3/15	  11:06
Lawrence Kessler 28451 NC 12/3/15	  11:06
Fang Cai 27705 NC 12/3/15	  11:07

Joel Fuller 28409 NC

�Stop	  polluting	  our	  state	  and	  our	  planet.	  How	  you	  and	  your	  Republican	  friends	  
ignore	  the	  issues	  of	  climate	  change	  is	  an	  act	  of	  terror	  on	  all	  of	  humanity.	  
theMermaids'Song2047	  will	  begin	  to	  expose	  your	  dirty	  little	  secrets	  in	  2016. 12/3/15	  11:07

Robert Dietz 27511 NC 12/3/15	  11:09
James Kantor 27612 NC 12/3/15	  11:09
Maureen Smith 28277 NC 12/3/15	  11:09
Vanessa Smith 27603 NC 12/3/15	  11:10
Jim McGlinn 28803 NC 12/3/15	  11:11
Wendie Schneider 28465 NC We	  MUST	  do	  our	  part	  for	  the	  sake	  of	  our	  children. 12/3/15	  11:12

B.	  Mark Schmerling 28773 NC

Fossil	  and	  nuclear	  industry	  big	  shots	  and	  their	  products	  are	  evil.	  Renewable	  
energy	  is	  good.	  The	  choice	  is	  obvious.	  We	  choose	  renewable	  energy,	  and	  we	  
choose	  to	  get	  Pat	  McCrory	  out	  of	  public	  office. 12/3/15	  11:13

Marcia Harris-‐Owens 28203 NC 12/3/15	  11:13
Juli Hennessee 28655 NC 12/3/15	  11:14
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Katherine Catlett 27410 NC 12/3/15	  11:18
Leonard Mole 27511 NC 12/3/15	  11:18
George Tolleson 28803 NC 12/3/15	  11:19
Chandra Rambo 28570 NC 12/3/15	  11:20
Sandra	  Phillips Yaggy 27312 NC Stop	  listening	  to	  your	  corporate	  lobbyists! 12/3/15	  11:20
Nina Allen 27612 NC 12/3/15	  11:20
Deborah Swanson 28730 NC 12/3/15	  11:21
david belcher v9a1t3 BC 12/3/15	  11:21
Karen Arbogast 28105 NC We	  need	  to	  look	  at	  environmental	  impacts,	  not	  just	  respond	  to	  big	  business. 12/3/15	  11:22
David Booth 27705 NC 12/3/15	  11:22
Alice Wieting 27215 NC 12/3/15	  11:23
Jayne Boyer 27707 NC 12/3/15	  11:25
Elizabeth Caslin 27615 NC 12/3/15	  11:25

Eileen Schneider 27511 NC Do	  what's	  right	  and	  stop	  talking	  about	  'what	  your've	  done!	  They	  don't	  match! 12/3/15	  11:25

Gary Newman 27312 NC
A	  healthy	  economy	  comes	  from	  a	  healthy	  constituency.	  Help	  me	  vote	  for	  you	  
by	  being	  more	  protective	  of	  our	  environment.	  Thank	  you. 12/3/15	  11:27

Allison Delavan 28730 NC 12/3/15	  11:28

Rebecca
MacNair-‐
Semands 28205 NC 12/3/15	  11:28

lisa bible 28804 NC 12/3/15	  11:28
Rusty Dixon 28205 NC 12/3/15	  11:29
Kenneth Ashe 28753 NC 12/3/15	  11:29
Nikki Del	  Castillo 27379 NC 12/3/15	  11:31
Rob Seltzer 90265 CA 12/3/15	  11:31

Betsy Rountree 27591 NC

You	  need	  to	  do	  the	  right	  thing	  for	  our	  state	  and	  ALL	  the	  people.	  Really	  tired	  of	  
your	  agenda.	  Nothing	  positive	  for	  the	  average	  person.	  And,	  why	  are	  you	  even	  
going	  to	  run	  for	  re-‐election.	  You	  have	  done	  nothing	  right	  as	  far	  as	  I	  am	  
concerned	  and	  this	  issue	  takes	  the	  cake.	  You	  need	  to	  just	  finish	  these	  next	  
few	  months	  and	  get	  yourself	  back	  to	  Charlotte. 12/3/15	  11:31

Constance Engle 28739 NC 12/3/15	  11:32
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Ann Green 28715 NC 12/3/15	  11:33
Miriam Angress 27707 NC 12/3/15	  11:36
Kendal Brown 27516 NC 12/3/15	  11:39
Sue Payne 28791 NC 12/3/15	  11:39

Sandra Koritz 27406 NC
This	  is	  the	  only	  planet	  we	  have	  to	  live	  on,	  act	  responsibly	  act	  in	  climate	  
change	  now 12/3/15	  11:40

David Bruckenstein 27517 NC

Dear	  Governor	  McCrory,	  it	  sounds	  simple	  when	  put	  this	  way	  but,	  act	  like	  your	  
children	  live	  here.	  What	  do	  you	  want	  their	  future	  to	  be,	  rather	  than	  what	  
makes	  good	  short	  term	  economic	  sense,	  is	  the	  question	  you	  should	  be	  asking.	  
Lobbyists	  don't	  care	  about	  your	  kids,	  but	  you	  do.	  Thanks. 12/3/15	  11:41

Michael McConney 28469 NC 12/3/15	  11:41

Cheryl Mitchell-‐Olds 27705 NC 12/3/15	  11:43
Marie Hailey 27604 NC 12/3/15	  11:44
Alina Pittman 28215 NC 12/3/15	  11:44

Keith Allen 27231 NC

Your	  claim	  that	  you	  are/were	  "not	  a	  lobbyist"	  for	  Duke	  Energy	  is	  increasingly	  
suspect,	  as	  you	  side	  with	  Duke	  in	  policies	  which	  both	  suppress	  and	  seek	  to	  
monopolize	  renewable	  sources	  of	  energy.	  You	  are	  a	  corporate	  shill,	  through	  
and	  through.	  The	  public	  deserves	  far	  better. 12/3/15	  11:47

Patricia Myers 27612 NC 12/3/15	  11:47
Colleen Sheahon 28607 NC 12/3/15	  11:52
Richard Strowd 27516 NC 12/3/15	  11:52
Michael Gellar 28205 NC 12/3/15	  11:54

Jeff Lawrence 27519 NC
Not	  only	  that,	  but	  I	  also	  think	  we	  should	  have	  a	  more	  business-‐friendly	  
environment	  for	  generating	  alternate	  energy	  in	  this	  state 12/3/15	  11:54

Pamela Dykstra 28036 NC 12/3/15	  11:56
Doyle Graham 27705 NC 12/3/15	  11:57
Andrew Henderson 66207 KS 12/3/15	  11:58
Nelson Baker 43719 OH 12/3/15	  11:59
Joyce Brown 27516 NC 12/3/15	  11:59
Dick Bilsborrow 27707 NC this	  is	  an	  important	  issue,	  should	  be	  non-‐partisan	  too 12/3/15	  12:00
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Darley Adare 28207 NC 12/3/15	  12:04
Cory Kloehn 27560 NC 12/3/15	  12:09
Donald Barnhart 27526 NC 12/3/15	  12:11
Scott Hertel 28791 NC Longer	  we	  wait,	  the	  worse	  it	  will	  get.	  Do	  something	  now! 12/3/15	  12:11
Edward Mezynski 27312 NC 12/3/15	  12:13
Carol Mohr 27312 NC 12/3/15	  12:15
Angela Benestad 27513 NC 12/3/15	  12:18
Gary Matthews 27511 NC 12/3/15	  12:18
Elizabeth Guy 27705 NC 12/3/15	  12:18
Robert Love 27314 NC 12/3/15	  12:19
Peter Crean 27516 NC 12/3/15	  12:24
Vickie Penninger 27608 NC 12/3/15	  12:29
Dale Mc	  Keel 27707 NC 12/3/15	  12:29
Emily Earle 27012 NC 12/3/15	  12:31

Meri Zaumsei 28804 NC
Not	  only	  is	  coal	  emission	  harmful	  but	  the	  harvesting	  of	  coal	  is	  damaging	  to	  
ALL	  life	  in	  the	  vicinity.	  Let's	  do	  the	  right	  thing	  for	  everyone. 12/3/15	  12:32

Deb Rosengrant 28712 NC 12/3/15	  12:33
Elisabeth Curtis 27516 NC 12/3/15	  12:33
Philip Walker 28734 NC 12/3/15	  12:35
Claudia Thuring 28078 NC 12/3/15	  12:39
Charles Webb 27510 NC 12/3/15	  12:40
Astrid,	  Theo,	  
Jonathan,	  Julius Keup 35469 ot 12/3/15	  12:42
M	  Jane Stoffer 28805 NC 12/3/15	  12:45
Linda Smathers 28806 NC 12/3/15	  12:47
Ashley Snell 27312 NC 12/3/15	  12:51
James Cogswell 28711 NC 12/3/15	  12:53
Michael	  G Angstreich 28315 NC 12/3/15	  12:54
Barb Stenross 27510 NC 12/3/15	  12:54
Sherry Jenkins 28312 NC 12/3/15	  12:55
Michele Hutchins 27265 NC 12/3/15	  12:57

V-311 A-401



State	  Implementation	  Plan	  Public	  Comments 111(d)

Kaaren Stoner 28785 NC 12/3/15	  12:57

Tucker Bailey 27009 NC
The	  people	  of	  North	  Carolina	  want	  clean	  energy	  from	  wind	  and	  solar,	  not	  
dirty	  coal	  or	  gas. 12/3/15	  12:58

Gary Clontz 28721 NC Oil	  and	  coal	  are	  the	  past.	  Time	  for	  solar	  and	  wind	  alternatives. 12/3/15	  12:59
George McManus 27326 NC 12/3/15	  13:00
Cavett French 27701 NC 12/3/15	  13:02
Fred Stanback 28144 NC 12/3/15	  13:03
Nancy Cartwright 27705 NC Please!!! 12/3/15	  13:05
Rebecca Reid 28739 NC 12/3/15	  13:06
Rebecca Carter 27053 NC 12/3/15	  13:07
noel parenti 27106 NC 12/3/15	  13:07
Philip Buchanan 27517 NC 12/3/15	  13:08
Philip Buchanan 27517 NC 12/3/15	  13:08
Catherine Marie 27607 NC 12/3/15	  13:09

Jay Peters 27707 NC
Curbing	  coal	  emissions	  is	  a	  good	  start.	  We	  should	  add	  more	  stringent	  vehicle	  
inspections	  on	  older	  automobiles	  and	  trucks	  as	  well. 12/3/15	  13:09

Stephen DeAugustines 28746 NC 12/3/15	  13:12
Rob Moore 27455 NC 12/3/15	  13:14
Pat Belk 28031 NC Take	  a	  stand	  and	  support	  CPP. 12/3/15	  13:21
Richard Koerber 28801 NC Get	  with	  it,	  we	  have	  grandchildren	  to	  think	  of	  !! 12/3/15	  13:23
Tom Emmel 27606 NC 12/3/15	  13:27
Carol Flath 27701 NC 12/3/15	  13:29
Harry Taylor 28211 NC 12/3/15	  13:29
Cliff Norris 27341 NC 12/3/15	  13:31
Dori Cole 60189 IL 12/3/15	  13:31
Scott Stone 28150 NC 12/3/15	  13:32

Kerry
Bullock-‐
Ozkan 27510 NC 12/3/15	  13:37
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Stephen Blake 27012 NC

Your	  corrupt	  crony	  capitalist	  administration	  represents	  the	  interests	  of	  
executives	  and	  shareholders	  of	  the	  Duke	  Energy	  monopoly	  at	  the	  expense	  of	  
NC	  taxpayers	  &	  ratepayers. 12/3/15	  13:39

Joe Jacob 27312 NC

There	  was	  a	  time	  when	  leaders	  believed	  the	  world	  was	  flat.	  They	  ignored	  
facts.	  It	  is	  time	  to	  recognize	  climate	  change	  is	  for	  real	  and	  you	  don't	  want	  
history	  to	  judge	  you	  as	  ignorant	  to	  the	  facts. 12/3/15	  13:40

alysa delgado 27516 NC 12/3/15	  13:44
Nancy Hill 28412 NC 12/3/15	  13:46
Lloyd Schmeidler 27701 NC 12/3/15	  13:47
Neil Infante 27278 NC 12/3/15	  13:48
Jessica Browning 28803 NC 12/3/15	  13:49
Annette Racer 28730 NC 12/3/15	  13:55
David Gilbert 27514 NC 12/3/15	  13:55
Renee Coles NC NC 12/3/15	  13:57

Thomas Cannon 28711 NC

It	  is	  time	  that	  NC	  stops	  looking	  like	  a	  subsidiary	  of	  Duke	  Power.	  We	  used	  to	  
be	  seen	  as	  an	  environment	  friendly	  state	  and	  we	  have	  lost	  that	  distinction.	  
But	  it	  is	  not	  to	  look	  good	  that	  we	  must	  support	  carbon	  free	  power.	  It	  is	  for	  
our	  lives. 12/3/15	  13:58

Craig Friday 28205 NC 12/3/15	  14:01
catherine nelon 28782 NC 12/3/15	  14:06
Janna Davis 28806 NC 12/3/15	  14:08
Elisabeth Bechmann 03100 ot 12/3/15	  14:08
Christine Roeffen 66978 ot 12/3/15	  14:10

Charles Pettee 27516 NC

As	  the	  father	  of	  two	  boys,	  one	  of	  whom	  suffers	  from	  asthma,	  and	  life-‐long	  NC	  
native,	  I	  wonder	  how	  long	  the	  Outer	  Banks	  will	  be	  above	  sea	  level,	  and	  I	  also	  
wonder	  how	  long	  our	  mountains	  can	  withstand	  all	  the	  air	  and	  water	  quality	  
attacks	  that	  your	  administration	  and	  DENR	  promote	  so	  regularly.	  Maybe	  you	  
can	  consider	  not	  only	  the	  need	  for	  NC	  to	  prepare	  for	  the	  inevitable	  reality	  of	  
a	  future	  dependent	  upon	  clean	  energy,	  but	  also	  the	  need	  to	  protect	  our	  
tourism	  industry	  by	  doing	  our	  part	  to	  curb	  toxic	  emissions	  NOW. 12/3/15	  14:23

Denise Larson 27312 NC 12/3/15	  14:26
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Carole Larivee 28785 NC 12/3/15	  14:27
Margaret Morris 28732 NC 12/3/15	  14:31
Peg Gjertsen 27607 NC 12/3/15	  14:35

Deborah Wagner 28778 NC

Governor	  McCory,	  as	  a	  Christian	  I	  think	  you	  would	  the	  following	  interesting,	  I	  
found	  it	  while	  doing	  devotions	  this	  morning.	  "It	  would	  be	  ludicrous	  to	  suggest	  
that	  a	  man,	  having	  sinned	  against	  God,	  could	  then	  have	  it	  within	  his	  power	  to	  
forgive	  his	  own	  sin."	  I	  think	  that	  statement	  also	  applies	  to	  polluters.	  It	  would	  
be	  ludicrous	  to	  suggest	  that	  a	  polluter	  have	  polluted	  would	  have	  it	  within	  
themselves	  to	  monitor	  and	  report	  on	  their	  pollution.	  It	  is	  not	  within	  their	  
power.	  How	  does	  that	  make	  any	  logical	  sense.	  We	  talk	  about	  leaving	  a	  
country	  for	  our	  children,	  I	  think	  we	  need	  to	  ensure	  that	  there	  is	  a	  country	  
worth	  leaving.	  Regards,	  Deborah	  Wagner 12/3/15	  14:38

Willard Cottrell 28714 NC Are	  you	  stupid	  or	  do	  you	  act	  stupid	  as	  our	  governor? 12/3/15	  14:38
Michael Koch 28215 NC 12/3/15	  14:46
Renee Hayes 27370 NC 12/3/15	  14:49
Steve Hickle 27604 NC 12/3/15	  14:51
Michael Moore 28607 NC 12/3/15	  14:52
Nancy O 19711 DE 12/3/15	  14:59
Ana Baxley 27576 NC 12/3/15	  15:00
Sean Anglin 27608 NC 12/3/15	  15:04

Susan Allen 27612 NC
Start	  doing	  the	  job	  you	  were	  allegedly	  elected	  to	  do	  and	  that's	  protect	  and	  
work	  for	  the	  PEOPLE	  of	  this	  state	  instead	  of	  BIG	  MONEY! 12/3/15	  15:05

Sean Anglin 27608 NC 12/3/15	  15:05
James Pearce 27713 NC Global	  warming	  is	  real	  and	  we	  have	  to	  act	  now	  and	  act	  responsibly! 12/3/15	  15:06
Miller Graves 28803 NC WE	  ARE	  NOT	  GOING	  TO	  LET	  UP!!!	  GET	  WITH	  THE	  PROGRAM	  GOVERNOR!! 12/3/15	  15:10

Lesley Barker 27408 NC
We	  have	  to	  have	  clean	  energy	  to	  mitigate	  climate	  change.	  I	  am	  horrified	  that	  
your	  administration	  has	  their	  heads	  in	  the	  sand! 12/3/15	  15:12

Holly Arrowood 27514 NC

Investing	  in	  clean	  energy	  now	  will	  help	  ensure	  our	  state's	  prosperity	  for	  
decades!	  North	  Carolina	  should	  be	  doing	  everything	  possible	  to	  lead	  the	  
country	  in	  clean	  energy	  development. 12/3/15	  15:13

Kristina Heiks 28607 NC 12/3/15	  15:15
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William Nichols 28734 NC
You	  work	  for	  US	  now,	  not	  Duke	  Power!	  As	  a	  disabled	  vet	  I	  DEMAND	  you	  carry	  
out	  OUR	  wishes! 12/3/15	  15:15

A.D. Revels 27858 NC 12/3/15	  15:22
Doug Currivan 27502 NC 12/3/15	  15:23

Tom Adkisson 27103 NC

Let's	  be	  a	  leader	  in	  mitigating	  climate	  change,	  not	  a	  slave	  to	  fossil	  fuel	  
companies.	  DO	  THE	  RIGHT	  THING!!	  IT	  IS	  OUR	  MORAL	  OBLIGATION	  TO	  OUR	  
KIDS!! 12/3/15	  15:35

Melissa Griffin 27539 NC 12/3/15	  15:37

Dan Stancil 27609 NC
We	  owe	  it	  to	  our	  children	  to	  leave	  the	  world	  a	  better	  place	  than	  we	  found	  it.	  
Economics	  will	  take	  care	  of	  itself,	  but	  the	  environment	  needs	  our	  help. 12/3/15	  15:38

larry edington 49047 MI we	  are	  running	  out	  of	  time	  to	  act	  on	  this	  please	  act	  now 12/3/15	  15:42
Arnold McEntire 28762 NC Get	  your	  aim	  correct,	  Governor! 12/3/15	  15:45
Peggy Wilson 27523 NC 12/3/15	  15:46
Martha Whitfield 28207 NC 12/3/15	  15:47
Victor Lowell 27614 NC This	  is	  not	  about	  Politics	  it's	  about	  the	  survival	  of	  our	  planet!! 12/3/15	  15:48

Anita Mcleod 27707 NC
Let	  us	  protect	  our	  health	  and	  the	  future	  of	  children.	  This	  is	  a	  no-‐brainer	  and	  
creates	  jobs	  for	  wind	  and	  solar	  clean	  energy!! 12/3/15	  15:57

Jill Green 27320 NC 12/3/15	  16:04

Melissa Sherman 27608 NC
Gov.	  McCrory,	  We	  can	  no	  longer	  ignore	  the	  effects	  of	  global	  warming.	  Please	  
support	  wind	  and	  solar	  energy	  potential	  in	  NC.	  Sincerely,	  Melissa	  Sherman 12/3/15	  16:05

Ann Wood 27604 NC Help	  in	  stopping	  the	  trashing	  of	  the	  earth 12/3/15	  16:14

Barton Armstrong 27609 NC
There	  really	  is	  nothing	  more	  important	  than	  clean	  air,	  clean	  water	  and	  clean	  
technologies.	  Please	  agree	  and	  behave	  accordingly.	  Thank	  you 12/3/15	  16:16

Allyn Howlett 27041 NC

I	  use	  geothermal	  heating	  and	  cooling	  and	  drive	  a	  Prius	  hybrid.	  I	  look	  forward	  
to	  a	  solar	  future!	  There	  is	  no	  reason	  why	  every	  home	  in	  the	  state	  cannot	  so	  
the	  same!	  Please	  provide	  the	  incentives	  our	  citizens	  need! 12/3/15	  16:24

Brian Burns 28730 NC 12/3/15	  16:24
Heather Chait 28270 NC 12/3/15	  16:29
Rebecca Felton 28461 NC 12/3/15	  16:30
Sharon Gillespie 78703 TX 12/3/15	  16:31
robert luke 95603 CA 12/3/15	  16:42
Donna Lovick 27501 NC 12/3/15	  16:47
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Gretchen KLEIN 27233 NC ARE	  YOU	  LISTENING	  TO	  OUR	  STATE,	  OR	  ONLY	  DUKE	  ENERGY. 12/3/15	  16:48
Barb Stenross 27510 NC 12/3/15	  16:56
Mary Keenan 28786 NC Why	  can't	  you	  hear	  us? 12/3/15	  17:04
James Dicke 27609 NC 12/3/15	  17:07
Linda Knowles 27592 NC 12/3/15	  17:19

M. Klein 27836 NC

We	  have	  just	  installed	  Solar	  on	  our	  new	  home	  in	  Raleigh	  and	  are	  dismayed	  
you	  do	  not	  have	  the	  foresight	  to	  support	  such	  renewable	  energy	  strategies	  as	  
well	  as	  curbing	  harmful	  carbon	  emissions. 12/3/15	  17:21

Margie Stewart 27707 NC 12/3/15	  17:21
Dale Hopp 28104 NC 12/3/15	  17:25
Jeff Moore 27511 NC 12/3/15	  17:26
Debbie Collins 28670 NC 12/3/15	  17:29
Geoff Dunkak 27713 NC 12/3/15	  17:30
Brenda McCall 27243 NC 12/3/15	  17:43
Jack Coble 27403 NC What	  an	  embarrassment	  you	  and	  your	  admin	  has	  been	  to	  the	  nation. 12/3/15	  17:49
Carol-‐Ann Greenslade 27312 NC 12/3/15	  17:51
Jan Hinman 28571 NY 12/3/15	  18:12
Susan Warren 28806 NC 12/3/15	  18:25
Sue Patterson 28405 NC 12/3/15	  18:26
Betsy Webster 28125 NC Our	  responsibility	  is	  for	  future	  generations	  not	  ourselves 12/3/15	  18:37
Judy Martinez 27510 NC 12/3/15	  18:41
Leonard Thorne 27513 NC Solar	  and	  wind	  are	  the	  new	  energy	  sources.	  Let	  NC	  lead	  the	  way. 12/3/15	  18:53
Janet Robinson 33433 FL 12/3/15	  19:13
Judith Weigner 28739 NC 12/3/15	  19:36
Francis Pflug 27519 NC 12/3/15	  19:39
virginia clute 27527 NC 12/3/15	  19:46
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David Cook 28001 NC

Pat,	  I	  was	  an	  undergraduate	  at	  one	  of	  our	  state's	  fine	  universities	  about	  the	  
time	  Art	  Pope	  was	  born.	  We	  studied	  ecology	  and	  environmental	  issues	  then,	  
and	  it	  was	  clear	  already	  at	  that	  time	  that	  the	  Human	  race	  was	  in	  serious	  
danger	  of	  poisoning	  itself	  unless	  we	  did	  something	  about	  it	  quickly.	  Well,	  we	  
didn't,	  and	  now	  its	  up	  to	  you	  and	  your	  colleagues	  to	  take	  firm	  action	  in	  a	  last-‐
ditch	  effort	  to	  keep	  the	  planet	  viable	  for	  us.	  And	  you	  are	  doing	  wrong.	  Pull	  
yourself	  together,	  Pat,	  and	  take	  the	  right	  action	  TODAY. 12/3/15	  19:50

Ed Stavish 28743 NC Clean	  power	  is	  the	  only	  way	  forward	  for	  North	  Carolina 12/3/15	  19:53
JANIE NEELY 28787 NC Please	  maximize	  wind	  and	  solar	  energy	  for	  N.C.,	  and	  limit	  carbon	  pollution. 12/3/15	  20:01
Lydia Garvey 73601 OK 12/3/15	  20:02
David Allen 28786 NC 12/3/15	  20:16
John Millen 28714 NC Let's	  use	  more	  solar	  and	  wind. 12/3/15	  20:27
Chrystele Burns 28312 NC 12/3/15	  20:37

Robert Paine 27712 NC
This	  is	  not	  a	  political	  issue.	  This	  is	  a	  quality	  of	  life	  issue	  for	  all	  of	  us	  citizens	  of	  
this	  state. 12/3/15	  20:44

James Lovejoy 27518 NC Lets	  replace	  coal	  with	  natural	  gas	  and	  nuclear	  energy. 12/3/15	  20:45
Greg Sells 78741 TX 12/3/15	  20:46
Walter	  L Davis	  Jr 28128 NC We	  must	  protect	  our	  Grand	  children's	  future. 12/3/15	  21:03
Sandra Hillerstrom 28740 NC 12/3/15	  21:13
Danielle Brestel 27712 NC 12/3/15	  21:39
Charlotte Englehart 27608 NC 12/3/15	  21:44

David Shearer 28783 NC
If	  there	  is	  no	  one	  left	  to	  make	  all	  this	  money	  and	  no	  one	  left	  to	  spend	  all	  this	  
money	  why	  would	  we	  want	  to	  go	  down	  this	  road?? 12/3/15	  21:45

Mac Hulslander 27607 NC 12/3/15	  21:47

Dennis Welch 27519 NC
Governor	  McGrory:	  Regarding	  the	  realities	  of	  global	  warming	  and	  severe	  
climate	  change,	  you	  and	  the	  GOP	  are	  on	  the	  wrong	  side	  of	  history. 12/3/15	  21:49

Michelle Lee 28226 NC 12/3/15	  22:00

Andrew Meyer 27612 NC
North	  Carolina	  is	  known	  by	  its	  beauty.	  Don't	  ruin	  it	  by	  your	  poor	  policies	  and	  
failure	  to	  act. 12/3/15	  22:03

Pamela Sheridan 08098 NJ 12/3/15	  22:05
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Andre Mckoy 27516 NC

We	  continually	  bite	  the	  hand	  that	  feeds...	  The	  eventual	  consequences	  will	  be	  
something	  we	  cannot	  reverse.	  We	  all	  know	  this	  and	  refuse	  to	  take	  serious	  
action.	  There	  is	  no	  better	  time	  than	  now,	  before	  it's	  too	  late.	  Peace	  1	  Love 12/3/15	  22:11

Connie Bishop 28655 NC 12/3/15	  22:19
Thayer Jordan 27278 NC 12/3/15	  22:19
Julia Myers 27615 NC 12/3/15	  22:31
Esther Murphy 28411 NC If	  you	  say	  the	  word	  "ENVIRONMENT",	  will	  your	  head	  explode? 12/3/15	  22:35
Esther Murphy 28411 NC Are	  you	  some	  other	  life	  form	  which	  exists	  without	  healthy	  ecology? 12/3/15	  22:41
Brenda Tenerelli 28787 NC 12/3/15	  22:58

Howard
Tyas	  Jr.	  Rev.	  
Dr. 28205 NC 12/3/15	  23:06

Larry Hannon 28270 NC 12/3/15	  23:10
Melissa Hastings 28570 NC 12/3/15	  23:14
Peter van	  Dorsten 27615 NC 12/3/15	  23:15
Frank Lorch 28203 NC 12/3/15	  23:20
Frank Zachary 27012 NC 12/3/15	  23:33
Joe Phillips 27235 NC 12/4/15	  0:02
Michael Carney 08078 NJ 12/4/15	  0:03

Colleen Farley 27408 NC

Dear	  Governor	  McCrory,	  Please	  do	  the	  right	  thing	  for	  North	  Carolina	  and	  the	  
future	  residents	  of	  this	  state	  as	  well	  as	  our	  current	  citizens.	  You	  know	  the	  
right	  thing	  to	  do	  is	  reduce	  carbon	  pollution,	  expand	  solar	  and	  wind	  energy	  
initiatives	  and	  prohibit	  off-‐shore	  drilling.	  You	  know	  this	  is	  not	  a	  partisan	  issue.	  
Best	  regards,	  Colleen	  Farley	  Greensboro,	  NC 12/4/15	  0:05

Cathy Harless 27265 NC
Governor	  McCrory,	  You	  are	  some	  sorry	  governor.	  I'm	  glad	  I	  didn't	  vote	  for	  
you!	  You	  are	  slowly	  ruining	  the	  state	  of	  North	  Carolina!!! 12/4/15	  0:21

Christina
Hugenschmid
t 27104 NC

Air	  pollution	  increases	  risks	  for	  a	  host	  of	  medical	  conditions	  and	  increases	  
medical	  costs.	  It	  kills	  the	  beautiful	  trees	  in	  our	  mountains	  that	  attract	  tourist	  
dollars. 12/4/15	  0:32

Kathleen Bonfoey 27301 NC 12/4/15	  0:42
Linda Maynard 27502 NC We	  sould	  respect	  this	  earth	  ,	  NOT	  kill	  it! 12/4/15	  3:03
William Phillips 27330 NC 12/4/15	  3:05
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Karen Mallam 27344 NC 12/4/15	  4:09
Nora Davidson 98311 WA 12/4/15	  4:53
shirley mills dy4	  9au ot 12/4/15	  5:56
Pat Gottlieb 27701 NC 12/4/15	  6:02
M Dillon 33133 FL 12/4/15	  6:03
M Dillon 33133 FL 12/4/15	  6:04
Hart Squire 28787 NC 12/4/15	  8:09
Kathy Jooss 27516 NC 12/4/15	  8:14
Dorothy Lee 28748 NC 12/4/15	  8:15
Fielding Wilson 27527 NC 12/4/15	  8:32

Sandy Forrest 28654 NC

McCory	  has	  been	  horrible	  for	  our	  state	  and	  the	  nation,	  as	  he	  has	  done	  
everything	  he	  possibly	  could	  to	  cater	  to	  energy	  co.	  rather	  than	  protecting	  our	  
environment. 12/4/15	  8:33

Anne Hansley 28791 NC

Completely	  ridiculous	  that	  NC	  would	  not	  include	  wind	  power	  in	  an	  energy	  
move	  forward	  plan	  for	  this	  great	  state.	  No	  votes	  for	  this	  kind	  of	  bad	  
judgement	  or	  self	  serving	  policies. 12/4/15	  8:41

Rita
Burns-‐
Wooten 28613 NC

PLEASE	  ensure	  the	  health	  and	  safety	  of	  all	  North	  Carolinians!!!	  The	  air	  we	  
breathe,	  the	  water	  we	  drink,	  and	  the	  food	  we	  eat-‐-‐-‐-‐THAT	  is	  ALL	  our	  cells	  
have	  to	  WORK	  WITH	  to	  remain	  healthy,	  heal,	  repair	  tissue	  damage,	  etc.	  WHY	  
do	  you	  think	  SO	  MANY	  of	  our	  citizens	  have	  CANCER???	  I	  am	  an	  RN	  with	  36	  
years	  experience. 12/4/15	  8:50

Ronald Runyan 27513 NC Stop	  Fracking	  in	  NC! 12/4/15	  9:01
Rachel CAmpbell 28226 NC 12/4/15	  9:44
Suzanne Fox 27707 NC 12/4/15	  9:46
Catherine Moorehead 28711 NC 12/4/15	  9:48

Mary Kirschhoch 28374 NC
We've	  got	  your	  number	  Mr	  McCrory.......do	  the	  morally	  responsible	  thing	  
regarding	  the	  environment. 12/4/15	  9:51

Tanya Taylor 27572 NC 12/4/15	  10:20

Catherine Starkweather 27713 NC 12/4/15	  10:34
Sarah Charles 27265 NC 12/4/15	  10:40
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Jason Chappell 27707 NC 12/4/15	  10:43
Jill Ray 28025 NC 12/4/15	  11:01
Nancy King 28570 NC 12/4/15	  12:00
Madeleine Pabis 27704 NC 12/4/15	  12:04

Michael Watson 28601 NC
Besides	  adding	  jobs	  to	  the	  economy	  and	  saving	  the	  environment,	  clean	  
energy	  saves	  money	  and	  lives.	  Act	  now	  to	  meet	  the	  goals. 12/4/15	  12:11

Wynne Queen 28043 NC 12/4/15	  12:53
Leslie Rojohn 28779 NC 12/4/15	  13:05
Edward Link 27513 NC 12/4/15	  13:16
Joseph Harper 27410 NC 12/4/15	  14:11

Lisa Gunther 28677 NC
Please	  don't	  let	  your	  political	  affiliation	  destroy	  the	  planet	  for	  future	  
generations. 12/4/15	  14:36

Robert Heston 27103 NC

All	  that	  money	  you're	  saving	  and	  making	  for	  your	  rich	  buddies	  by	  pumping	  
more	  carbon	  in	  the	  air	  will	  do	  them	  no	  good	  when	  the	  methane	  rises	  from	  
the	  Arctic	  and	  kills	  everything.... 12/4/15	  15:16

Lauren Bonardi 28401 NC 12/4/15	  15:55
Anne Whitefield 27705 NC listen	  to	  our	  leaders	  in	  Paris,	  please! 12/4/15	  16:25
Barbara Terry 27312 NC 12/4/15	  16:54
Renee McCann 28412 NC 12/4/15	  17:25
Larry Hannon 28270 NC 12/4/15	  17:43
Larry Hannon 28270 NC 12/4/15	  18:02
dan hiltz 60548 IL 12/4/15	  19:31

Tracy Stevenson 27609 NC

We	  have	  an	  OBLIGATION	  to	  protect	  the	  environment	  for	  future	  generations.	  
As	  an	  elected	  official,	  you	  are	  responsible	  for	  ensuring	  this	  critical	  issue	  gets	  
prioritization	  and	  resourcing	  given	  how	  relevant	  it	  is	  to	  your	  constituency.	  We	  
need	  a	  plan....now.	  Please	  exercise	  your	  granted	  authority	  with	  conscience	  
and	  responsibility. 12/4/15	  19:40

Chris Holochak 27608 NC 12/4/15	  19:40
Sheryl Harmon 27513 NC 12/4/15	  19:57
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Yvonne Moody 28461 NC

It	  is	  so	  important	  to	  cut	  way	  down	  on	  carbon	  pollution!	  In	  the	  16	  years	  I	  have	  
lived	  in	  NC,	  I	  notice	  a	  definite	  increase	  in	  the	  tide	  levels	  in	  the	  marsh	  behind	  
my	  house.	  More	  of	  that	  will	  seriously	  impact	  so	  many	  people	  living	  on	  the	  
coast. 12/4/15	  20:04

Ted Storck 27606 NC 12/4/15	  20:47
James Lee 258314 NC 12/4/15	  21:14
Metin Aydemir 27713 NC 12/4/15	  21:38
Jon Van	  Horn 27510 NC 12/4/15	  21:58

Pauline Williams 27511 NC
North	  Carolina	  needs	  to	  step	  up	  to	  this	  problem.	  It	  is	  time	  to	  think	  long-‐	  range	  
instead	  of	  going	  for	  short-‐term	  money	  grabs. 12/4/15	  22:36

Nick Hood 27012 NC 12/4/15	  22:53
Mark March 27106 NC 12/4/15	  23:06
Craig Bailey 28139 NC 12/5/15	  0:55

Mary	  Anne Combs 28752 NC

Why	  do	  you	  do	  this?	  Do	  you	  not	  understand	  science?	  You	  are	  supposed	  to	  be	  
our	  intelligent	  leader	  and	  help	  us	  move	  in	  a	  safe	  direction.	  Do	  you	  understand	  
solar	  and	  wind	  power?	  Why	  do	  you	  support	  polluting	  energy	  sources?	  Do	  
they	  give	  money	  to	  you?	  I	  doesn't	  make	  sense. 12/5/15	  1:25

Edward Jagusiak 07751 NJ 12/5/15	  3:33

Ricky Dowdal 28681 NC

Governor	  McCrory	  ,is	  not	  a	  governor	  of	  the	  citizens	  of	  our	  state,	  but	  his	  
loyalty	  is	  to	  big	  business	  and	  lobbies.	  He	  could	  care	  less	  about	  our	  state	  and	  
protecting	  our	  natural	  resources	  as	  they	  are	  a	  hindrance	  to	  the	  lobbies	  and	  
big	  business	  and	  will	  even	  throw	  our	  fellow	  citizens	  under	  the	  bus	  to	  make	  a	  
buck	  for	  himself	  and	  job	  security	  when	  the	  citizens	  throw	  him	  and	  his	  cronies	  
out	  of	  office. 12/5/15	  6:34

Victoria Childers 27302 NC 12/5/15	  8:18
Charles Pettee 27516 NC 12/5/15	  9:10
Steve Rundle 28217 NC 12/5/15	  9:16
Richard Thomas 28768 NC It	  is	  irresponsible	  NOT	  to	  act	  on	  climate	  change	  to	  protect	  our	  environment. 12/5/15	  11:04
Robert Grew 27609 NC 12/5/15	  11:15
Joseph Wells 27606 NC 12/5/15	  12:40
William McMullin 48071 MI 12/5/15	  17:40
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Jose de	  arteaga 20020 DC 12/5/15	  17:47
Wendy Stevens 28214 NC 12/5/15	  20:55
Kimberly Wiley 14612 NY 12/6/15	  1:42
Joseph Hoess 46574 IN 12/6/15	  2:15
Jennifer Halenbeck 28716 NC 12/6/15	  2:20
James Carroll 28705 NC 12/6/15	  9:32
Richard Haas 28451 NC 12/6/15	  10:14
Brian Burns 28730 NC 12/6/15	  10:21
C.	  Warren Pope 28803 NC 12/6/15	  10:44
Joseph Harper 27410 NC 12/6/15	  13:15
Peter Funk 27021 NC 12/6/15	  13:44
jan hansen 28115 NC 12/6/15	  16:38
Elizabeth Thanasouk 28540 NC 12/7/15	  3:21
Vickie Penninger 27608 NC 12/7/15	  6:18
Julia Young 27312 NC 12/7/15	  8:55
Jocelyn Browning 24060 VA 12/7/15	  9:25
Phillip Howard 27408 NC Please	  consider	  the	  constituents	  that	  work,	  breathe,	  drink	  water	  in	  our	  state 12/7/15	  10:43
Laurie Lamoreaux 27516 NC 12/7/15	  11:45

Jon Doyle 27612 NC

If	  there	  is	  a	  state	  plan	  get	  some	  PR	  on	  it.	  If	  not	  then	  I	  think	  we	  need	  to	  have	  a	  
plan	  that	  mirror	  takes	  into	  Federal	  policy	  but	  considers	  local	  politics.	  Now	  is	  
the	  time	  to	  act...not	  in	  another	  administration. 12/7/15	  18:59

Barbara wilson 27048 NC Spend	  at	  least	  as	  much	  on	  solar,	  wind	  and	  other	  alternative	  energy. 12/7/15	  19:27
Bruce Clarke 37684 TN Get	  on	  the	  right	  side	  of	  history,	  before	  you	  become	  an	  irrelevant	  dinosaur 12/8/15	  1:35
Larry Olivier 37327 TN 12/8/15	  9:29
Dianne Douglas 85042 AZ 12/8/15	  12:17
Barbara Sloss 28805 NC I	  believe	  in	  solar.	  I	  bought	  panels	  for	  my	  roof	  top. 12/8/15	  13:38
Paige Humphreys 28579 NC 12/9/15	  10:07
Hal Trufan 28226 NC 12/9/15	  10:15
Jenny Lellinger 28712 NC 12/9/15	  13:32

Lynn Kohn 27707 NC
North	  Carolina	  should	  take	  the	  lead	  and	  support	  the	  switch	  to	  renewable	  
energy	  as	  well	  as	  the	  president's	  Clean	  Power	  Plan.	  Thank	  you. 12/9/15	  19:29
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Caleb Laieski 22305 VA 12/10/15	  0:58
Louise Perini 27703 NC 12/10/15	  23:42
Chris Washington 10019 NY 12/10/15	  23:58
Kimberly Wiley 14612 NY 12/11/15	  2:15
Peter Reynolds 27703 NC 12/11/15	  2:59

Joseph Nolan 28806 NC

Gov.	  McCrory,	  I	  emphatically	  support	  your	  braver	  in	  standing	  up	  for	  moral	  
issues.	  I	  appreciate	  the	  fact	  that	  you	  are	  standing	  up	  for	  children	  in	  our	  public	  
schools.	  But	  protecting	  the	  environment	  is	  ALSO	  a	  moral	  issue.	  "God	  put	  the	  
man	  into	  the	  garden	  to	  DRESS	  IT	  AND	  TO	  KEEP	  IT" 12/11/15	  16:56

Chris Washington 10019 NY 12/11/15	  18:06
Wynne Queen 28043 NC 12/12/15	  13:25

Judy White 27407 NC
You	  will	  have	  a	  legacy	  of	  being	  most	  corrupt	  bought	  and	  paid	  for	  republican	  
tea	  party	  in	  the	  history	  of	  North	  Carolina. 12/12/15	  16:30

Susan Hendrickson 27407 NC You	  need	  to	  make	  some	  changes,	  or	  we	  will! 12/14/15	  9:57

Heath Moody 28801 NC

Stop	  catering	  to	  corporate	  polluters	  &	  lobbyists	  and	  start	  representing	  the	  
conscience	  people	  of	  NC	  &	  real	  science.	  You'll	  ether	  be	  known	  as	  a	  leader	  
who	  helped	  reduce	  our	  climate	  impact	  or	  a	  leader	  who	  blocked	  efforts	  &	  
sided	  w/	  the	  profits	  of	  Duke	  Energy	  &	  polluters	  who	  put	  profits	  in	  front	  of	  
people	  &	  the	  environment.	  Be	  on	  the	  right	  side	  of	  history.	  Act	  now	  on	  climate	  
change! 12/14/15	  10:13

Herman Hailey 27288 NC Please	  rise	  above	  the	  stupidity	  of	  denial. 12/14/15	  13:22
Alice	  Ann Williamson Wilmington NC A	  clean	  energy	  plan	  is	  essential. 12/14/15	  14:01
Tony Church 28601 NC 12/14/15	  14:29
Judy Thomson 27713 NC 12/14/15	  14:35
Marion Kreh 28429 NC 12/14/15	  15:23
Donna Etheridge 27607 NC 12/14/15	  16:51
Ramie Thorstad 28748 NC 12/14/15	  22:39
Ruth Held 27203 NC 12/15/15	  8:24
Eliza Farren 27510 NC 12/15/15	  16:40
Nick Hood 27012 NC 12/15/15	  17:21
Jacob Johnson 33547 FL 12/17/15	  10:02
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linda coley 28210 NC 12/17/15	  10:09

Brad Smith 27403 NC
Please	  do	  the	  right	  thing	  for	  future	  generations.	  We	  don't	  want	  to	  become	  as	  
bad	  as	  Beijing. 12/17/15	  10:12

Joel Neuwirth 28374 NC 12/17/15	  10:13
Ron Coleman 27215 NC Think	  about	  the	  average	  person	  for	  a	  change,	  instead	  of	  money. 12/17/15	  10:26
John Rider 27520 NC 12/17/15	  11:01

Nicole Glass 27613 NC

Please	  help	  North	  Carolina	  become	  the	  forerunner,	  leading	  the	  US,	  in	  cleaner	  
environmental	  policies.	  Do	  not	  allow	  big	  business	  to	  create	  a	  profit	  and	  risk	  
the	  asset	  of	  our	  climate.	  Invest	  in	  cleaner	  environment	  for	  our	  futures. 12/17/15	  11:21

Joseph Harper 27410 NC 12/17/15	  11:29
Mike Hanes 27511 NC 12/17/15	  13:39

Lyle Snider 27701 NC

Gov.	  Mcrory	  appears	  Much	  more	  interested	  in	  serving	  Duke	  Energy	  than	  
protecting	  North	  Carolineans	  from	  exposure	  to	  Duke	  energy's	  toxic	  coal	  ash	  
dumps! 12/17/15	  14:11

MaryAnn Scandurra 27298 NC 12/17/15	  22:30
Robert Brown 28412 NC 12/17/15	  22:31
Kristy Lapidus 28739 NC 12/18/15	  1:22
Andrea Watson 28645 NC 12/18/15	  8:16
Scott Dean 28805 NC Pretend	  to	  care	  about	  your	  constituents,	  not	  just	  your	  corporate	  masters. 12/18/15	  9:24

Ralph Dobson 28562 NC
NC	  should	  be	  a	  leader	  in	  energy	  efficiency	  with	  all	  the	  educated	  people	  in	  the	  
state. 12/18/15	  10:07

Nick Barnett 27516 NC 12/18/15	  11:26
Bill Wallenbeck 27607 NC Reality	  check	  please! 12/18/15	  18:15
Jennifer Rust 28540 NC 12/19/15	  7:54
Patricia Hofland 27604 NC 12/19/15	  13:09
david kindred 27403 NC 12/19/15	  23:02

Susan Brown 28754 NC
Please	  pay	  attention	  to	  the	  scientists	  and	  your	  constituents.	  Adopt	  the	  Clean	  
Power	  Plan	  now. 12/22/15	  0:14
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Rita
Burns-‐
Wooten 28613 NC

North	  Carolina	  NEEDS	  CLEAN	  ENERGY	  NOW!!!	  DO	  NOT	  let	  DIRTY	  COAL	  ruin	  
our	  state!!!	  NOR	  the	  horrible	  effects	  of	  FRACKING!!!	  I	  have	  been	  an	  RN	  for	  
over	  36	  YEARS-‐-‐-‐and	  am	  all	  about	  HEALTH	  AND	  WELLNESS	  for	  our	  residents!!!	  
KEEP	  yourself	  informed	  about	  THE	  TRUTH!!!	  We	  are	  COUNTING	  ON	  YOU!!!	  
Rita 12/22/15	  19:57

Terrie Brintle 27030 NC 1/5/16	  17:20
Freddie Williams 01504 ot 1/10/16	  15:17
Tom Teagle 27514 NC 1/11/16	  8:56
Dan Schnitzer 27712 NC 1/11/16	  8:56
Andrew Keener 28401 NC 1/11/16	  8:56

Jessica Janecki 27701 NC

Sea	  level	  rise	  due	  to	  climate	  change	  would	  devastate	  NC.	  Please	  take	  global	  
climate	  change	  seriously	  by	  combating	  carbon	  pollution	  and	  supporting	  the	  
Clean	  Power	  Plan. 1/11/16	  8:56

Larry Mason 27514 NC 1/11/16	  8:56
Frank Gottbrath 28451 NC 1/11/16	  8:57
Anna Costello 27705 NC 1/11/16	  8:57
Mike Lalumondier 28730 NC 1/11/16	  8:57

Bruce Cox 28712 NC
A	  livable	  future	  depends	  on	  leadership	  and	  plans	  and	  decisions	  based	  on	  
broadly	  supported	  ideas	  and	  science. 1/11/16	  8:57

Camila Correia 27560 NC 1/11/16	  8:57
Matt Rawlins 28117 NC 1/11/16	  8:57
Tom Riggins 28411 NC Please	  do	  the	  right	  thing	  and	  protect	  our	  environment	  !! 1/11/16	  8:57
Jennifer Zirbel 27606 NC 1/11/16	  8:57

Joshua Watts 28110 NC

I	  have	  traveled	  the	  us	  and	  nothing	  rivals	  my	  home	  state	  of	  North	  Carolina.	  I	  
have	  had	  the	  privilege	  of	  living	  in	  this	  great	  state	  my	  entire	  life	  and	  urge	  you	  
to	  consider	  the	  repercussions	  of	  this	  act. 1/11/16	  8:58

Sue McKinney 27705 NC

We	  must	  take	  steps	  to	  protect	  our	  climate	  for	  our	  grandchildren's	  children	  
and	  grandchildren.	  The	  threats	  posed	  by	  potential	  war	  are	  nothing	  compared	  
to	  the	  disasters	  suffered	  by	  unnecessary	  climate	  changes	  caused	  by	  humans.	  
Please	  protect	  our	  planet. 1/11/16	  8:58

Sue Wilson 28805 NC 1/11/16	  8:58
Yuriy Furer 27617 NC 1/11/16	  8:58
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Charles Warren 28465 NC 1/11/16	  8:59
James Taylor 27519 NC 1/11/16	  8:59

Mark Callaway 27511 NC
Do	  this	  for	  the	  people	  of	  N.C.	  ,	  NOT	  your	  political	  backers	  that	  paid	  for	  your	  
election. 1/11/16	  8:59

Sara Wasiuddin 27703 NC 1/11/16	  8:59
Kathleen Eberlin 27012 NC 1/11/16	  9:00
Judy Harrelson 27344 NC 1/11/16	  9:00
Richard Anderson 28539 NC 1/11/16	  9:00

Nancey Enell 27312 NC

I	  want	  clean	  air!	  We	  elected	  you	  to	  do	  what	  we	  wamt	  for	  our	  state.	  Based	  on	  
your	  promises.	  Please	  be	  true	  to	  your	  word	  and	  be	  an	  honorable	  man	  and	  
take	  care	  of	  is	  and	  our	  children	  by	  letting	  us	  have	  clean	  air.	  Solar	  Energy	  is	  a	  
great	  way	  to	  help	  us!	  Thank	  You 1/11/16	  9:00

Linda Brezin 27514 NC 1/11/16	  9:00
Misako Toda 27514 NC 1/11/16	  9:01
Ed Cortright 28805 NC 1/11/16	  9:01
Beth Henry 28205 NC 1/11/16	  9:02
Lauren Munach 27312 NC 1/11/16	  9:02
Wanda Brown 27011 NC 1/11/16	  9:02
Chris Chiarenza 28173 NC 1/11/16	  9:02
Paul Cook 27858 NC 1/11/16	  9:02

Boyd Holliday 28745 NC

Dear	  Governor	  McCrory,	  I	  know	  you	  are	  deep	  down	  a	  Governor	  with	  the	  best	  
interests	  of	  North	  Carolina	  in	  mind,	  so	  I	  believe	  you	  will	  listen	  to	  the	  citizens	  
when	  they	  plead	  with	  you	  to	  take	  the	  right	  path	  on	  energy	  and	  sustainability.	  
Thank	  you. 1/11/16	  9:04

Helen Voris 28712 NC

This	  is	  a	  chance	  for	  our	  state	  to	  become	  real	  leaders	  in	  the	  promotion	  and	  
use	  of	  planet-‐sustaining	  energy	  sources	  of	  the	  future-‐-‐and	  the	  future	  must	  
start	  NOW!	  Time	  to	  stop	  dragging	  our	  feet	  and	  turning	  our	  faces	  backwards	  
into	  a	  history	  that	  is-‐-‐and	  will	  be-‐-‐no	  more! 1/11/16	  9:04

Loch Saslow 27408 NC 1/11/16	  9:04
Kathryn Mitra 28203 NC 1/11/16	  9:04
Russell Harwood 27705 NC Stop	  wasting	  my	  tax	  dollars	  on	  inane	  efforts	  to	  obstruct	  meaningful	  change. 1/11/16	  9:05
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Dawn Ronco 27612 NC

The	  string	  of	  actions	  coming	  out	  of	  the	  Governor's	  office	  certainly	  indicates	  a	  
reverse	  trend	  toward	  less	  environmental	  protection	  and	  more	  protection	  for	  
polluters. 1/11/16	  9:05

Carol Young 27713 NC 1/11/16	  9:06
Karen Frisch 27516 NC 1/11/16	  9:07

Ginny Lentz 28787 NC
PLEASE	  WAKE	  UP,	  GOVERNOR.	  DON'T	  SACRIFICE	  OUR	  STATE	  FOR	  THE	  
CORPORATE	  DOLLAR. 1/11/16	  9:07

Paula Morgan 33019 FL All	  states	  must	  get	  on	  board	  as	  this	  is	  life	  treating! 1/11/16	  9:07
Sylvie Auger G8Y	  6S9 QC 1/11/16	  9:07
Raymond Simm 27306 NC 1/11/16	  9:08
D	  Bouton Baldridge 28403 NC We	  must	  be	  a	  leader	  all	  the	  way	  to	  fossil	  fu 1/11/16	  9:09
Kathy Eden 27516 NC 1/11/16	  9:10
Diane Burns 27403 NC 1/11/16	  9:10
Ann	  T. Erb 28401 NC Put	  politics	  aside	  and	  do	  the	  right	  thing	  for	  all	  the	  people	  of	  North	  Carolina. 1/11/16	  9:11
Jeanne Garner 28584 NC 1/11/16	  9:11
Eliza Farren 27705 NC 1/11/16	  9:11

Amanda Tencza 27607 NC

It	  is	  our	  responsibility	  as	  Americans	  and	  as	  humans	  to	  care	  for	  our	  planet	  
because	  we	  have	  the	  knowledge	  and	  ability	  to	  do	  so.	  Limiting	  carbon	  
pollution	  is	  essential	  and	  changes	  must	  be	  made.	  Please	  listen	  thoughtfully	  
and	  act	  logically. 1/11/16	  9:11

Helen Buiskool 27510 NC 1/11/16	  9:11
Leigh Boylston 27608 NC 1/11/16	  9:12
Dale Mettam 27522 NC 1/11/16	  9:12
Fard Elkasmi 27312 NC 1/11/16	  9:13
Jason Buckey 28213 NC 1/11/16	  9:13
Gail Lieblang 27587 NC 1/11/16	  9:13
Marion Horn 27712 NC 1/11/16	  9:14

Robert Goetz 27312 NC
Let's	  make	  a	  positive	  impact	  on	  NC	  and	  the	  world	  with	  some	  progressive	  
measures	  that	  favor	  everyone,	  not	  just	  big	  business.	  It's	  time	  to	  act. 1/11/16	  9:14

Arthur Hoats 27518 NC 1/11/16	  9:15
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Larissa Bowman 28730 NC

I	  want	  my	  state	  to	  be	  a	  leader	  in	  clean	  technology	  and	  clean	  power,	  NOT	  a	  
heels-‐dug-‐in	  detractor	  from	  genuine	  progress!!!	  Please	  re-‐think	  your	  stance	  
on	  NC's	  Clean	  Power	  Plan. 1/11/16	  9:16

Barbara Tedrow 28445 NC 1/11/16	  9:16
Susan Moschos 27516 NC 1/11/16	  9:16

Debbie Tunnell 27312 NC

Really,	  you	  need	  to	  stop	  working	  against	  the	  efforts	  to	  be	  a	  good	  steward	  of	  
the	  environment	  when	  we,	  as	  the	  residents	  have	  asked	  you	  to	  represent	  us.	  
Come	  on	  now.	  You	  are	  sworn	  to	  protect	  not	  harm. 1/11/16	  9:16

Suzanna Kirby 28215 NC 1/11/16	  9:16
Teresa Baker 27522 NC 1/11/16	  9:17
Joe Farrington 27707 NC 1/11/16	  9:17

Walter Zeman 28806 NC

As	  a	  business	  owner	  in	  this	  state,	  support	  for	  cleaner	  energy	  goes	  across	  
political	  lines	  among	  the	  electorate.	  Please	  support	  cleaner	  energy!	  Thank	  
you 1/11/16	  9:17

Judy Grove 28902 NC 1/11/16	  9:18
Kathleen Gardner 27107 NC 1/11/16	  9:18

Shel Anderson 27701 NC
Given	  the	  Governor's	  focus	  on	  developing	  business	  in	  the	  state,	  I	  fail	  to	  
understand	  why	  renewables	  are	  not	  included. 1/11/16	  9:20

Hannah Whichard 28516 NC 1/11/16	  9:20
Manuel Garcia 27101 NC 1/11/16	  9:21

Vickie Lepore 28779 NC

With	  all	  of	  the	  additional	  taxes	  you'll	  be	  receiving	  from	  residents	  with	  
pensions	  from	  other	  states,	  clean	  energy	  source	  investments	  would	  assure	  us	  
that	  NC	  administration	  is	  making	  healthy	  proposals	  for	  the	  welfare	  of	  its	  
citizens. 1/11/16	  9:22

Marilyn Hartman 27705 NC 1/11/16	  9:23

Ethelyn Hegele 27511 NC
Please	  do	  all	  you	  can	  to	  make	  N.C.	  green	  and	  clean.	  Support	  the	  EPA's	  Clean	  
Power	  Plan!!!	  More	  solar	  and	  wind	  energy,	  PLEASE! 1/11/16	  9:23

Edward Meredith 28806 NC 1/11/16	  9:23
Bruna Correia 27560 NC 1/11/16	  9:25
Kathleen Flanagan 28207 NC 1/11/16	  9:25
Alden Hanson 27587 NC I	  care	  deeply	  about	  North	  Carolina's	  environment.....and	  I	  VOTE	  !!! 1/11/16	  9:25
Erica Grantmyre 28461 NC 1/11/16	  9:26

V-328 A-418



State	  Implementation	  Plan	  Public	  Comments 111(d)

Bert Bowe 27312 NC

Lastly,	  I	  don't	  want	  North	  Carolina	  to	  be	  on	  the	  wrong	  side	  of	  history	  just	  to	  
keep	  supporting	  dirty	  energy.	  The	  future	  is	  clean	  power,	  which	  also	  creates	  
many	  high-‐quality	  jobs. 1/11/16	  9:27

Jodie Herman 27949 NC Clean	  Power	  is	  the	  answer	  to	  North	  Carolina's	  future. 1/11/16	  9:27
Joseph Pesicek 27606 NC 1/11/16	  9:28
Brenda McCall 27243 NC 1/11/16	  9:30
Emily Ankeney 28803 NC 1/11/16	  9:30
Jennifer Baldwin 27539 NC 1/11/16	  9:30
Julie Brown 27403 NC 1/11/16	  9:30
Claudia Kaplan 27713 NC 1/11/16	  9:31
Asher Smith 27513 NC 1/11/16	  9:31

Nancy Stoddard 27612 NC

Global	  warming	  and	  carbon	  pollution	  need	  to	  be	  taken	  seriously.	  Take	  a	  look	  
at	  pictures	  of	  Los	  Angeles	  and	  San	  Francisco	  35	  years	  ago	  and	  notice	  the	  
smog	  over	  the	  city.	  Take	  a	  look	  at	  pictures	  of	  those	  cities	  today	  and	  you	  will	  
see	  proof	  of	  what	  fighting	  carbon	  pollution	  has	  done.	  Our	  North	  Carolina	  
cities	  are	  not	  covered	  by	  smog,	  but	  this	  is	  a	  worldwide	  problem	  that	  needs	  to	  
be	  addressed	  by	  every	  state	  and	  national. 1/11/16	  9:31

Joe Staggers 27607 NC
You	  and	  your	  administration	  have	  ignored	  too	  many	  inconvenient	  problems	  
as	  you	  have	  Duked	  the	  entire	  environment. 1/11/16	  9:32

Sherry Gaddy 28135 NC 1/11/16	  9:32
Jane Hankins 27514 NC I	  support	  progressive	  energy	  policy. 1/11/16	  9:33
Eric Siebert 28425 NC 1/11/16	  9:33

Anne Beaman 27545 NC

We	  must	  take	  an	  aggressive	  stand	  to	  reneable	  energy	  sources	  and	  crack	  
down	  on	  corporate	  polution	  offender.	  The	  United	  States	  are	  the	  "bad	  
teenagers"	  on	  this	  planet	  and	  need	  learn	  from	  our	  European	  cousins	  who	  
have	  been	  using	  their	  land	  for	  over	  1000	  years	  and	  have	  learned	  a	  thing	  or	  
two.We've	  been	  taking	  our	  land	  for	  granted	  for	  over	  200	  yrs. 1/11/16	  9:35

Robert Cooper 28390 NC 1/11/16	  9:35
Catherine Blue 27701 NC We	  need	  to	  do	  something	  NOW! 1/11/16	  9:36

Elizabeth Outlaw 27231 NC
Please	  remember	  the	  ones	  who	  will	  come	  after	  us,	  and	  give	  them	  a	  change	  to	  
breath	  clean	  air,	  drink	  clean	  water	  and	  have	  a	  healthy	  and	  full	  life. 1/11/16	  9:36
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Andrew Ribner 27516 NC

Dear	  Governor,	  I	  really	  don't	  know	  any	  of	  the	  details	  in	  our	  State's	  proposed	  
energy	  plan.	  I	  don't	  follow	  politics	  and	  I	  don't	  WANT	  to	  follow	  politics.	  I	  voted	  
for	  you	  because	  you	  appeared	  to	  me	  to	  be	  someone	  who	  would	  do	  their	  best	  
to	  do	  right,	  as	  you	  saw	  the	  right.	  I	  think	  that's	  all	  any	  citizen	  can	  expect	  from	  
someone	  they	  elect	  to	  represent	  them.	  I'm	  writing	  this	  now..something	  very	  
much	  out	  of	  character	  for	  me...simply	  to	  let	  you	  know	  that	  I	  think	  the	  right	  
thing	  on	  this	  issue	  of	  energy	  is	  to	  make	  some	  provision	  for	  renewables...some	  
provision	  to	  encourage	  their	  development	  and	  use...a	  part	  of	  any	  North	  
Carolina	  energy	  plan.	  You	  may	  see	  it	  differently,	  but	  I	  wanted	  to	  let	  you	  know	  
what	  my	  view	  is.	  Thank	  you	  and	  good	  luck	  to	  you.	  -‐-‐Andrew	  Ribner 1/11/16	  9:37

Patricia Leighten 27516 NC 1/11/16	  9:37

Ann Bromberg 27312 NC
Being	  responsible	  for	  a	  better	  quality	  in	  our	  environment	  will	  add	  to	  our	  
quality	  of	  life	  and	  health.	  Be	  responsible. 1/11/16	  9:37

Carla Skuce 27606 NC 1/11/16	  9:38
Akheia Bowie 27616 NC 1/11/16	  9:39
Trevor Lewis 28704 NC 1/11/16	  9:39
Amy Armaw 28815 NC 1/11/16	  9:42
Kathy Jooss 27516 NC 1/11/16	  9:43
Susan Kern 27302 NC 1/11/16	  9:43
Arthur Hill 27705 NC 1/11/16	  9:44
Bree Kalb 27510 NC 1/11/16	  9:44
David Troutman 28401 NC 1/11/16	  9:45
Molly Meinhardt 28711 NC 1/11/16	  9:45
Janet Wrestler 27502 NC 1/11/16	  9:46
Roger Butler 27312 NC 1/11/16	  9:47

Charles Pettee 27516 NC
I	  am	  a	  native	  of	  western	  NC,	  and	  the	  father	  of	  two	  young	  men,	  one	  of	  whom	  
suffers	  from	  asthma,	  like	  so	  many	  of	  his	  contemporaries... 1/11/16	  9:48

Pat Moore 28207 NC People,	  not	  profit 1/11/16	  9:49

Dw Daniel 27525 NC

The	  EPA	  and	  haven't	  always	  been	  of	  the	  same	  mind	  and	  it	  may	  already	  be	  too	  
late,	  but	  that	  doesn't	  relieve	  us	  of	  the	  responsibility	  to	  at	  least	  TRY	  to	  slow	  
down	  global	  warming.	  Thank	  you...	  Wade 1/11/16	  9:49
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Sherrell Cuthbertson 28801 NC 1/11/16	  9:50
Claire Marsh 28725 NC 1/11/16	  9:50
Ninian Beall 27713 NC 1/11/16	  9:50
Ann c 27534 NC 1/11/16	  9:50
Karen Budd 28711 NC We	  need	  to	  make	  changes	  to	  protect	  and	  heal	  our	  environment. 1/11/16	  9:51
Alan Barnosky 27704 NC 1/11/16	  9:51

Rome Fontaine 27502 NC
Governor	  get	  you	  head	  out	  of	  the	  sand	  and	  act	  responsibly	  to	  protect	  the	  
environment.	  Your	  grandchildren	  will	  thank	  you	  for	  it. 1/11/16	  9:55

Thomas Jones 27545 NC Governor,	  let's	  get	  this	  done! 1/11/16	  9:55
DANIEL ATER 28803 NC We	  can't	  wait! 1/11/16	  9:56
Sarah Montgomery 27503 NC 1/11/16	  9:56
Bill Miller 27705 NC 1/11/16	  9:57
Kathleen Maloy 27103 NC 1/11/16	  9:57
Margie Mearns 27612 NC 1/11/16	  9:57
Mary Boone 76013 TX 1/11/16	  9:57

Kieta
Osteen-‐
Cochrane 28801 NC 1/11/16	  9:57

Kimberly Morris 27516 NC 1/11/16	  9:58
Sam Holcombe 27403 NC 1/11/16	  9:58
Susan Purcell 27510 NC 1/11/16	  9:58
Avery Hill 27455 NC 1/11/16	  10:00

Larry Smith-‐Black 28906 NC
This	  world	  was	  not	  a	  gift	  from	  our	  parents.	  It	  a	  loan	  from	  our	  children.	  We	  are	  
responsible	  for	  its	  condition	  when	  the	  time	  comes	  to	  pay	  it	  forward. 1/11/16	  10:01

Mary Walker 27603 NC 1/11/16	  10:01
Michelle Anderson 43205 OH 1/11/16	  10:02
Helen Harbett 27715 NC 1/11/16	  10:02

Scott	  A. Weir 27704 NC

Failure	  to	  acknowledge	  the	  existence,	  nature,	  and	  causes	  of	  global	  warming	  
can	  only	  be	  the	  result	  of	  willful	  ignorance:	  To	  pick	  and	  choose	  which	  long-‐
settled	  conclusions	  of	  scientific	  inquiry	  without	  the	  knowledge	  to	  challenge	  
them	  on	  their	  own	  terms	  is	  the	  height	  of	  arrogance	  and	  foolishness. 1/11/16	  10:03

Preya Shivdasani 27516 NC Be	  environmentally	  responsible 1/11/16	  10:04
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Mary Murchison 28203 NC

I	  urge	  you	  to	  support	  the	  EPA's	  limits	  on	  carbon	  pollution.	  Risking	  NC's	  clean	  
air	  and	  the	  health	  of	  it	  citizens,	  particularly	  our	  future	  generations,	  is	  not	  only	  
callous,	  it's	  bad	  policy. 1/11/16	  10:04

Josie McNeil 27712 NC 1/11/16	  10:05
James Corrigan 27560 NC 1/11/16	  10:05
Terry Vance 27517 NC 1/11/16	  10:05
Autumn Croft 28655 NC 1/11/16	  10:05
Robert Broad 27514 NC 1/11/16	  10:07
Meghan Prior 27106 NC 1/11/16	  10:07
David Osborne 27403 NC 1/11/16	  10:11
Kathy Nance 28139 NC 1/11/16	  10:11
Wendy Jacobs 27712 NC 1/11/16	  10:12
Mark Miller 27502 NC 1/11/16	  10:14
Michael Matthews 27587 NC 1/11/16	  10:14
James McNeil 28079 NC 1/11/16	  10:14
William Greene 27516 NC 1/11/16	  10:15
Mark	  and	  Lauren Hartman 27615 NC 1/11/16	  10:16
Frank Traganos 27312 NY 1/11/16	  10:16
Richard Babson 28420 NC 1/11/16	  10:17
August Jenkins 27712 NC 1/11/16	  10:18
Kathy MgGhinnis 27516 NC 1/11/16	  10:18
Owen O'Neill 28412 NC Remember	  that	  you	  work	  for	  the	  people	  and	  not	  Duke	  Energy. 1/11/16	  10:25
Michelle Bentley 28713 NC 1/11/16	  10:26
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Ann Kieffer 28806 NC

As	  a	  resident	  of	  North	  Carolina	  for	  the	  last	  46	  years,	  I	  urge	  you	  to	  participate	  
in	  submitting	  a	  NC	  Clean	  Power	  Plan	  that	  meets	  or	  surpasses	  federal	  carbon	  
pollution	  standards.	  North	  Carolina	  stands	  poised	  to	  be	  a	  national	  leader	  in	  
the	  transition	  from	  energy	  produced	  by	  fossil	  fuels	  to	  solar	  and	  wind	  energy.	  
Our	  state	  is	  already	  a	  leader	  in	  solar	  energy,	  and	  our	  coastal	  waters	  offer	  the	  
best	  potential	  for	  wind	  power	  production	  along	  the	  US	  Atlantic	  coastline.	  The	  
economic	  implications	  for	  these	  energy	  assets	  stand	  ready	  to	  pave	  the	  way	  
for	  transitioning	  toward	  a	  clean	  energy	  future	  in	  NC.	  Following	  the	  United	  
Nations	  Climate	  Talks	  in	  Paris,	  I	  strongly	  believe	  our	  country	  and	  its	  states	  
have	  a	  moral	  imperative	  to	  reduce	  our	  carbon	  emissions.	  I	  am	  encouraging	  
you	  to	  be	  a	  strong	  leader	  in	  the	  transition	  from	  fossil	  fuel	  produced	  energy	  to	  
clean	  alternative	  energy	  sources	  by	  submitting	  a	  Clean	  Energy	  Plan	  for	  North	  
Carolina	  that	  meets	  or	  surpasses	  federal	  carbon	  pollution	  standards	  for	  
power	  plants	  in	  the	  US. 1/11/16	  10:29

Jo	  Anne Anderson 28465 NC 1/11/16	  10:30
Gay Bulterman 27605 NC 1/11/16	  10:31

Jude Swanson 27103 NC
It's	  time	  we	  start	  to	  realize	  that	  long	  term	  preservation	  of	  our	  planet	  is	  more	  
important	  than	  short	  term	  economic	  gains 1/11/16	  10:31

Carol Sloan 27278 NC 1/11/16	  10:34
Scott Lovett 28214 NC 1/11/16	  10:34
Karen Cutright 28804 NC 1/11/16	  10:36
Yung Hung 27706 NC 1/11/16	  10:38

Charles Weant 28403 NC
we	  are	  the	  care-‐takers	  for	  the	  next	  generation-‐we	  must	  always	  keep	  that	  in	  
mind	  as	  we	  make	  decisions	  regarding	  our	  environmental	  future. 1/11/16	  10:38

Rosemary Rawlins 27959 NC 1/11/16	  10:39
Margi Erickson 28401 NC 1/11/16	  10:39

Susan Andreatta 27262 NC
We	  are	  doing	  our	  part	  by	  adding	  solar	  energy	  to	  our	  home.	  Will	  you	  do	  your	  
part?? 1/11/16	  10:40

Claire Secrist 27705 NC 1/11/16	  10:41
Jane Carter 28803 NC 1/11/16	  10:44
Andy Siaville 27539 NC 1/11/16	  10:45
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John Manuel 27707 NC

Let's	  promote	  our	  own	  natural	  resources,	  including	  sunlight	  and	  wind,	  to	  
provide	  jobs,	  protect	  the	  environment,	  and	  add	  to	  energy	  independence	  of	  
North	  Carolinians. 1/11/16	  10:45

Lewis Patrie 28803 NC
Don't	  all	  of	  us	  share	  concern	  for	  those	  we	  hope	  will	  exist	  beyond	  our	  
lifetimes? 1/11/16	  10:46

Eileen Hoyt 27312 NC PLEASE	  listen	  to	  the	  citizens! 1/11/16	  10:48
Barry Smith 28144 NC 1/11/16	  10:49
Gloria Fields 27106 NC 1/11/16	  10:50

Christine Westfeldt 28730 NC

It	  appears	  that	  we	  can	  no	  longer	  deny	  the	  effects	  of	  carbon	  pollution	  on	  our	  
environment,	  here	  in	  North	  Carolina	  and	  globally.	  I	  am	  most	  deeply	  
concerned	  about	  our	  children	  and	  grandchildren	  and	  the	  many	  
interdependent	  animal	  species	  that	  need	  certain	  weather	  conditions	  to	  thrive	  
and	  even	  just	  survive.	  Please	  act	  with	  a	  vision	  for	  our	  future. 1/11/16	  10:50

Jeff Alguire 27705 NC 1/11/16	  10:54
Mireille Sanchez 27518 NC 1/11/16	  10:55
Mary Boatwright 27705 NC 1/11/16	  10:56
Ann Rierson 27403 NC 1/11/16	  10:57
Bonnell Walker 28337 NC 1/11/16	  10:58
Robert McGahey 28714 NC Follow	  your	  conscience,	  not	  the	  political	  winds	  and	  your	  paymasters. 1/11/16	  10:59
Virginia Martin 28215 NC 1/11/16	  10:59
Claiborne Clark 27707 NC No	  fracking,	  no	  offshore	  drilling,	  no	  filth.	  Does	  NC	  deserve	  less? 1/11/16	  11:00
Brent Roberts 26614 NC Can't	  believe	  this	  is	  even	  a	  question	  this	  day	  and	  age! 1/11/16	  11:00
Janis Phillips 28405 NC 1/11/16	  11:02
Jeanne van	  Gemert 27517 NC 1/11/16	  11:05
Susan Stinson 27401 NC 1/11/16	  11:05
Mark Edwards 27858 NC 1/11/16	  11:06
Brian Gannon 27519 NC 1/11/16	  11:07

Sacha Porges 27712 NC
For	  our	  future,	  our	  children's	  and	  grandchildren's	  future,	  we	  must	  do	  all	  we	  
can	  to	  slow	  Global	  Warming	  -‐	  before	  it	  is	  too	  late! 1/11/16	  11:07

Bill Rinehart 27516 NC 1/11/16	  11:10
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Christina
Vonthronsoh
nhaus 28801 NC 1/11/16	  11:11

Joseph Causey 28480 NC

Stop	  with	  all	  the	  coal	  ash	  spills	  and	  covering	  for	  duke	  progress	  because	  you	  
worked	  there	  before.	  It's	  obvious	  that	  you	  are	  looking	  out	  for	  them	  as	  a	  
company	  and	  not	  the	  people	  of	  NC!	  Don't	  drill	  in	  our	  oceans,	  let's	  use	  wind	  
energy	  technology.	  It's	  2016	  get	  it	  together!! 1/11/16	  11:11

Janet Maker 90024 CA 1/11/16	  11:11
Philip Singer 27514 NC 1/11/16	  11:12
Rachael Wooten 27608 NC 1/11/16	  11:13

Rebecca Carina 27607 NC
On	  this	  and	  other	  issues,	  we	  are	  asking	  you	  to	  be	  the	  authentic	  statesman	  we	  
believe	  you	  can	  be. 1/11/16	  11:13

Ann Bailey 27514 NC please	  put	  renewable	  energy	  ahead	  of	  the	  short	  term	  fixes	  of	  coal/oil/gas 1/11/16	  11:13
Barbi Howe 27609 NC We	  need	  to	  act	  now	  to	  stop	  any	  further	  damage	  to	  our	  planet	  . 1/11/16	  11:16
Carol Henderson 27704 ND How	  can	  we	  lose	  by	  having	  cleaner	  air? 1/11/16	  11:17
Susan Moore 27707 NC 1/11/16	  11:23
Richard Perlungher 27534 NC 1/11/16	  11:27
Maxine Dalton 28743 NC 1/11/16	  11:27
Mirinda Kossoff 27312 NC 1/11/16	  11:28
Becky Morris 28146 NC 1/11/16	  11:29
R	  Lynn Coleman 27518 NC 1/11/16	  11:34
MaryJane Copeland 27312 NC RENEWABLE	  ENERGY	  NOW. 1/11/16	  11:36

L.M. Lonon 28607 NC
Switch	  to	  wind	  and	  solar!	  Duke	  Power	  doesn't	  deserve	  any	  more	  huge	  
profits!!! 1/11/16	  11:37

Joseph Harper 27410 NC 1/11/16	  11:38

Nancy Reid 27410 NC
Climate	  change	  is	  too	  great	  a	  risk	  to	  ignore.	  Please	  support	  the	  Clean	  Power	  
Plan. 1/11/16	  11:39

Mark Iwinski 27712 NC

Thank	  you	  for	  extending	  the	  solar	  tax	  incentive	  for	  this	  coming	  year	  despite	  
legislative	  desires	  to	  end	  it.	  Now	  please	  set	  the	  tone	  for	  the	  future	  and	  
commit	  to	  a	  clean	  energy	  future	  for	  North	  Carolina. 1/11/16	  11:40

Sieglinde Anderson 28730 NC 1/11/16	  11:42

Fred Lampe 27514 NC
We	  must	  transition	  off	  of	  using	  fossil	  fuel	  sources	  for	  energy	  production.	  The	  
future	  of	  the	  planet	  depends	  on	  this. 1/11/16	  11:46
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Virginia
Del	  Toro-‐
Ramirez 27705 NC 1/11/16	  11:47

O.C. Edwards 28787 NC 1/11/16	  11:48

John Callahan 28607 NC

Please	  start	  thinking	  of	  our	  children	  and	  grandchildren's	  future.	  The	  
Republican	  philosophy	  of	  supporting	  fossil	  fuels	  is	  not	  the	  best	  for	  our	  long	  
term	  future.	  John	  Callahan	  Geology	  Prof	  Emeritus	  ASU 1/11/16	  11:48

Renee Locks 94941 CA 1/11/16	  11:48

Sharon
Osika-‐
Michales 13152 NY 1/11/16	  11:52

Tina Kaminis 27377 NC
It	  is	  vitally	  important	  that	  we	  include	  alternative	  forms	  of	  generating	  power	  
into	  our	  overall	  energy	  plan. 1/11/16	  11:53

Barbara Terry 27312 NC 1/11/16	  11:54
Ryan Boudreaux 27587 NC 1/11/16	  11:57

Robbie Gregory 28270 NC

Governor	  McCrory	  this	  issue	  is	  not	  or	  rather	  should	  not	  be	  political	  it	  is	  all	  of	  
our	  air	  and	  water	  that	  we	  can	  all	  agree	  want	  as	  untainted	  as	  possible	  
therefore	  the	  voters	  are	  watching	  and	  listening	  to	  your	  actions	  on	  this	  
important	  issue.	  Perhaps	  NC's	  most	  important	  resource	  and	  attraction	  and	  
you've	  chosen	  to	  use	  it	  as	  a	  political	  football.	  Pat	  I	  know	  your	  mother	  taught	  
you	  better	  now	  go	  show	  it. 1/11/16	  12:01

Cris Benrimo 27513 NC
Please	  support	  YOUR	  environment	  and	  YOUR	  constituents.	  Just	  say	  "No"	  to	  
short-‐term	  profits	  and	  do	  the	  right	  thing.	  Thank	  you	  for	  listening. 1/11/16	  12:06

Nancy Rocamora 27707 NC
We	  must	  be	  good	  stewards	  of	  this	  planet,	  not	  just	  for	  for	  our	  own	  sakes,	  but	  
for	  the	  sake	  of	  our	  children's	  children. 1/11/16	  12:07

Deb Peckitt 27281 NC 1/11/16	  12:08
Alex Goldstein 28270 NC 1/11/16	  12:08
Cassandra Hillman 27571 NC 1/11/16	  12:14
Gustavo Sandoval 94403 CA 1/11/16	  12:16
Judy Fore 28711 NC 1/11/16	  12:19
Cynthia Weeks 28570 NC 1/11/16	  12:23
Valerie Owen 27612 NC 1/11/16	  12:24
Janice	  C Rosier 27605 NC 1/11/16	  12:27
Samantha Schipman 28227 NC 1/11/16	  12:29
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Martin Sledge 27408 NC
You	  must	  start	  acting	  to	  save	  the	  environment	  It's	  part	  of	  your	  job	  to	  help	  
protect	  NC	  residents	  and	  their	  children 1/11/16	  12:33

Abby Carey 27959 NC 1/11/16	  12:35
Melva Brown 27519 NC 1/11/16	  12:35
Mary Longstreth 28801 NC 1/11/16	  12:37

Marina Kaminis 27410 NC

I'm	  sure	  you	  are	  aware	  that	  strong	  action	  must	  be	  taken	  to	  provide	  alternate	  
forms	  of	  energy	  to	  protect	  our	  beautiful	  state.	  We	  need	  to	  let	  the	  country	  
know	  that	  we're	  standing	  with	  them	  for	  positive	  change. 1/11/16	  12:43

Barbara Hodik 28731 NC

Protecting	  businesses	  seems	  to	  be	  your	  major	  concern	  as	  Governor,	  but	  
that's	  short	  sighted	  and	  if	  major	  steps	  aren't	  taken	  to	  strengthen	  rather	  than	  
weaken	  environmental	  protection	  and	  healing,	  the	  businesses'	  short	  term	  
profits	  will	  pale	  as	  costs	  connected	  to	  the	  ruined	  environment	  wipe	  out	  any	  ill-‐
conceived	  short	  term	  gains. 1/11/16	  12:43

Tim Mc	  Gloin 27707 NC NC	  should	  take	  the	  lead	  in	  alternatives	  to	  fossil	  fuels,	  not	  obstruct	  them. 1/11/16	  12:44
Deborah Townsend 28701 NC 1/11/16	  12:47
Michael	  F Adams 28217 NC 1/11/16	  12:47
Anne Welsh 28711 NC 1/11/16	  12:49
Susan Pope 27949 NC 1/11/16	  12:52
Robert Stackman 28711 NC 1/11/16	  12:57
Anne Swindell 28557 NC Wind	  and	  solar	  power	  just	  make	  sense!!! 1/11/16	  12:58
Margaret Beck 48236 MI 1/11/16	  13:00
Steven Weaver 28226 NC 1/11/16	  13:02
Christine Chaplik 27298 NC We	  want	  solar	  and	  wind	  not	  contaminating	  fossil	  fuels! 1/11/16	  13:07
judith hazelton 05201 VT 1/11/16	  13:08
Eliane Urbanowicz 27518 NC Keep	  NC	  pristine	  as	  possible	  while	  still	  friendly	  to	  humans. 1/11/16	  13:14
Carole Schaefer 28806 NC 1/11/16	  13:14
Joe Spina 27519 NC 1/11/16	  13:19
Kim Adams 28782 NC 1/11/16	  13:21
John McDonald 07105 NJ 1/11/16	  13:23
Adria Vazqetelles 28104 NC 1/11/16	  13:26
Richard Jordan 28754 NC 1/11/16	  13:26
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Rebecca Hedlund 27705 NC 1/11/16	  13:26
A.	  G. Benson 28315 NC great	  grandchildren? 1/11/16	  13:28
Sean Damrel 27403 NC 1/11/16	  13:29
W Gregory 28768 NC 1/11/16	  13:30
noel parenti 27106 NC 1/11/16	  13:33
Johanna Grimes 27517 NC 1/11/16	  13:39
Lynn Stickel 28327 NC 1/11/16	  13:41
Mary Sayler 28226 NC 1/11/16	  13:48
Nell Whitlock 27615 NC 1/11/16	  13:49
Patricia Nielsen 28412 NC 1/11/16	  13:51
Naomi Lundahl 27514 NC 1/11/16	  13:54
Jim Moore 28037 NC Gov.	  you	  need	  to	  face	  reality	  and	  address	  climate	  change	  issues 1/11/16	  13:55
Frank Grice 28745 NC 1/11/16	  13:58
R.	  Ross Holloway 27510 NC 1/11/16	  14:00
Marty Landa 86351 AZ 1/11/16	  14:01
Satish Kumar 27519 NC Need	  clean	  energy 1/11/16	  14:01
Cavell Brownie 27607 NC 1/11/16	  14:03
David Siar 27410 NC 1/11/16	  14:05
Ed King 27312 NC 1/11/16	  14:13

Carol Cumbie 28787 NC

Please	  support	  this	  effort.	  Carbon	  pollution	  should	  not	  be	  seen	  as	  a	  political	  
issue;	  think	  of	  it	  as	  a	  health	  problem	  and	  an	  economic	  problem.	  NC	  needs	  to	  
work	  for	  a	  bright	  future	  for	  all	  citizens	  -‐	  the	  CPP	  is	  a	  good	  place	  to	  start. 1/11/16	  14:20

Jason Miller 28411 NC 1/11/16	  14:25
Hedwig Andres 27516 NC Save	  nature	  for	  our	  grandchildren 1/11/16	  14:27

Jean	  Ione Linker 27517 NC
Please	  listen	  to	  what	  the	  people	  want	  -‐	  this	  is	  our	  only	  planet!!	  Some	  lon-‐
term,	  unselfish	  thinking	  is	  order.	  Thank	  you!! 1/11/16	  14:31

Melissa PEDEN 27608 NC THIS	  IS	  THE	  FUTURE	  FOR	  ALL	  OF	  US,	  AS	  WELL	  AS	  THE	  EARTH! 1/11/16	  14:42
larry edington 49047 MI clean	  up	  your	  act 1/11/16	  15:00
Caroline Dyar 27510 NC 1/11/16	  15:03
Pam Timmons 27516 NC 1/11/16	  15:21
Geri Ingram 28711 NC 1/11/16	  15:23
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Michele Skeele 28739 NC 1/11/16	  15:25
Victoria Shea 27312 NC 1/11/16	  15:32
Chris Rains 28173 NC 1/11/16	  15:34
PATTI MONTELLA 28607 NC 1/11/16	  15:35
Bryna Pizzo 63128 MO 1/11/16	  15:36

Nancy McMurray 27712 NC

Solar	  and	  wind	  power	  should	  be	  encouraged	  by	  the	  NC	  State	  Government	  by	  
giving	  the	  industry	  an	  opportunity	  for	  growth	  equal	  to	  that	  afforded	  other	  
energy	  sources. 1/11/16	  15:38

Neil Infante 27278 NC 1/11/16	  15:55
Emily Nicholson 27516 NC 1/11/16	  15:58
Mary Edwards 28160 NC 1/11/16	  16:00
John Emerson 27701 NC 1/11/16	  16:01

Chris Medina 27377 NC
We	  need	  solar	  in	  NC	  and	  what	  we	  don't	  need	  is	  Duke	  Power	  controlling	  the	  
price	  of	  solar	  power	  in	  NC. 1/11/16	  16:01

Eleanor Underdown 28645 NC 1/11/16	  16:08
Aaron Johnson 27410 NC 1/11/16	  16:11
Paula Jay 27523 NC 1/11/16	  16:19
William Fore 28711 NC 1/11/16	  16:19

Bill West 27310 NC

Am	  I	  worried?	  Last	  year	  we	  sold	  our	  wonderful	  Wrightsville	  Beach	  home	  
because	  we	  fear	  that	  you	  and	  the	  legislature	  do	  not	  have	  the	  political	  
courage	  to	  reduce	  carbon	  pollution.	  Please,	  prove	  us	  wrong! 1/11/16	  16:30

Carolyn Pilgrim 28785 NC 1/11/16	  16:41
Ellen Lyle 28804 NC 1/11/16	  16:42
edwina labonte 27925 NC 1/11/16	  16:48
John Wagner 27312 NC 1/11/16	  16:49
Traci Hamilton 28210 NC 1/11/16	  16:58

Todd
Shapley-‐
Quinn 27516 NC

Let's	  keep	  NC	  one	  of	  the	  most	  beautiful	  states	  in	  the	  nation,	  no	  toxic	  zones	  
like	  Gary,	  Indiana. 1/11/16	  17:07

Suzan Williams 48103 MI 1/11/16	  17:11
Dennis Lamour 27511 NC 1/11/16	  17:18
Judy Allen 28586 NC 1/11/16	  17:27
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Jesse MacKenzie 27101 NC 1/11/16	  17:33
mary lee 28315 NC 1/11/16	  17:43
jennie holt 28211 NC 1/11/16	  17:48
Jan Ross 28778 NC 1/11/16	  17:49
Cullen Zimmerman 27516 NC 1/11/16	  17:53
Steve A 28052 NC 1/11/16	  17:58
Leah Schaefer 28401 NC 1/11/16	  17:58
Justin Mebane 28411 NC 1/11/16	  18:10
Susan Brody 28110 NC 1/11/16	  18:28
Helena Day 28103 NC 1/11/16	  18:28
Teresa Thornsley 27511 NC 1/11/16	  18:59
Ivette Griffin 27606 NC 1/11/16	  19:07
Mary	  Ann Hamm 27503 NC 1/11/16	  19:10
Kelly Shoffeitt 27587 NC 1/11/16	  19:34

Heather Gunn 28749 NC

The	  McCrory	  Administration	  has	  become	  a	  National	  Embarrassment.	  By	  
refusing	  to	  participate	  &	  being	  outright	  hostile	  to	  the	  EPA's	  Clean	  Power	  Plan,	  
Pat	  Mc	  Crory	  is	  actively	  hurting	  ALL	  North	  Carolina	  &	  US	  Citizens	  &	  is	  unfit	  to	  
be	  Governor	  of	  this	  State.	  We	  need	  a	  Governor	  who	  actually	  represents	  the	  
majority	  of	  our	  citizens	  Will	  to	  protect	  our	  Air,	  Water,	  Food	  &	  Natural	  
Resources...not	  one	  who	  actively	  exploits	  &	  promotes	  pollution	  of	  Our	  
Commons.	  We	  Cannot	  Wait	  for	  removal	  of	  Pat	  McCrory	  by	  Election...He	  has	  
caused	  too	  much	  harm	  to	  Our	  Citizens.	  IMPEACH	  RAT	  McCRORY	  NOW! 1/11/16	  19:35

Heather Gunn 28749 NC

The	  McCrory	  Administration	  has	  become	  a	  National	  Embarrassment.	  By	  
refusing	  to	  participate	  &	  being	  outright	  hostile	  to	  the	  EPA's	  Clean	  Power	  Plan,	  
Pat	  Mc	  Crory	  is	  actively	  hurting	  ALL	  North	  Carolina	  &	  US	  Citizens	  &	  is	  unfit	  to	  
be	  Governor	  of	  this	  State.	  We	  need	  a	  Governor	  who	  actually	  represents	  the	  
majority	  of	  our	  citizens	  Will	  to	  protect	  our	  Air,	  Water,	  Food	  &	  Natural	  
Resources...not	  one	  who	  actively	  exploits	  &	  promotes	  pollution	  of	  Our	  
Commons.	  We	  Cannot	  Wait	  for	  removal	  of	  Pat	  McCrory	  by	  Election...He	  has	  
caused	  too	  much	  harm	  to	  Our	  Citizens.	  IMPEACH	  RAT	  McCRORY	  NOW! 1/11/16	  19:35
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Heather Gunn 28749 NC

The	  McCrory	  Administration	  has	  become	  a	  National	  Embarrassment.	  By	  
refusing	  to	  participate	  &	  being	  outright	  hostile	  to	  the	  EPA's	  Clean	  Power	  Plan,	  
Pat	  Mc	  Crory	  is	  actively	  hurting	  ALL	  North	  Carolina	  &	  US	  Citizens	  &	  is	  unfit	  to	  
be	  Governor	  of	  this	  State.	  We	  need	  a	  Governor	  who	  actually	  represents	  the	  
majority	  of	  our	  citizens	  Will	  to	  protect	  our	  Air,	  Water,	  Food	  &	  Natural	  
Resources...not	  one	  who	  actively	  exploits	  &	  promotes	  pollution	  of	  Our	  
Commons.	  We	  Cannot	  Wait	  for	  removal	  of	  Pat	  McCrory	  by	  Election...He	  has	  
caused	  too	  much	  harm	  to	  Our	  Citizens.	  IMPEACH	  RAT	  McCRORY	  NOW! 1/11/16	  19:35

Heather Gunn 28749 NC

The	  McCrory	  Administration	  has	  become	  a	  National	  Embarrassment.	  By	  
refusing	  to	  participate	  &	  being	  outright	  hostile	  to	  the	  EPA's	  Clean	  Power	  Plan,	  
Pat	  Mc	  Crory	  is	  actively	  hurting	  ALL	  North	  Carolina	  &	  US	  Citizens	  &	  is	  unfit	  to	  
be	  Governor	  of	  this	  State.	  We	  need	  a	  Governor	  who	  actually	  represents	  the	  
majority	  of	  our	  citizens	  Will	  to	  protect	  our	  Air,	  Water,	  Food	  &	  Natural	  
Resources...not	  one	  who	  actively	  exploits	  &	  promotes	  pollution	  of	  Our	  
Commons.	  We	  Cannot	  Wait	  for	  removal	  of	  Pat	  McCrory	  by	  Election...He	  has	  
caused	  too	  much	  harm	  to	  Our	  Citizens.	  IMPEACH	  RAT	  McCRORY	  NOW! 1/11/16	  19:35

Heather Gunn 28749 NC

The	  McCrory	  Administration	  has	  become	  a	  National	  Embarrassment.	  By	  
refusing	  to	  participate	  &	  being	  outright	  hostile	  to	  the	  EPA's	  Clean	  Power	  Plan,	  
Pat	  Mc	  Crory	  is	  actively	  hurting	  ALL	  North	  Carolina	  &	  US	  Citizens	  &	  is	  unfit	  to	  
be	  Governor	  of	  this	  State.	  We	  need	  a	  Governor	  who	  actually	  represents	  the	  
majority	  of	  our	  citizens	  Will	  to	  protect	  our	  Air,	  Water,	  Food	  &	  Natural	  
Resources...not	  one	  who	  actively	  exploits	  &	  promotes	  pollution	  of	  Our	  
Commons.	  We	  Cannot	  Wait	  for	  removal	  of	  Pat	  McCrory	  by	  Election...He	  has	  
caused	  too	  much	  harm	  to	  Our	  Citizens.	  IMPEACH	  RAT	  McCRORY	  NOW! 1/11/16	  19:35

Martin Hollowell 27932 NC 1/11/16	  19:36
Rabbi	  Jonathan Freirich 28270 NC 1/11/16	  19:38

Christine Ganis 28387 NC

We	  are	  very	  disappointed	  to	  see	  the	  incentives	  go	  away	  regarding	  solar	  and	  
energy	  efficient	  appliances.	  We	  will	  continue	  to	  monitor	  what	  you	  do,	  not	  
just	  what	  you	  say. 1/11/16	  19:46

David	  &	  Carol Shelton 28020 NC
This	  has	  been	  a	  long	  time	  coming.	  It	  should	  have	  been	  a	  priority	  many	  years	  
ago.	  Better	  late	  than	  never. 1/11/16	  19:59

William Gillespie 27511 NC 1/11/16	  19:59
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Patricia Nazzaro 41091 KY 1/11/16	  20:03

Katherine Bale 27330 NC
We	  MUST	  lead	  the	  nation	  and	  use	  solar,	  wind	  and	  other	  power	  alternatives	  
to	  carbon	  fuels. 1/11/16	  20:06

Susan Kilzer 27517 NC 1/11/16	  20:29

Catherine Edalgo 28215 NC

Since	  not	  all	  North	  Carolinians	  accept	  the	  reality	  of	  climate	  change,	  consider	  
this:	  Duke	  Energy	  has	  gobbled	  up	  500	  West	  Va.	  mountain	  tops	  -‐	  and	  counting	  -‐	  
for	  coal.	  Each	  mountain	  top	  destroyed	  brought	  unthinkable	  devastation	  -‐	  loss	  
of	  habitat,	  un-‐fixable	  erosion	  nightmares,	  lives	  of	  nearby	  poor	  rural	  folk	  
ruined,	  living	  creeks	  deadened	  by	  endless	  mud	  and	  debris.	  (And	  Appalachia	  is	  
one	  of	  the	  most	  bio-‐diverse	  places	  in	  the	  world.)	  This	  destruction	  is	  no	  
theory,	  it	  has	  already	  happened	  and	  continues	  right	  now.	  How	  
unconscionable	  for	  us	  North	  Carolinians	  to	  continue	  to	  heedlessly	  shred	  our	  
beautiful	  planet	  to	  power	  our	  homes,	  computers,	  offices,	  and	  more,	  when	  
alternatives	  to	  coal	  do	  exist! 1/11/16	  20:29

Lisa Woolman 27517 NC

My	  family	  has	  an	  electric	  car	  and	  just	  spent	  $60,000	  on	  solar	  panels.	  We	  have	  
proven	  our	  commitment	  to	  the	  future	  of	  our	  state.	  I	  hope	  you	  can	  stand	  with	  
us. 1/11/16	  20:33

Jiangrui Lu 27516 NC 1/11/16	  20:36
Mehmet Bozkurt 27518 NC 1/11/16	  20:40

Richard Greene 28211 NC

Maybe	  you	  are	  a	  denier	  of	  global	  warming.	  If	  you	  change	  your	  mind,	  please	  
fight	  for	  a	  carbon	  tax,	  fight	  for	  alternative	  energy,	  like	  solar	  and	  wind.	  Fight	  
for	  legislation	  that	  encourages	  renewable	  energy	  development,	  even	  though	  
Duke	  and	  Exxon	  are	  dug	  in. 1/11/16	  20:43

Teresa West 27312 NC

Dear	  Governor	  McCrory,	  The	  time	  to	  act	  on	  climate	  change	  is	  now!	  Our	  
family	  did	  our	  part	  and	  invested	  in	  a	  20	  panel	  rooftop	  solar	  system	  I	  October	  
2014.	  I'm	  counting	  on	  you	  to	  do	  your	  part	  for	  our	  children,	  grandchildren	  (I	  
have	  3)	  and	  future	  generations.	  Thank	  you	  for	  your	  service.	  Sincerely,	  Teresa	  
West	  Pittsboro	  Nc 1/11/16	  20:47

Joanne Loktu 27609 NC Fracking	  is	  a	  terrible	  idea.	  Clean	  energy	  is	  the	  way	  to	  go! 1/11/16	  21:02
pamela woods 28731 NC 1/11/16	  21:18
Alexandria Huber 27514 NC Do	  the	  right	  thing 1/11/16	  21:18
Jenna Gallagher 28806 NC We	  need	  to	  be	  thinking	  long	  term. 1/11/16	  21:19
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michael wade 27510 NC 1/11/16	  21:22
Ellen Gutfleisch 53089 WI 1/11/16	  21:34
Angela Fetrat 28734 NC 1/11/16	  21:44
Sharon Garbutt 90027 CA 1/11/16	  21:58
RICHARD CURRY 28373 NC 1/11/16	  22:18
Linda May 27502 NC This	  panet	  is	  in	  serious	  troube.	  Do	  you	  really	  not	  care? 1/11/16	  22:39

Betty Thomas 27704 NC

We	  must	  act	  quickly	  to	  avert	  climate	  change.	  This	  is	  a	  Major	  threat	  to	  the	  
world	  as	  we	  now	  know	  it.	  It	  is	  our	  responsibility	  to	  leave	  the	  world	  a	  better	  
place	  for	  the	  next	  generations. 1/11/16	  22:42

Kevin Bobal 27613 NC 1/11/16	  23:19
Shannon Grimes 27604 NC 1/11/16	  23:55
Brandylyn Lemen 27705 NC 1/11/16	  23:59

Justin Hurley 27616 NC
Please	  think	  about	  your	  children,	  grandchildren	  and	  NC	  residents	  instead	  of	  
partisan	  politics. 1/12/16	  0:00

Joanna Clancy 28409 NC 1/12/16	  0:17
John Gilmore 27513 NC Do	  the	  right	  thing	  for	  NC,	  not	  for	  Duke	  Power,	  for	  once. 1/12/16	  0:40
Johnn Powell 28804 NC Great	  things	  will	  come	  from	  being	  the	  State	  in	  the	  forefront	  of	  the	  aiternte 1/12/16	  1:03
Johnn Powell 28804 NC 1/12/16	  1:03
Nancy Byrum 27107 NC 1/12/16	  2:37
Patrick Jean 28613 NC 1/12/16	  3:04
Annie Wei 04870 ot 1/12/16	  4:51

Meredith Green 28205 NC

We	  need	  this	  and	  it's	  the	  right	  thing	  to	  do.	  Sustainable	  economic	  prosperity	  
can't	  happen	  without	  a	  healthy	  environment,	  so	  please	  make	  progressive	  
climate	  policy	  a	  priority.	  Thank	  you,	  Meredith	  Green 1/12/16	  6:34

Judith Porter 28659 NC 1/12/16	  6:44
Donna Edwards 27608 NC 1/12/16	  6:54
Harley Miller 27340 NC 1/12/16	  8:47

Joanna Degraw 28594 NC

Governor	  McCory	  Climate	  isn't	  just	  good	  for	  our	  enviroment,	  its	  our	  
responsibility.	  Please	  do	  the	  right	  thing	  to	  protect	  us	  against	  global	  warming.	  
Please	  represent	  the	  people	  and	  not	  greed! 1/12/16	  9:11

Pertti Veijalainen 22500 ot 1/12/16	  9:36
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George Nelson 27704 NC 1/12/16	  9:36
Stacey Lawless 27278 NC 1/12/16	  9:39
Emma Bogdan 27613 NC 1/12/16	  9:57

Cathy Shoemaker 27514 NC
Our	  great	  state	  deserves	  better	  than	  this	  subpar	  plan.	  Wind	  and	  solar	  options	  
must	  also	  be	  included. 1/12/16	  9:58

Vicky Patton 27705 NC 1/12/16	  10:02

Kelder Monar 28779 NC
A	  true	  conservative	  aims	  to	  conserve	  the	  natural	  world	  around	  him,	  in	  
addition	  to	  his	  cultural	  heritage. 1/12/16	  10:09

Kenneth Daniel 27707 NC 1/12/16	  10:27
Madeline Baker 27253 NC 1/12/16	  10:36
Lauren Powell 28806 NC 1/12/16	  10:41
Lissa Pierson 27808 NC 1/12/16	  10:51
Ben Barnard 27403 NC 1/12/16	  13:03
Becky Brookshire 28753 NC 1/12/16	  13:52
Andrew Pettifor 27514 NC 1/12/16	  14:45
Alison Clay	  Smith 27517 NC 1/12/16	  15:09
Jody Guokas 28806 NC 1/12/16	  15:10
Bob Griffin 28449 NC 1/12/16	  15:14
Anette Stauske 21035 MD 1/12/16	  15:20
Deb Carr 27523 NC 1/12/16	  16:00
Ann Prince 27516 NC 1/12/16	  16:41
evelyn carter 28803 NC 1/12/16	  17:07
Marilyn Brown 28105 NC 1/12/16	  17:07
Sam Hess 28805 NC 1/12/16	  17:27
Christopher Marlow 27617 NC 1/12/16	  18:15
Jon Doyle 27612 NC 1/12/16	  19:50
Donna Wheeler 28731 NC 1/12/16	  20:17
Kimberly Lillig 27612 NC 1/12/16	  21:39
pat still 27610 NC 1/12/16	  22:23
C.	  Warren Pope 28803 NC 1/12/16	  23:11
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ellen buck 27502 NC

Mental	  Health,	  the	  environment,	  health	  care,	  medicaid	  ALL	  need	  funding	  and	  
your	  support.	  STOP	  handing	  subsidies	  to	  your	  corporate	  friends	  and	  support	  
the	  NC	  people. 1/13/16	  0:05

James Smith 27615 NC 1/13/16	  6:54
Linda Wesse 28105 NC 1/13/16	  10:56
Kathleen Kilmer 28906 NC 1/13/16	  13:47
Caleb Laieski 22305 VA 1/13/16	  16:29

Alaina Norzagaray 27513 NC
I	  think	  that	  by	  investing	  in	  sustainable	  practices,	  not	  only	  the	  energy	  sector	  
but	  also	  the	  entire	  state	  will	  benefit	  economically. 1/13/16	  16:49

Geri Ingram 28711 NC 1/13/16	  19:54
Margaret Cash 27712 NC Let's	  don't	  wait	  'Til	  it's	  tooooo	  late 1/13/16	  20:26
Cathy Nieman 28787 NC 1/13/16	  20:52
Harry Petrequin 28711 NC 1/13/16	  21:37
Nancie Phillips 28209 NC 1/13/16	  21:37

Robyn Edwards 27525 NC

Oklahoma	  had	  70	  earthquakes	  in	  one	  week.	  One	  week.	  Oklahoma	  
experienced	  585	  magnitude	  3+	  earthquakes	  in	  2014	  compared	  to	  109	  events	  
recorded	  in	  2013.	  How	  can	  you	  be	  so	  blind,	  so	  greedy?	  At	  this	  point,	  it	  
doesn't	  even	  need	  science	  to	  back	  it	  up,	  just	  common	  sense	  &	  an	  ability	  to	  
reason	  logically.	  By	  the	  time	  your	  grandchildren	  are	  grown,	  I	  predict	  they	  will	  
be	  ashamed	  to	  be	  associated	  with	  your	  history	  governing	  this	  state	  &	  how	  
you	  will	  become	  infamously	  known	  as	  the	  man	  who	  brought	  daily	  
earthquakes	  to	  NC.	  It	  will	  be	  forever	  synonymous	  with	  your	  name. 1/14/16	  9:37

John Gray 28806 NC 1/14/16	  10:44

Ruth Baker 27514 NC
I	  do	  so	  wish	  you	  would	  move	  boldly	  into	  the	  21st	  century	  instead	  of	  trying	  to	  
recreate	  the	  past.	  Act	  instead	  of	  react. 1/14/16	  11:27
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SOUTHERN E NVIRONM E NTAL L AW CE NT E R 

Telepl1one 919-967-1450 

VIA E-MAIL AND U.S. MAIL 

Joelle Burleson 
Rules Branch Supervisor 
Division of Air Quality 

601 WEST ROSEMARY STREET. SUITE 220 
CHAPEL HILL. NC 27516-2356 

December 16, 2015 

NC Department of Environmental Quality 
1641 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, NC 27699 
Joelle. burleson@ncdenr.gov 

Facsimile 919-929-9421 

Re: Extension to submit comments on the proposed "Standards of Performance for 
Existing Electric Utility Generating Units under Clean Air Act Section lll(d)" 

Dear Ms. Burleson: 

The Southern Environmental Law Center ("SELC") hereby respectfully requests a 30-day 
extension to submit comments on the proposed rules "Standards of Performance for Existing 
Electric Utility Generating Units under Clean Air Act Section 11 l(d)," proposed for adoption at 
15A NCAC 02D .2700 to .2705. As you are aware, the North Carolina Environmental 
Management Commission ("EMC") has noticed the above-referenced rules for public comment 
and has established a deadline of January 15, 2015 for written comments. In light of delay by the 
North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality ("NCDEQ") in responding to our public 
records request, as described in more detail below, SELC will be unable to submit meaningful 
comments by that date_ Accordingly, we request that our comments be accepted and deemed 
timely submitted if they are received by February 15, 2016. 

We believe the requested extension is warranted for the following reasons: 

• SELC submitted a public records request to NCDEQ on November 11, 2015 
requesting records related to NCDEQ's development of the proposed rules 
referenced above. Our request was submitted promptly after the EMC voted to send 
the rules to public comment-in fact, it was submitted two days prior to our receipt 
of your November 13, 2015 email transmitting the public notice to air quality 
stakeholders. 

• The proposed rules are complex and implicate matters important to North Carolina 
citizens, and the records we have requested are essential to thorough, meaningful and 
substantive comments on the proposed rules. Moreover, the proposed rules are 
purportedly intended to comply with the federal Clean Power Plan rule ("CPP") 

Charlottesville • Chapel Hill • Atlanta • Asheville • Birmingham • Charleston • Nashville • Richmond • Washington. DC 
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promulgated by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, which specifically 
requires robust public participation in state processes that implement the CPP. 

• As of the date of this letter, we have 30 days to prepare our comments on the 
proposed rules, yet have not received any records in response to our request. Based 
on emails exchanged with the Public Information Officer at NCDEQ, Jamie Kritzer, 
it is our understanding that the records will not be produced until late December. If 
the records are not produced until Mr. Kritzer's anticipated production date, SELC's 
ability to understand the basis for DEQ's proposed rules and formulate informed 
comments will be severely hampered. An extension of the comment period is 
therefore necessary to ensure adequate opportunity to review the records as we 
prepare our comments. 

Thank you for your consideration of this request. 

Sincerely, 

Nadia Luhr 
Associate Attorney 

Attachments: 11-11-2015 Public Records Request 
12-07-2015 Email to Kritzer re: extension 

cc (via email): Charles Carter, EMC 
Jamie Kritzer, Public Information Officer, NCDEQ 

2 
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ATTACHMENT A 

11-11-2015 Public Records Request to NCDEQ 
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SOUTHER N E NVIRONMENTAL LAW CENTER 

Telephone 919-967-1450 

VIA E-MAIL AND U.S. MAIL 

Jamie Kritzer 
Public Information Officer 

601 WEST ROSEMARY STREET. SUITE 220 
CHAPEL HILL, NC 27516-2356 

November 11, 2015 

North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality 
21 7 West Jones Street 
Raleigh, NC 27603 
Jamie.kritzer@ncdenr.gov 

Re: Public Records Reguest - Clean Power Plan 

Dear Mr. Kritzer: 

Facsimile 919-929-9421 

Pursuant to North Carolina public records law, N.C. GEN. STAT.§§ 132-1to132-10, the 
Southern Environmental Law Center ("SELC") respectfully requests to inspect all records in the 
possession or control of the North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality ("NCDEQ") 
related to the federal Clean Power Plan and NCDEQ's development of the draft rule "Standards 
of Performance for Existing Electric Utility Generating Units under Clean Air Act Section 
111 ( d)," proposed for adoption at l 5A NCAC 02D .2700 to .2705, from June 18, 2014 to the 
present. 

This request shall include: 

1. all documents and data that NCDEQ relied upon in developing the draft rule referenced 
above, including, but not limited to, documents and data that NCDEQ received from 
Duke Energy and other outside entities; 

2. all internal NCDEQ communications concerning the federal Clean Power Plan and the 
draft rule referenced above; and 

3. all external communications concerning the federal Clean Power Plan and the draft rule 
referenced above, including, but not limited to, communications with North Carolina 
agencies, boards and commissions, the North Carolina Governor's office, Duke Energy. 
other stakeholders and members of the public. 

As used in this letter, the term "public records" or "documents" includes all written, 
printed, recorded, or electronic materials, communications, correspondence, memoranda, 
notations, copies, diagrams, charts, tables, spreadsheets, formulas, directives, observations, 
impressions, drafts, contracts, letters, messages, e-mails, deleted e-mails, text messages, and mail 
in the possession, custody, or control ofNCDEQ. N.C. GEN. STAT.§ 132-l. Please provide 
access to any electronic records, including electronic mail, in their native file format. This 
request excludes all records publicly available on the NCDEQ website. 
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We request the opportunity to inspect, examine, and copy all public records identified 
above. SELC will copy the records itself, and will bring its own copying and/or scanning device 
to use during our inspection. 

Public records must be provided to a requestor "as promptly as possible" upon payment 
of any fees, which shall not exceed the actual cost of reproducing the public record. N.C. GEN. 

STAT. §§ 132-1, 132-6, 132-6.2. If you withhold any responsive information or documents, 
please provide an index describing each item withheld and explaining the statutory exception 
that you believe applies to justify withholding each document, in sufficient detail to allow us 
and/or a court to evaluate the application. In the event of deletions or redactions, we request that 
a reason be stated for each denial or pa1iial denial of access. 

Thank you in advance for your cooperation. We are available to inspect documents prior 
to any duplication and are willing to discuss other ways to facilitate the production of the 
requested public records. For example, we are willing to work with NCDEQ to narrow the list of 
record custodians and search terms responsive to our request. Please do not hesitate to contact 
me at 919-967-1450 or nluhr@selcnc.org to arrange for inspection, copying, and electronic 
transmission of the requested documents. 

Sincerely, 

Nadia L. Luhr 
Associate Attorney 

2 
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ATTACHMENT B 

12-07-2015 Email to Kritzer re: extension 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Hi Jamie, 

Nadia Luhr 
"Kritzer. Jamie" 
RE: Public Records Request - Clean Power Plan 
Monday, December 07, 2015 4:01:00 PM 
imaqe001.png 
imaqe002.png 
image003.png 

Thanks for the update. Given the upcoming January 15th deadline for comments on the proposed 

rule, we need to receive the documents as soon as possible. Please let me know if it will be possible 

to receive the documents this week. If not, we'll need to request an extension of the comment 

deadline to ensure that we'll have adequate opportunity to review the documents as we prepare 

our comments. 

Thanks, 

Nadia 

Nadia L. Luhr 

Associate Attorney 

Southern Environmental Law Center 

601 West Rosemary Street, Suite 220 

Chapel Hill, NC 27516 

T: 919-967-1450 I F: 919-929-9421 I Email: nluhr@selcnc.org 

This electronic message and any attached files are confidential and are intended solely for the use of 

the addressee(s) named above. This communication may contain material protected by attorney

client, work product or other privileges. 

From: Kritzer, Jamie [mailto:jamie.kritzer@ncdenr.gov] 
Sent: Monday, December 07, 2015 3: 10 PM 
To: Nadia Luhr 
Cc: Kritzer, Jamie 
Subject: RE: Public Records Request - Clean Power Plan 

Nadia, 

Sorry for the delayed response. I've been on leave since Thanksgiving. 

I just checked with staff in the Division of Air Quality and the General Counsel's Office. The short 

answer is this: staff in DAQ who have been identified as possibly having records relevant to your 

request are pulling those together and placing them in a folder, where our General Counsel's Office 

can review th em for privileged information. Once the records have been vetted, the General 

Counsel's Office will place the public records on a hard drive and we will alert you so SELC can come 

by and make copies for free. 
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I'm told the records should be ready for your review in about 2-3 weeks. 

Jamie Kritzer 
Public information officer 
N.C. Department of Environmental Quality 

919 707 8602 office 
919 218 5935 mobile 
Jamie.Kritzer@ncdenr.gov 

217 West Jones Street 
1601 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, NC 27699 

-- ~....-Nothiny Compares ...... 

Email correspondence to and from this address is subject to the 
North Carolina Public Records Law and may be disclosed to third parties. 

From: Nadia Luhr [mailto:nadialuhr@selcnc.org] 

Sent: Monday, December 07, 2015 2:17 PM 

To: Kritzer, Jamie <jamie.kritzer@ncdenr.gov> 

Subject: RE: Public Records Request - Clean Power Plan 

Hi Jamie, 

I hope you had a great weekend. I wanted to check in for a status update on our Public Records 

·Request related to the Clean Power Plan. 

Thank you, 

Nadia 

From: Nadia Luhr 
Sent: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:20 AM 
To: 'Kritzer, Jamie' 
Subject: RE: Public Records Request - Clean Power Plan 

Hi Jamie, 

I wanted to check in to see if you have an expected date for completion of the Public Records 

Request. Please let me know if there's anything we can do to help facilitate production. 
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Thanks, and I hope you had a great Thanksgiving holiday, 

Nadia 

Nadia L. Luhr 
Associate Attorney 

Southern Environmental Law Center 

601 West Rosemary Street, Suite 220 

Chapel Hill, NC 27516 

T: 919-967-1450 I F: 919-929-9421 I Email: nluhr@selcnc.org 

This electronic message and any attached files are confidential and are intended solely for the use of 

the addressee(s) named above. This communication may contain material protected by attorney

client, work product or other privileges. 

From: Kritzer, Jamie [mailto:jamie.kritzer@ncdenr.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:39 AM 
To: Nadia Luhr 
Subject: RE: Public Records Request - Clean Power Plan 

Nadia, 

Thank you. I'll let you know how things are progressing. 

Jamie Kritzer 
Public information officer 
N.C. Department of Environmental Quality 

919 707-8602 office 
919 218-5935 mobile 
Jamie.Kritzer@ncdenr gov 

217 West Jones Street 
1601 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, NC 27699 

····.::~ .... ·Nothing Compare'.' --~ ..... 

Email correspondence to and from this address is subject to the 
North Carolina Public Records Law and may be disclosed to t/Jird parties. 

From: Nadia Luhr [mailto:nadialuhr@selcnc.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:37 AM 
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To: Kritzer, Jamie <jamie.kritzer@ncdenr.gov> 

Subject: RE: Public Records Request - Clean Power Plan 

Absolutely - the date range is between June 18, 2014 and the date of the request, November 11, 

2015. 

Thank you, 

Nadia 

Nadia L. Luhr 

Associate Attorney 

Southern Environmental Law Center 

601 West Rosemary Street, Suite 220 

Chapel Hill, NC 27516 

T: 919-967-1450 I F: 919-929-9421 I Email: nluhr@selcnc.org 

This electronic message and any attached files are confidential and are intended solely for the use of 

the addressee(s) named above. This communication may contain material protected by attorney

client, work product or other privileges. 

From: Kritzer1 Jamie [mailto:jamie.kritzer@ncdenr.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday1 November 181 2015 10:30 AM 
To: Nadia Luhr 
Subject: RE: Public Records Request - Clean Power Plan 

Nadia, 

Sorry for the delay in my response. I've forwarded your request on to all the staff we can think of 

who might have records responsive to your request. Can you provide me with the specific dates you 

would like us to search? 

Thank you. 

Jamie Kritzer 
Public information officer 
N.C. Department of Environmental Quality 

919 707-8602 office 
919 218-5935 mobile 
Jamie.Kritzer@ncdenr.gov 

217 West Jones Street 
1601 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, NC 27699 
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Email correspondence to and from this address is subject to the 
North Carolina Public Records Law and may be disclosed to third parties. 

From: Nadia Luhr [mailto:nadialuhr@selcnc.org] 

Sent: Thursday, November 12, 2015 11:57 AM 

To: Kritzer, Jamie <jamie.kritzer@ncdenr.gov> 

Subject: RE: Public Records Request - Clean Power Plan 

Hi Mr. Kritzer, 

Thank you for your response! 

In response to your second email, we do not currently have any similar requests with other staff in 

DEQ. 

In response to your first question below, would it be possible for you to provide a list of individuals 

who may have custody of relevant records? We're happy to help narrow the list if possible. 

With respect to timing, we would request a response by December 2nd. We're available to copy the 

records in person if that helps facilitate production of the requested records. 

Thank you, and please don't hesitate to contact me with any additional questions. 

Nadia 

Nadia L. Luhr 

Associate Attorney 

Southern Environmental Law Center 

601 West Rosemary Street, Suite 220 

Chapel Hill, NC 27516 

T: 919-967-1450 I F: 919-929-9421 I Email: nluhr@selcnc.org 

This electronic message and any attached files are confidential and are intended solely for the use of 

the addressee(s) named above. This communication may contain material protected by attorney

client, work product or other privileges. 
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From: Kritzer, Jamie [mailto:jamie.kritzer@ncdenr.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, November 12, 2015 10:27 AM 
To: Nadia Luhr 
Cc: Kritzer, Jamie 
Subject: RE: Public Records Request - Clean Power Plan 

Nadia, 

Sorry for the delay in responding to your public records request. I was out of the office yesterday 

during the Veteran's Day holiday. 

I have a few requests that will help me better fulfill your request. 

First, if possible, can you provide me with specific names of people whose records you would 

like to inspect? 

Also, do you have a timeline for your request? 

When I've heard from you, I will start working getting the appropriate documents ready for your 

review. 

Thank you. 

Jamie Kritzer 
Public information officer 
N.C. Department of Environmental Quality 

919 707-8602 office 
919 218-5935 mobile 
Jamie.Kritzer@ncdenr goy 

217 West Jones Street 
1601 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, NC 27699 

• Notlunq Como .. 1n·~ 

Email correspondence lo and from this address is subject to tl7e 
Noith Carolina Public Records Law and may be disclosed to third parties. 

From: Nadia Luhr [mailto·nadia luhr@selcnc.org] 

Sent: Wednesday, November 11, 2015 1:36 PM 

To: Kritzer, Jamie <jamie.kritzer@ncdenr.gov> 

Subject : Public Records Request - Clean Power Plan 
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Dear Mr. Kritzer, 

Please find attached a public records request concerning the federal Clean Power Plan and NCDEQ's 

development of the draft rule "Standards of Performance for Existing Electric Ut ility Generating 

Units under Clean Air Act Section 111(d)." 

Thank you, 

Nadia Luh r 

Nadia L. Luhr 

Associate Attorney 

Southern Environmental Law Center 

601 West Rosemary Street, Suite 220 

Chapel Hill, NC 27516 

T: 919-967-1450 I F: 919-929-9421 I Email: nluhr@selcnc.org 

This electronic message and any attached files are confidential and are intended solely for the use of 

the addressee(s} named above. This communication may contain material protected by attorney

cfient, work product or other privileges. 

V-359 A-449



V-360 A-450



December 22, 2015 

Ann Prince 
9808 Leslie Drive 
Chapel Hill, NC 27516 

Ms. Joelle Burleson 
Division of Air Quality 
1641 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1641 

Pertaining To: 11 l(d) Draft Rule 

Dear Ms. Burleson and Staff of the Division of Air Quality and the Environmental Management 
Commission: 

I am writing to request that, in revising the state's Clean Power Plan, you make renewable energy, 
including wind and solar, an essential and strong component of the plan. Having attended the recent CPP 
hearing in Raleigh, I was impressed with t.lie range and scope of speakers, from teenagers to people in 
their 70s or 80s, from those protecting public health to those endorsing green and clean energy, from 
those wanting to protect our seashores from inundation and our forests from cycles of frequent fire and 
drought to those who believe that knowledgeable stewardship of the environment is a spiritual obligation. 
Yes, there were some voices in opposition to renewable energy, those who feared wind energy because it 
is unsightly or noisy, or those who believe climate science is a hoax. And those who fear renewable 
energy will need to have their fears addressed. But 90+% of the attendees believe climate change is real 
and that the Clean Power Plans developed by the states are one of our last collective opportunities to 
prevent catastrophic global warming. This is the voice of North Carolina and it does represent the future 
of our children and our children's children. It needs to be heeded. 

As a former state government employee and a casualty of drastic and ill-planned budget cuts, I recognize 
that you all, as state employees must labor under considerable constraint to truly represent sound 
scientific reasoning and deliberation. But any revisions of the Clean Power Plan MUST represent the 
BEST science. As a former biologist with state government, I know what global warming portends for 
the state's natural areas: more drought/forest fire ~md invasive species in our uplands and more saltwater 
inundation in our coastal communities, including complete loss of some of our state parks, wildlife 
refuges, and national estuarine research reserves 

While it is beneficial to make existing power plants as clean and efficient as possible, it is equally 
essential to fully invest in green energy and to provide incentives for citizens to develop and utilize these 
resources. Why tum away from a proven growth industry like solar or wind? It is not economically 
justifiable to do so, much less environmentally. Fracking is divisive in all ways ... .it fractures human 
communities and human health, it fragments natural areas, it is water-consumptive when we are water
limited, and it potentially disrupts geological stability. Why make this a keystone feature of our energy 
policy in North Carolina? Natural gas is a finite resource and one which comes at great cost. 

I sympathize with you all as state government employees at this crucial. and trying stage of North 
Carolina's energy policy development. But I urge you to NOT tum away from the challenge, to NOT 
accept anything less than producing the BEST Clean Power Plan necessary for Nort1i Carolina's future. 
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JANE C. WATSON, J.D., LL.M. 

Joelie Burleson 
Division of Air Quality 
1641 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, NC, 27699-1647 

ATTORNEY AT LAW 
514 Daniels Street #2.f/C' 

Raleigh, NC 27605 
(919) 559.3371 

RE: CLEAN POWER ORAL TESTIMONY SUBMITTED IN WRITTEN FORM 

I had to leave the hearing on December 16, 2015 before my number was called, and 
hence, I hereby submit it in writing. 

Please provide it to all who play a role in North Carolina's submission of a plan, 
including those who are involved in the filing of lawsuits to obstruct submission of 
such plans as have been requested by the federal government via EPA. 

Jane Watso~ 1%'8~ 
Attorney at Law. /, . 

/,J. /6//~ 
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MY NAME IS JANE WATSON, AND l'M HERE TO URGE YOU TO DO THE RIGHT THINGS- TO FIND THE 

PERSONAL COURAGE, BRAVERY OF HEART, AND STRENGTH OF CHARACTER TO DO THE RIGHT THINGS 

REGARDING THE STATE'S SUBMISSION OF ITS "CLEAN POWER PLAN". 

IN 2016, WHAT THE "CLEAN POWER PLAN" ASKS OF NC IS NOT NEARLY AS COMPLEX AS BEING ASKED 

HOW TO PUT A MAN ON THE MOON IN 1961! 

NC'S CAPITAL SITS IN A REGION ABUNDANT, NOT ONLY WITH POLITICIANS WHO COME HERE FROM ALL 

CORNERS OF THE STATE, BUT WITH HIGHLY EXPERIENCED AND EDUCATED BEINGS AND HI-TECH 

BRAINIACS, MANY OF WHOM ARE HERE TONIGHT. {I HOPE ALL OF YOU ARE AS IN AWE OF THAT FACT 

AS I HAVE BEEN AS A LISTENER, TONIGHT. AND, I MIGHT ADD THAT I THINK WE SHOULD BE AS PROUD 

OF, AND GIVE AS MUCH SWAY AND DISPLAY TO, OUR "GEEKS" AS WE DO OUR "JOCKS" IN NC.] 

HENCE, WERE NC TO SUBMIT A PROPOSED PLAN BENEATH ITS PROWESS, (AS MANY OF US THINK THE 

PRESENT ONE IS}, IT WOULD BE A SHAMEFUL EMBARRASSMENT IN THE PRESENT .•. AND QUITE 

POSSIBLY A CATASTROPHIC EMBARRASSMENT IN THE TOMORROW. 

I WOULD HOPE THAT THIS STATE WOULD RECOGNIZE THAT THESE YOUNG LIONS OF TODAY WERE/ARE 

BABES OF 911 AND HAVE SPENT A DECADE OF THEIR YOUNG LIVES IN THE SHADOWS OF WAR. LET US, 

NORTH CAROLINIANS, BE A PART OF A PLAN OF ACTION THAT CATAPULTS THEIR FUTURES TO CLEAN AIR 

AND SPACE (SAFE WATERS AND PRODUCTIVE SOIL) AS WERE OURS, THE BABES OF PEARL HARBOR AND 

WWII. 

YES, l'M THATVINTAGE ... AND I WANT TO PUT A UTILE INSTITUTIONAL MEMORY AND HISTORICAL 

PERSPECTIVE ON THIS TASK WHICH IS PUT BEFORE YOU. 

45 YEARS AGO, I WAS THE CHAIR OF THE Environment Coalition of Metropolitan Indianapolis WHICH 

GREW OUT OF A CONFERENCE OF THE LWV FOUNDATION, INVOLVING INDUSTRY, COMMERCE, LABOR, 

HEALTH, AND NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS. OUR FOCUS AND OUR LOBBYING WAS FOR THE 

SETTING OF AIR (AND WATER) QUALITY STANDARDS ... EPA'S FIRST HEAD WOULD ALSO BE NAMED 

(RUCKELSHAUS ALSO OF IN). 

AS TODAY, SO THEN, THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT TOOK THE LEAD, WAS A RICH SOURCE OF 

KNOWLEDGE AND INFORMATION, AND ASKED THE STATES TO SET STANDARDS. LIKEWISE, TODAY, AS 

THEN, THE POWER-GENERATION INDUSTRY WAS THE MOST POWERFUL •.. AND INTRANSIGENT ... 

SECTOR ... RESISTING, AT NEARLY EVERY TURN, THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THEN-AVAILABLE --AND 

EVEN 30-YEAR OLD -- TECHNOLOGIES TO LIMIT EMISSIONS OF CARBON AND SULPHUROUS 

COMPOUNDS. 

HERE WE ARE, 45 YEARS LATER, HAVING ESSENTIALLY THE SAME ARGUMENTS, STILL "STUDYING", STILL 

REFRAMING THE LANGUAGE OF PUBLIC CONVERSATION (£.G, "ACID RAIN"), TO AVOID REAL, POSITIVE 

ACTION. 
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• 

THIS IS NOT A QUESTION OF ROCKET- SCIENCE - THIS IS A QUESTION OF POLITICAL WILL - THE WILL TO 

ACCELERATE THE TECHNOLOGIES THAT WILL GIVE US TRULY CLEAN ENERGY, GOOD PUBLIC HEALTH, 

AND SPREAD GREAT WEALTH. 

SO, I CALL ON YOU TO ACT IN COLLABORATION WITH STAKEHOLDERS AND SIMILARLY-SITUATED, 

PROGRESSIVE STATES TO TAKE THOSE STATESMAN-LIKE ACTIONS THAT ARE NECESSARY TO PRESERVE 

AND PROTECT THIS BEAUTIFUL AND ABUNDANT EARTH WE CALL "THE OLD NORTH STATE" IN ''THE NEW 

SOUTH", ONE OF THE FIRST AND PROUDEST OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 

BE COURAGEOUS IN DOING ALL YOU CAN, WITH WHAT YOU HAVE, WHERE YOU ARE, AND 

BE STALWART IN DOING WHAT IS RIGHT FOR THE COUNTRY RATHER THAN WHAT IS ASKED OF YOU FOR 

PERSONAL, POLITICAL, OR CORPORATE GAIN. 

R YOUR LISTENING. 

J IGffe fa. ··c7Y1 
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Ms. Joelle Burleson 
Division of Air quality 
1641 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1641 
Re: 111( d) Draft rule of the Clean Air Act 

Gus Preschle 
7711 Lasater Road 
Clemmons, NC 27012 
January 5, 2016 

I am a residential electric customer in Forsyth and Iredell Counties. And by way of full disclosure, I also 

am a Duke Energy shareholder. I also have many family members in North Carolina who are very 

concerned about our energy future. And I have grandchildren who are not old enough to speak for 

themselves and their energy and environmental future. So, I want to emphasize the importance of a key 

element of the "all of the above" strategy- that of offshore wind energy. The technology has been 

proven in Europe over the past 2 decades and is just starting to be developed on the East Coast. If North 

Carolina is smart and aggressive, we can tap a clean, reliable, affordable energy resource. It will 

generate new businesses for our ports and manufacturing industry, and high paying jobs for our citizens; 

all without serious negative environmental impacts. The Governor, EMC, DEQ and our electric 

companies must work aggressively with the Bureau of Ocean Energy Management to make it happen 

quickly. This should be part of North Carolina's Clean Power Plan. 

Europe and Asia are already enjoying affordable, reliable and clean off-shore wind energy generation on 

a grand scale. In 2014, Europe connected 408 offshore wind turbines in nine wind farms and one 

demonstration project with a combined capacity totaling 1,483 MW. In the first six months of 2015, 

Europe connected 584 offshore wind turbines, with a combined capacity totaling 2.3 GW, approximately 

the generating capacity of the massive Belews Creek Power plant. Almost 3,000 offshore turbines are 

now installed and grid connected in 74 wind farms in 11 European countries. The offshore projects 

currently under construction will increase installed capacity to 10.9 GW. I refer you to the European 

Offshore Wind Energy Association report for more details. 

China already has 660 MW installed and they want to dominate the manufacturing market. In January of 

this year, China announced a national offshore wind development plan for 44 projects totaling 10.53GW 

in capacity. 

I am sure you already know that North Carolina has the greatest potential for offshore wind power along 

the eastern seaboard. We have sustained winds, a shallow continental shelf, good ports for support 

work, and according to BOEM's EIS hundreds of square miles free of major environmental impacts on 

fish, coral, birds and bats, and views. Yet states from Maine to Virginia will probably have wind turbines 

in production years ahead of us, unless you act now and decisively. Sure, the first 10 turbine would be 

expensive, the lOOth turbine would have everyone wondering why we didn't start sooner, and the SOOth 

turbine would have people, including shareholders like me, dancing in the streets at night under low 

cost electric lighting, free of those expensive law suits over air, water and other pollution like coal ash. 
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This dramatic cost drop is what we have experienced with solar energy and it is what we will see with 

wind energy if high goals and requirements are set now. 

The challenge falls to you bring North Carolina into the 21st century. This is not new technology. The 

advantages and risks are known. Now what we need is a forward thinking Clean Power Plan to bring it 

here. We have the intelligence, creativity, drive, and public interest to be world leaders. Let's take on 

that challenge and show that we still have what it takes to be the best at bringing clean, reliable and 

affordable offshore wind energy to the people and industry in this, the state with the best offshore wind 

potential on the east coast. 

Sincerely, 

August Preschle 

CC: Ms. Lynn Good, Duke Energy 
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November 16, 2015 

Joelle Burleson 
NC Division of Air Quality 
1641 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, NC 27699-1641 

Dear Mr. Burleson: 

Deborah Ginsberg 
522 Finley Street 

Durham, NC 27705 

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed 
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As 
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects 
and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working 
towards reducing our carbon emissions. 

I am very disappointed that Governor McCrory and your agency are 
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal 
req_uirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to 
fail," the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North 
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North 
Ca'.olina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing 
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state. 
Nothing about this makes sense. 

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North 
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean air. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
Deborah Ginsberg 
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Table V.4:  List of Commenters at Charlotte Hearing 

NAME REPRESENTING PAGE 
Steve Copulsky NC Chapter of Sierra Club V-370 
E. Winters Mabry V-371 
Max Stone Dogwood Alliance V-374 
Henry Fansler V-375 
Brian Kasher V-376 
LaNesha Wright Prosperity Unlimited V-377 
Richard Fireman Alliance for Energy Democracy V-378 
Roger Diedrich V-382 
David Underwood V-385 
Sally Kneidel V-386 
Calvin Cupini V-387 
Joel Olsen O2emc V-388 
Nancy Allison Holy Covenant United Church of Christ V-389 
Tata Ruast Water Furnace International – NCSEA member V-390 
Ken Kneidel V-391 
Beth Henry V-392 
Brian Magi UNC Charlotte V-393 
Eliza Laubach Appalachian Voices V-394 
Gautam Desert NC Warm/Green Peace V-395 
Lauren Gayre V-396 
Dr. Rodney Sadler Union Presbyterian Seminary/Justice Action 

Mobilization Network 
V-397 

Kevin Shinawlt V-398 
John Calhoun V-399 
Rex Foster V-400 
Jan Comer V-401 
Steve Rundall NAACP V-402 
Britten Cleveland NC Sierra Club V-403 
Jonathan Hudson Charlotte Gree Initiative V-404 
Susan McBride 60 Plus 
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NAME REPRESENTING PAGE 
Rich Greene Citizen’s Climate Lobby  
Jeff Botz  V-405 
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Clean Power Plan Hearing - Charlotte, December 16, 2015 
Statement from Steve Copulsky 

I'm Steve Copulsky, a Charlotte resident, and Chair of the North Carolina Chapter of the 
Sierra Club. 

Does anyone on this panel know how much of Germany's electricity comes from 
renewable energy? 

Germany receives over 25% of its electricity from renewable energy. On their best day 
this past summer, they reached a new high by obtaining 78% from renewables. They 
recognize the importance of solar and wind power. They know that renewable energy 
will ultimately lower their energy costs while reducing their health costs from air 
pollution. Are they better than us? Are we willing to let Germany and other countries 
take the lead over us by powering their economy with clean affordable renewable 
energy? Why are we fighting in North Carolina to simply maintain our renewable energy 
goal of reaching just 12.5%, five years from now? 

Does anyone on the panel know how much of the energy that the Apple Company uses 
at its data centers is renewable energy? The answer is 100%. Are companies like 
Apple, Walmart and Google turning to renewable energy simply because they're big 
believers in a cleaner environment? They know that renewable energy will lower their 
costs. 

Why is our Governor afraid to let North Carolina be competitive? Why is he against a 
Clean Power Plan that will significantly reduce carbon emissions, fight climate change 
and give us a healthier environment? This is our opportunity to do the right thing for our 
state. Please support a Clean Power Plan for North Carolina based on renewable 
energy and energy efficiency. 

Thank you. 

Steve Copulsky 
6614 Lynn Ave. 
Charlotte, NC 28226 
704-543-7 493 
scopulsky@mindspring.com 
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Statement from Max Stone, Dogwood Alliance, December 16, 2015 
DEQ Public Hearing on the NC SIP for the Clean Power Plan 

My name is Max Stone and I'm a recent graduate from UNC Asheville. During my time there, I was 
fortunate enough to receive an education that placed a great emphasis on our relationship with our 
surrounding ecosystem. Through this educational experience I, along with many of my peers, have come to 
realize how vital it is to protect our environment further degradation. I am here representing Dogwood 
Alliance, a nonprofit organization that advocates for protection of forests in the Southern US. We represent 
over 50,000 people with over 6,000 in NC. We are also part of a strong alliance of organizations in the region 
that represent hundreds of thousands of individuals. I am here because North Carolina has a unique 
opportunity to determine our state's clean energy future and if we squander that opportunity, the federal 
government will step in and determine that future instead. 

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. I respectfully request the consideration of my comments 
on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act: 

First, renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan. 
North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our 
zero-emission renewable energy successes (i.e. wind, solar}. 

Second, the state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community 
outreach and community involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. In doing so, 
North Carolina should reach out to NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by woody 
biomass facilities. 

Finally, if we don't create a state plan that adequately adheres to the rules set out by EPA, the Federal 
Plan will surely be implemented. Not only does this take away an opportunity for NC to protect its 
communities and businesses, it also open the door for forest-derived biomass to be burned. Dogwood 
Alliance is one of many groups, representing tens of millions of individuals, that have called on the EPA to 
exclude bioenergy from forests. 

North Carolina forests are a place where we hike, hunt, fish, camp, and enjoy the outdoors. They 
protect us from massive storms and prevent flooding. The federal implementation plan from the EPA 
proposes burning these very forests to achieve C02 emission reductions when, in reality, burning forests for 
fuel can be up to 2x as C02 intense as coal. The largest utility for our state, Duke Energy, has even rejected 
biomass as a viable alternative form of energy. 

We respectfully urge DEQ to create a Clean Power Plan that includes clean zero-emission energy, 
energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities. If we do so, we can exert state autonomy, craft a 
clean energy future for ourselves, employ North Carolinians in the clean energy economy, protect businesses 
and families, save our forests, and help mitigate the worst effects of climate change. 
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Comments for the Charlotte Clean Power Plan Public Hearing 

North Carolina needs the best Clean Power Plan of all the states. North Carolina does not 
need an fantasy economy fueled by petrol dollars. North Carolina does not need to 
waste time and money taking the EPA to court. 

An effective Clean Power Plan is essential in maintaining North Carolina's 
environmental quality of life, creating a robust economy, and to promote social justice. 

We need a clean power plan that will regulate carbon dioxide emissions just as we 
regulate mercury, arsenic, and particulates. 

The release of carbon dioxide contributed to climate change and that is recognized by the 
scientific community. Folks who will be most effected by climate change will be the 
folks least able to live with the effects of climate change. 

The true cast of coal is measured in mountain top removal, coal ash ponds, respiratory 
illnesses, and contaminated drinking water. Once again, the folks most likely to be 
effected are those who will be least able to deal with the consequences. 

Technology has closed the door on coal as a power generating fuel and opened the door 
to renewable energy production and the robust economy that they will bring. They will 
bring not just jobs, but careers and economic benefits to folks who need them most. 

Please do not let the Clean Power Plan become merely a political or ideological issue. 
Here is an opportunity to make North Carolina first in the state in clean energy 
production and a better life for all North Carolinians. 

Henry Fansler 
919 Williams Road 
Lewisville, NC 27023 
hbjfansler@windstream.net 
Home: 336-946-2786 
Mobile: 336-473-0283 
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December 16, 2015 

Environmental Management Commission 
State of North Carolina 

Clean Power Plan Hearing Testimony 

Thank you for the opportunity to critique the North Carolina DEQ plan for addressing the USEPA's 
Clean Power Plan requirements. My concerns are expressed as the father of Kamariah and Kyler 
both North Carolina children. I also speak as a former two time DEQ Secretary appointee to the 
North Carolina Environmental Stewardship Advisory Committee run out of DEQ. 

First, I want to compliment the work of DEQ, as the North Carolina plan is a good piece of work in 
terms of using proven technologies for the purpose of reducing carbons generated by the fossil fuel 
technologies of the past. However my concerns follow: 

First, the current Plan falls short in that it does nothing to position the people of North Carolina and 
Duke Energy as the recognized world leaders in the cleaner cheaper modern energy generation 
marketplace. For the Government of North Carolina to intentionally avoid the cue from the United 
States of America to incentivize and or promote clean fuel alternatives, the people of North Carolina 
will miss this prime opportunity for both the State and Duke Energy to be positioned as the World's 
leading champions of clean fuel alternatives in service to the people. 

Duke Energy has the resources, the technology and the marketplace to be the undeniable world 
leader establishing best practices and earning best in class status in clean energy generating while 
earning vast profits for it's shareholders, providing clean energy alternatives for the children of 
today and also for generations to come. 

The People of North Carolina do not want our Clean Energy Program effort exclusively focused on 
cleaning up old fashioned dirty fossil fuel energy generation when, we the people, have the 
opportunity to lead forward with cleaner cheaper energy alternatives. Cleaner is cheaper, cleaner is 
more healthy and cleaner is undeniably the future of energy generation. The people of North 
Carolina need our energy generation to be forward thinking and not clinging on to the paradigms of 
the past. 

Second, the people of North Carolina are not interested in DEQ legalistic gamesmanship challenging 
the authority of the United States of America's Clean Power Plan. We, the people say ... Let some 
other state spend their people's tax dollars to fight the clean power plan and let's use North 
Carolina's people money to move us forward together towards a cleaner, cheaper and more 
efficient energy future. 

The people of North Carolina find that it is paramount for our fiscal resources be used to establish 
our beautiful state as the world's leader in cleaner cheaper energy generation. The 
decisions of today ... your legacy .... will either make this happen for our children or bind us to 
continued addictions to old fossil fuel technologies. This is your legacy. 

In conclusion, John F. Kennedy said it best June 28th 1963 when he said, "The supreme reality of our 
time is our indivisibility as children of God and the common vulnerability of this planet." 

Respectfully, 

Brian Kasher 
613 Ashgrove Lane 
Charlotte, NC 28270 
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Good evening. 

My name is LaNesha Wright. 

I am the Program Manager at Prosperity Unlimited. Prosperity Unlimited is a nonprofit Community 

Development Corporation serving Cabarrus and Rowan counties since 1995. Our mission is to offer 

individuals the opportunity to realize their dreams by learning the skills necessary for home ownership, 

financial management and wealth creation. 

I am here this evening to ask you to make significant improvements to the current NC Clean Power Plan 

so that it will better serve the communities where we live and work. 

In the performance of our mission, we regularly help families facing financial hardship. A constant 

challenge these families face is the cost of their electric bills. In our experience, high electric bills 

represent a threat to the financial stability and well-being of low and moderate income families in 

Cabarrus and Rowan Counties. We also recognize that for the homeowners we work with, a lack of 

meaningful Energy Efficiency and Home Weatherization programs makes it very hard for low and 

moderate income homeowners to lower electric costs through Energy Efficiency. We need better 

Energy Efficiency programs that truly meet the needs of low income homeowners. 

We need a strong clean power plan that will utilize renewable energy resources such as wind and solar 

so that we can avoid the construction of costly new power plants; and we need aggressive Energy 

Efficiency programs that provide significant opportunities for low income homeowners to improve their 

properties. Through energy efficiency we can lower demand for electricity and thereby lower the 

amount of electricity that we need to produce. 

The current plan simply does not do enough to serve our communities, and I urge you to revise the plan 

so that it incorporates aggressive adoption of renewable energy and energy efficiency programs. 

Thank you for the opportunity to speak to you today. 
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Richard Fireman, Campaign Director, firepeople@main.nc.us (828) 206·8877 

The government in this Democracy was established to protect and 

promote the general welfare of the people, yet the North Carolina 

Department of Environmental Quality and state government currently 

plans to try to halt the necessary and inevitable transition from dirty to 

clean energy. This is a fool's strategy as the law, investment capital, 

and technological momentum are already in place to drive the 

renewable revolution forward. 

North Carolina has been a leader in the global energy transformation. 

From the Clean Smokestacks Act and Renewable Energy Portfolioto 

the Renewable Energy Tax Credits, North Carolina has led the South 

in this progress. Thousands of new jobs have been created and the 

health of our people has been protected. 

In the Western region, Duke Energy has started to pivot away from 

the traditional, centralized fossil fuel-based model into one that 

includes Demand Side Management, Energy Efficiency, Renewable 

Energy, [Storagej,_ .~rid c~~-~in.~~ H~~t an~ Pgyver. T~i~ Qi_~_~ri~~t~-~-. --- -- ---

energy approach is a great first step by the company and represents 

deeper shifts in their planning for the future . Duke is now partnering 

with the City of Asheville and other WNC stakeholders in a 

collaborative process to reduce demand in our region by 25 MW per 

year. In discussions with Duke executives, we have heard numerous 

www.allianceforenergydemocracy.org 

ce:um'"'1t. [Ell : Unclear. imi.lgme th1$ I 
refers tp, b~.tteries, but is there another way 
~o,aythi~ _ 
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Richard Fireman, Campaign Director, firepeople@majn.nc.us (828) 206-8877 

times that the company has made a decision NOT to fight the Clean 

Power Plan and is furthermore shifting its policies and planning to 

organize around the Plan's clean energy goals/strategie~. 

If the State continues on its obstructionist path, our neighbors in 

South Carolina, Virginia, Tennessee and Georgia will take 

competitive economic advantage and attract 21st Century, 

technologically sophisticated companies while North Carolina will be 

stuck in a losing court battle. The health of our citizens and the health 

of our economy will suffer. 

So it now seems foolishly paradoxical for the State to submit a plan 

that is clearly obstructionist to the full implementation of the Clean 

Power Plan and undermines the organizing principles that are now 

being implemented within Duke Energy. This is a landmark 

moment!! This is the moment when entities that have traditionally 

been at odds with each other are now in alignment. When the 

environmental community and Duke Energy can share common goals 

it is a Landmark moment. It is time for the State to go back to the 

drawing board and submit a plan that will be progressive and actually 

support the spirit of the Clean Power Plan. 

Democracy can work when the will of the citizens can align and 

support the desire for Duke Energy to do the right thing and shift its 

business model so it can become a profitable 21st century utility that 

supports an economically and ecologically sustainable future! 

www.allianceforenergydemocracy.org 
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Richard Fireman, Campaign Director, firepeople@main.nc.us (828) 206·8877 

Marc Jacobson, et at, 100% Clean and Renewable Wind, Water, and Sunlight (WWS) 
All-Sector Energy Roadmaps for 139 Countries of the World, August 2015, 
Atmosphere/Energy Program, Dept. ef Civil and Env. Engineering, Stanford Universiry 
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Richard Fireman, Campaign Director, firepeople@main.nc.us (828) 206-8877 
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Comments on the North Carolina Clean Power Plan December 16, 2015 

I am Roger Diedrich from Huntersville and I will identify myself as almost a grandfather for the first time. 

I expect this to be realized in a few weeks, and that new status is relevant because I don't want that 

child to be presented with a world that deteriorates before her young eyes. And that is what wm 

happen if the rest of the world acts like North Carolina with their current half-baked plan. There is so 

much more that is possible than your proposal calls for, it's embarrassing. Efficiency, solar and wind all 

are highly competitive technologies and if the Governor had a positive attitude they could be taken well 

beyond what the EPA standard calls for. He needs to believe in good old fashioned American ingenuity. 

Some critics of EPA standards have suggested that dean energy will drive up the cost of electricity, but I 

emphatically disagree. I spent 25 years as an analyst at the U.S Department of Energy (Energy 

Information Administration) and costs were a critical part of our considerations. Clean energy costs 

were trending down 10 years ago, and have accelerated dramatically since. Add to that the savings of 

health costs, another concern of citizens of all stripes. If one was interested in maintaining healthy air 

and water for our families, and had the option of dean energy or dirty energy, which should one 

choose? You would think even a politician could figure that out. 

Furthermore, dirty energy currently enjoys an unfair advantage on costs because of generous subsidies 

that have been built up over the years. There is no rational reason to continue subsidizing the 

production of mature energy sources such as coal, oil and gas. A report last year (excerpts attached) 

documented annual US subsidies of $5.1 billion for oil and gas exploration, and $26 million for coal 

exploration. Part of a proper Clean Power Plan would be to eliminate all fossil fuel subsidies. 

I urge the EMC and the Governor to drop their proposed shell of a plan, and make room for an open 

discussion aimed at preparing a meaningful! Clean Power Plan for North Carolina. Withdraw from 

participation in the frivolous lawsuit against the EPA standards. Let's be positive about what our state 

can do to protect the planet. 

Roger Diedrich 

10128 Vanguard Parkway, Huntersville, NC 28078 
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The fossil fuel bailout: 

G20 subsidies for oil, gas and coal exploration 

Elizabeth Bast, Shakuntala Makhijani, Sam Pickard and Shelagh Whitley 

November 2014 

t~~ltrd ~t~t~3 
The US is in the midst of an oil and gas production boom, 
driven by fracking and horizontal drilling technologies 
that have enabled the exploitation of vast shale reserves. 
As a result, the US is now the world's largest producer of 
both oil and gas, ahead of Saudi Arabia and Russia (Smith, 
2014). This rapid rise in oil and gas extraction has offset 
the decline in US coal mining over the past several years. 

The US Federal Government provides $5.1 billion each 
year in national subsidies for exploration, mostly through 
tax deductions for exploration expenditures and drilling 
and investment costs (OMB, 2014). Although President 
Obama has pledged to eliminate fossil fuel subsidies, 
his attempts to repeal of some of the most egregious tax 
breaks in every annual budget proposal submitted since he 
rook office have been rejected by Congress. The Obama 
Administration also champions the current oil and gas 
boom as the centerpiece of its 'All of the Above' energy 
strategy, which has been the major driver of the increase in 
fossil fuel subsidy values. 

From 2010 to 2013, the US Government provided an 
annual average of $1.4 billion in overseas public finance 
for fossil fuel exploration projects through the US Export
Import Bank (Exlm) and, to a much smaller extent, the 
Overseas Private Investment Corporation (OPIC) (Exlm, 
2014; OPIC, 2014). OPIC has implemented standards to 

reduce the GHG emissions of its project portfolio, resulting 
in far fewer fossil fuel projects compared to Exlm. Exlm 
financed $5.5 billion in fossil fuel exploration projects 
over the four-year period, compared to $54 million 
from OPIC. The current Congressional challenge to the 
Obama Administration's ban on overseas coal financing 
by the US government, and ro the OPIC GHG cap could 
undermine the limited progress that has been made to date 
on tackling public finance of fossil fuel exploration. The 
US also contribnted an annual average of $121 million to 

fossil fuel exploration projects from 2010 to 2013 through 
its shares in the \Vorld Bank Group, European Bank for 
Reconstruction and Development and Asian Development 

Bank, which range from 10.1 % to 22.8% depending on 
the institution. 

While details on subsidy amounts received by individual 
companies are considered confidential rax information in 
the US. the most active companies driving the US oil and 
gas expansion are likely to be benefitting the most from 
exploration subsidies. Large, MNCs play a central role in 
the US oil and gas industry. Exxon Mobil, ConocoPhillips 
(no longer an integrated company since it spun off its 
refining arm, Phillips 66, in 2012), Chevron and BP are all 
among the top 10 oil and gas producers, as well as reserves 
holders. :vJNCs have also led exploration spending in the 
US. Since 2009, Shell has consistently spent by far the 
most of any company on US exploration activities. Statoil, 
ConocoPhillips, BP and Chevron are other MNCs leading 
exploration spending in the country (Rystad Energy, 2014). 

Although often more limited in their global reach and 
with lesser name recognition, independent companies play 
a huge role in US oil and gas exploration. Chesapeake, 
Anadarko and Devon Energy are three of the five largest 
oil and gas reserves holders in the US. Independent 
companies are also among the most active in increasing 
their reserves through exploration activities. Five of the 
top 10 companies in terms of US exploration spending 
are independents: Pioneer Natural Resources, Newfield 
Exploration, Marathon Oil, Continental Resources and 
Anadarko (Rystad, 2014). The partial depletion allowance, 
which is one of the major US subsidies analysed in this 
report - valued at $900 million in 2013 - is available 
only to independent companies and allows them make 
tax deductions for large investment expenses such as 
exploration expenditures. 

Although rhe US coal industry is in decline, there are 
still four major coal companies that account for over half 
of the country's coal production: Peabody Energy, Arch 
Coal, Alpha Natural Resources and Cloud Peak Energy 
(U.S. EIA, 2012). These coal mining companies are likely 
the largest beneficiaries of the 'expensing of exploration 
and development costs' subsidy specifically for coal, valued 
at $26 million in 2013. 

http://priceofoil.org/content/uploads/2014/ll/G20-Fossil-Fuel-Baifout-Full.pdf 
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There is growing evidence that the world will not be able 
to avoid the worst impacts of climate change if countries 
continue to rely on fossil fuels for their energy needs. In 
particular, it is clear that we can only use a small percentage 
of proven fossil fuel reserves if global warming is to be held 
to 2°C. There are also strong indications that exploration for 
oil, gas and coal is getting more expensive, challenging, and 
linked to higher emissions, for declining returns. 

The scale at which G20 countries are subsidising the 
search for more oil, gas and coal - through national 
subsidies, investment by state-owned enterprises and public 
finance for exploration - is not consistent with agreed goals 
on the removal of fossil fuel subsidies or with agreed climate 
goals, and is increasingly uneconomic. 

Assuming that appropriate regulatory action is taken to 
limit climate change while protecting the poorest people, 
fossil fuel exploration projects now and into the future 
are not good financial investments. Current and future 
exploration projects will lose money as new resources must 
remain unused, jeopardising broader development goals by 
investing scarce resources in the development of assets that 
will end up 'stranded'. Recognising that current government 
support for exploration for oil, gas, and coal: 

• uses public resources in a way that hampers, rather than 
promotes, development for the world's poorest populations 

• is encouraging increasingly risky and uneconomic 
exploration activities by fossil fuel companies 

• commits the world to exceeding safe climate limits; 
• puts countries and companies at financial risk of 

stranded assets in a carbon-constrained world; this report 
recommends the following: 

An immediate end to goverrunent support for fossil fuel 
exploration, including: 

• amending government budgets and tax codes to ensure 
that budget and tax expenditures do not support fossil 
fuel exploration 

• identifying and ending direct government expenditures to 
state-owned enterprises for fossil fuel exploration, 

• ending bilateral finance to fossil fuel exploration, and 
• encouraging multilateral institutions to end finance for 

fossil fuel exploration. 

The adoption of a strict timeline for the phase-out 
of remaining fossil fuel subsidies for production and 
consumption, with country-specified measurable outcomes. 
Introducing greater transparency in budget reporting so that 
citizens and legislative bodies are aware of real spending on 
fossil fuel subsidies, including: 

• increasing transparency through a publicly disclosed, 
consistent reporting scheme for all national subsidies for 
fossil fuels 

• improving the transparency of reporting on investment in 
and finance for fossil fuels by state-owned enterprises and 
majority publicly-owned financial institutions 

• working within international institutions and processes, 
such as the OECD and the UNFCCC, to ensure that any 
existing incentives for fossil fuel production are eliminated 
and that no new incentives are established, and 

• establishing or identifying an international body to 
facilitate and support the reform of fossil fuel subsidies. 

• Transfer subsidies from exploration and other fossil fuel 
subsidies to support for the transition to low-carbon 
development and universal energy access. 

As this report shows, governments around the world 
continue to subsidise and finance efforts to find ever more 
oil, gas and coal - fuelling dangerous climate change with 
taxpayer dollars. Exploration subsidies bolster the fossil 
fuel industry, supporting the activities of oil, gas and coal 
companies that are both unsustainable and uneconomic. 

Despite broad agreement that fossil fuel subsidies 
are a problem, they have proven politically difficult to 
eliminate. Governments must be held accountable for the 
exploration subsidies highlighted in this report and the clear 
opportunities for reform. The G20 must lead by taking 
swift and decisive action to end public support to fossil fuel 
exploration. 

Phasing out such subsidies is a critical and necessary step 
to limit the impacts of climate change. Removing public 
support for fossil fuels would rebalance our energy systems, 
forcing the industry to operate on a more level playing field. 
Ending these subsidies will also free up scarce government 
resources for development needs and social goods. 

The fossil fuel bailout: 620 subsidies for oil, gas and caal exploration 63 
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I would like to request that our State Dept of Environmental Quality heed the call from the 

world's pre-eminent climate scientists regarding the urgent need to stop pouring carbon 

dioxide and other greenhouse gases into the earth's atmosphere, and to do everything in their 

power to reduce and eliminate carbon emissions from fossil fuel burning in our state as rapidly 

as possible using all available measures including improving efficiency at coal-burning power 

plants, shifting power generation from coal to natural gas, and most importantly expanding 

renewable energy alternatives, with the ultimate goal of phasing out fossil fuel power sources 

and transitioning to 100% renewable energy. I also request that DEQ stop playing political 

games and engaging in turf battles with the EPA, and instead to take seriously their 

responsibility to develop a comprehensive plan to achieve the carbon reduction targets that the 

EPA has set for our state. 

DEQ Secretary Donald Van der Va art has asked (rhetorically of course) "do you want 

Washington D.C. or North Carolina to control energy generation in our state?" My answer is 

that ifthe state DEQ does not intend to take responsibility for carbon emissions generated 

within its borders, then I want the federal EPA to do it for them. Climate change is an 

international problem, and it can only be addressed if each country, and locality acts 

responsibly. If my neighbor's children were irresponsibly riding their bicycles through my 

vegetable garden, yes, I would want their parents to step in and take control of them to stop 

the damage. 
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My dad, like myself, was a native North Carolinian. He used to always tell me NC 
was a great state, the best place in the world to live. I've spent my whole life 
trying to figure out why he would say that, wishing I could believe it. But I can't, 
not yet. 

NC is not a particularly safe or secure place to live, unless you're in the top 1% or 
a corporate executive or a government official. If you're none of those things, 
you can be sure that the state is not looking out for you. I mention that because 
it's relevant. The McCrory administration's Clean Power Plan is yet another 
example of that. It's a plan to take care of the corporations and government 
regulators who benefit from business-as-usual in the energy sector. 

While NC stalls and continues to ignore the urgency of climate change, the world 
moves closer to climate chaos. Heatwaves, droughts, flooding, the collapse of 
food systems and ecological systems, with much worse to come. 

I want NC to propose a plan for the future and for ordinary people, not for today's 
executives and their cronies. I want a plan that shuts down coal, minimizes or 
eliminates natural gas, and goes straight to renewables and energy efficiency. 
The EPA's Clean Power Plan has incentives that make it beneficial for us to do 
more energy efficiency, which would be cheaper than any method of making 
energy. We should be doing more energy efficiency on /ow-income housing, 

which is often poorly insulated and drafty. North Carolina's Clean Power Plan 
should include solar panels on low-income housing and on public housing which 
often has few trees around it. The cost of solar panels has dropped 80% in the 
last 5 years. 

I want to see a plan that includes fill of NC's people, including those with the 
fewest resources, those who will suffer most as our climate continues to 
destabilize, and includes those who already suffer from our prolonged and 
damaging reliance on fossil fuels. 

One thing that would make me proud of this state is a progressive Clean Power 
Plan, a plan designed to protect us and our world and save us from climate 
disaster. I know my dad would be proud of that too. And someday, my baby 
grandson will be, if not proud, then grateful. 
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Calvin Cupini 

My name is Calvin Cupini I am here to save the millennials and the next generation. I moved 
here five years ago to study the environmental science at UNC Charlotte where I am now. A 
field that is still a little new to have its own degree but it is a good disciplinarian so that’s why I 
chose to seek it out. I’d like to criticize however the EW and the utilities community. I feel their 
short sightedness in challenging the EPA at this time rather than going with the simpler option is 
wrong. In 2007 both the commission and the department laded the passage of the North Carolina 
renewables energy standard portfolio which in 2007 was a way of enticing investor owned 
utilities to increase their portfolio to 12.5% renewable by 2021. Now although the environmental 
groups who have spoken already would have liked a lot more from that there were a lot of great 
efforts that came from that piece of legislation. Coincidentally the exact same year Duke Energy 
popped up with its wing called Duke Renewables. Overall investing about $3 billion in portfolio 
increases and since then 4.72% of dividends have been yielded to their investors and since 2009 
their stock prices have doubled. I checked today and Duke’s website still brags about the jobs 
they have created with the construction of solar plants and wind farms. They brag about the 
profits they have from such investments. They brag about their investments going toward taxes 
and it’s the same ability they would provide for future generations. Our existing plan would fall 
under the EPA’s existing plan of special renewables which would provide economic incentive 
programs for states to get a head start on some of the programs that need to be completed by 
2021 given that we have already started those ahead of time. In 2007 without encroachment or 
enforcement by the EPA. I suggest we follow the plan and beef up our progress. That being said 
I’d like to quote something I found out in uptown Charlotte on a nice sculpture. “We did not 
inherit this land from our ancestor we borrow it from our children”. 
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Joel Olsen 

My name is Joel Olsen. I am the CEO of O2EMC. We are an independent power producer 
working in solar in North Carolina. I grew up here in Charlotte, graduated from Myers Park, and 
went to UNC Chapel Hill. I spent 16 years abroad first in Japan and then in Europe. First in 
Japan I saw clean energy start to emerge as a necessity on an island nation that had no other 
resources. Then in Europe I saw it emerge as a business opportunity. And I waited a long time to 
see North Carolina my home state adopt legislation that would allow the private sector to invest 
in the market so as a business I am very focused on transaction cost. A lot of those cost come 
from legal cost, closing a deal or fighting a law suit. So when I look at the clean power plan I 
look at the numbers and in NC today we sell about 125,000 gw hours of electricity to our state. 
Now 40% of that is generated by nuclear and that is clean. 60% is left that means 75,000 gw are 
generated by fossil fuels. Now if we have to reduce the emissions of those fossil fuel plants that 
means we only have to reduce 30% of 75,000 gwh which is almost 23,000 gwh. That’s it. Now 
look at what is in place today. A gentleman here mentioned the renewable energy requirement 
set in place by bipartisan legislation in 2007 that would get us to about 16000 gwh worth of clean 
electricity. So of the 23,000 homes we are covering just by legislation already in place. If we 
look at the conversion we had of our coal plant to natural gas we about 3gwatt of our coal fleet 
converted to natural gas already since 2005. Which will add about another 7,000 gwh and that’s 
if we do nothing. 16000 plus 17000gwh of clean electricity that would replace the electricity 
generated by our fossil fuel fleet. So by doing nothing else and allowing businesses as usual we 
will exceed the clean power plan requirement. So if we just look at and try to fight block one 
which your department has said   will reduce emissions by 4 % we can meet the requirement. It’s 
kind of silly when we are already doing it. We are already over complying, Utilities are on board. 
We have businesses like my own that is generating jobs, we’re generating private investment, 
and we’re putting investors into the utility sector that just wasn’t there before. Why?  Is this to 
increase the transaction cost that government has? Those transactions cost and legal costs have to 
be borne by our tax payers. So why don’t we just look at what we are already doing and proceed 
as we are and save that taxpayer money and just comply we don’t have to do anything different. 
Just Comply. Thank You  
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Nancy Allison 

There’s a lot of pulpits I can’t see over the top of here but I’m doing ok. On this one I’m Nancy 
Allison I pastor Holy Covenant United Church of Christ. I want to tell you the Christmas story in 
a slightly different way today. When our angel appears to a teenager named Mary telling her she 
is to have a son named Jesus God breaks in where God is least expected and the angel reassures 
her and tells her to not be afraid. Then an angel appears to the marginalized shepherds. You have 
those below who make minimum wage worker and again the angel breaks in and says God says  
do not be afraid .Yes after Jesus’s  birth when an angel appears to Joseph ,Mary’s fiancé in a 
dream. God breaks in and the angel skips the  reassuring phrase  and says “ Be afraid ,flee 
Bethlehem today ,take your child and wife and run .Herod seeks to kill your son  and when 
Herod ,ruler of the region ,hears of the Magi  ,those foreigners from the likes of the leaders of 
Syria, or Afghanistan or India that have ignored his command to return and tell him of the holy 
child’s birth. He flies into a rage and terrorizes the families of Bethlehem by killing every infant 
in the land. Herod is afraid and Herod seeks to instill fear that terrible work the work of fear and 
intimidation is the most ignored part of this Christmas story. But it is there for a reason. The 
opportunity gap between the wealthy and the poor , between the black and the white is 
something to preach against and death by asthma is the dirty air legacy of today’s ruling Herod’s 
.In an effort to strike fear the oil companies are running tv ads telling Charlatans their energy 
cost will rise unless coal and natural gas are protected .The fossil fuel industry is afraid and they 
seek to instill fear that engages the minority populations and tends to their needs for those are the 
ones most impacted by our policies. We need to continue to build the clean energy sector .We 
need policies that support renewable energy development and we need to work with our low 
income population to mitigate any financial impart. Every time we allow fear to dictate our 
behavior we live we like Herod wound the innocent. Who do you know that’s trapped in fear? It 
is my hope and prayer that this Christmas Story you will allow the light of Christ to lead you into 
a future with renewable unending hopefulness and away from fear based law suits that waste 
time, energy and money. Hear the words of the angels. Find the courage to do the right thing for 
our earth and all of God’s creation. Do not be afraid. 
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Tate Rust 

Good Evening and Thanks for the opportunity to speak with you. I’m a native of North Carolina 
.I’m native to Charlotte .I work in the renewable energy field clean energy field. I represent 
water furnace internal a geothermal company. I also was a contractor installing geothermal for 
22 years and I’ve seen the industry change. So you are maybe thinking that I’m going to talk 
about renewables and I am but for a different reason. When I saw the article today in the paper 
.When I read a little but more about what’s going on here. I was frustrated .I have watched over 
22 years and especially the last seven years renewable energy grow and become substantial. It 
has an infrastructure in North Carolina .It works .We have a part of this plan you decided not to 
ever address and that’s energy efficiency. Geothermal is directly related to that and there are 
other alternatives for that. But my concern is are we using our resources the best way? We have 
over the last 7 years incentivized renewables. They have grown .People have been educating 
contractors. Investors have put money into this field .we have an educated work force. We have 
the ability to effect through demanding side’s   energy conservation now than ever before. My 
concern is there you see that may have touched renewables that you now close your eyes and you 
your mind to it. When it very well maybe the best potion. And when it comes to energy 
efficiency it is. So what I ask you to do is consider that and make sure that you are  using North 
Carolina resources and all the resources of those HHC contractors those drillers, solar investors, 
the work force out there that we have and do use them to the best of their ability  and we can 
meet some of the standards. So thanks again for your time and we really do want to push the fact 
that there are other alternatives. 
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Ken Kneidel 

I’m a recently retired Mecklenburg County High School Biology Teacher .Since I’ve retired I’ve 
enjoyed using my free time being active and coming out to speak on environmental issues that 
affect the state. I’m trained, if you can call it that, as an ecologist from UNC way back in 1982. 
So I guess you could sum up my career as decades in academics when I talked the talk. Now a 
few years into retirement I’m trying to do the much more meaningful art of walking the walk. In 
fact I literally just did that as I along with other concerned citizens just marched from                                     
park to visibly demonstrate our support for the climate justice. As we marched we chanted. My 
favorite chant goes like this , Will you tell me what democracy looks like  and the response, this 
is what democracy looks like .Tell me what democracy looks like this is what democracy looks 
like. I’m always invigorated in the crowd when we do that because it’s true because this is what 
we do what democracy looks like but it’s the second part of this chant that tell me what 
hypocrisy looks like. Then we answer, this is what hypocrisy looks like yes right here. North 
Carolina’s response to the clean power plan. This is what hypocrisy looks like. The compliance 
plan that we’re evading today is nothing but hypocritical. How can the state say that it has the 
best interest of North Carolina at heart when it endorses a plan that only addresses coal initiative 
and turns its back on renewable resources .It embarrasses me as a North Carolinian when I look 
around and see my state bow to the pressure fossil fuel industry and put their interest first above 
those of its citizens. It makes me worry for our health, our environment and our wildlife, our 
economy and especially for the unfair burden it places on the low income people of low income 
areas in the state. I ask the state to quit stalling and fall back and take the 3 blocks serious 
consideration. 

I want to see urgency in phasing out coal. I don’t want to see us walk into the next decade 
depending on natural gas and I do want to see us do everything we can to undo the fossil fuel 
based monopoly energy production in this state that is blocking our movement toward a clean 
sustainable future. When I see homes across the state with roof tops solar then I will know that 
the people have been listening too. Curb the hypocritical talk, walk the walk stay with roof top 
solar. This is what democracy looks like. This compliance plan and the coal fracking off shore 
drilling that it implicitly endorses is exactly what hypocrisy looks like. 
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Beth Henry 

My names is Beth Henry .I’m a retired lawyer here in charlotte  and since I’ve retired I’ve been 
spending most of my time  working on climate issues. I really am worried about what the future 
holds for my children and grandchildren. I have been until the last 2 years living in eastern North 
Carolina with my younger sister. She has cerebral palsy and epilepsy. She has worked all her life 
with these 2 things and then she came down with MS and has had several bad falls. So I have 
been sleeping on the couch in public housing for the last 2 years. I have gotten a very up close 
look at one of the low income communities that is mentioned in the clean power plan because 
my sister lives in low income based housing and all the folks there are disabled or elderly and I 
just think it’s a shame that our state would waste money on lawyers and I used to be  a lawyer so 
I know what a waste it is to fight the clean power plan when we could take that money and go 
into these communities where people need help so much and replace all the light bulbs. That 
alone would save a lot of electricity so I just want and I understand what you are saying about 
the initial plan but I really want to encourage ya’ll to think about promoting energy efficiency. 
Since under the EPA we could double credit for prioritizing energy efficiency in lower income 
communities and as Sally said efficiency is so much cheaper than any method of generating 
electricity. Let’s go with the cheapest thing. I also worry about people like my sister with cost of 
solar producing companies like Apple, Google, Facebook, Walmart these companies will defect 
from the grid and other people will be left having to pay the cost of the power plants as the rich 
companies and rich people are able to leave the grid as solar gets better. So I really think that low 
income people are facing a very dire situation as more people are able to defect from the grid but 
low income people cannot. So really just want to end with a plea. You named many employees 
that are here tonight. I just want to say our government is broken. The politicians are sponsored 
by big money and big corporations but I still think most people that work in the government are 
trying to do worthwhile work and help us. I really just want to save the world is-burning we need 
to do something and ask you all to have faith and courage and do whatever you can to make a 
difference for the better. Thank You 

 

  

V-392 A-482



Brian Magi 

My name is Brian Magi. Thank you for your time by the way. I am a professor at UNC 
Charlotte.  I do climate research. One of the aspects of climate research I study is climate cycle 
and so part of the clean power plan is to address the earth’s climate so that humans have on the 
climate cycle. So what I’d like to say tonight is humans have had a great –the EPA federal plan is 
well founded is looking to the future .So I’m going to keep my comments brief. Keeping within 
the three minutes and the thing I would like to emphasize about the clean power plan is it is to 
look to the future and the clean power plants that have been put forth by our EPA as an 
investment in the future as an investment in the climate that is stable as an investment in the 
public health system that is supported by a climate that will mitigate the carbon emissions that 
will disturb the future. So what I’d like to say is we’re going to invest in the future if we look at 
all 3 of the building blocks and I encourage our state to move forward and be a leader rather than 
an inhibitor of investments in our future. Thank you very much 

 

  

V-393 A-483



Eliza Lubach 

Greetings. The North Carolina Clean Power Plan is less than the bare minimum of what the EPA 
asked of DEQ. It is appalling that an obstruction to climate change is due to part by toxic power 
plants and the carbon dioxide pollution they cause would be attempted by these political 
maneuverings. We don’t have time to play games .This plan is a test of endurance. If we prevail 
and be objected by EPA and bypassing the opportunity to include input from local stake holders 
.Let’s not waste taxpayer money on these silly idea logical fights .Let’s stick to the facts that coal 
is on its way out and renewables are the way of the future. The businesses are speaking of the 
innovation and corporations are moving here to take advantage of it. Besides rejecting this 
opportunity to lead the nation in solar.DEQ is not ever sufficient to meet the carbon dioxide 
reductions required. The plan only reaches 0.4% of the required reduction and that’s based on 
DEQ calculations. That is a complete failure to ever make a difference. I recommend that more 
be done to reduce emissions which make it imperative to stop using coal and natural gas and to 
implement efficient renewable energy. I work for Appalachian Voices an organization that is 
committed to protecting the land and air and water in the Appalachian region. Advancing our 
vision for a clean energy future. For about a year I have been working rural North Carolina to 
help the folks out there understand more about energy efficiency while also increasing our access 
to energy efficiency. Up in the mountains over a third of the homes are over 30 years old and 
many are in great need of energy efficiency up grades. There’s great potential for a lot of impact 
out there where the poverty level is averaged higher than the rest of the state and there are less 
resources for assistance. I ask that the DEQ take this region into consideration when drafting a 
new plan and that will address all 3 colors that the EPA has required. Thank You   
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Gautam Desie 

My name is Gautam Desie and I just came here for the march and I decided to speak. My wife 
came here to Chapel Hill to do her residency. We settled in Charlotte.  So I did my studies. I 
bring all these different aspects for having lived in North Carolina all these years. I have also 
traveled a fair bit but I am originally from India. I will now speak about doing the right thing, 
climate change, low income people and doing all the good stuff because if you are thinking of all 
those things we would not be stuck with the windows dressing and so on. What strikes me is 
attitude change since I have been a North Carolina .I was told North Carolina was the most 
progressive state of the southern states with established education institution,  Research Triangle 
Park and Charlotte from civil rights to I am wondering since when we stop going ahead of the 
curve and not learned the lesson of dealing with the tobacco industry and how we handled that so 
why are we doing the same with coal when a country like India is going to public transportation, 
the trains that now go to the other side of the country. Roof tops coming up .they are curtailing 
transportation emissions. So instead of North Carolina trying to be competitive with a lot of 
money investing companies and giving them tax incentives. So why do we not go ahead of the 
curve and be competitive in the market going toward renewable energy. Otherwise we will just 
continue to fight the legal battles give tax incentives to big companies trying win them from 
other states like Alabama, South Carolina. We have won those battles so I think what I want to 
target much more is the attitude change I have seen in North Carolina since I have been here 25 
years and appeal to their business sense. If that was uppermost in the mind of policy makers then 
we would not be making this plan. Thank You 

 

  

V-395 A-485



Lauren Gayre 

Hello my name is Lauren Gayre. I am an environmental Science student at UNC Charlotte. 
Basically regardless of what you believe about climate change or how much money you have we 
all breathe the same air. And the fossil fuels we are burning today are releasing toxins into the air 
that will be held there for 100 years. So that being said for the sake of future generations we need 
to reduce the amount of greenhouse gases we are releasing into the atmosphere. And making 
burning coal power plants more efficient will not accomplish this. So whatever plan we 
implement has to be heavily influenced by clean renewable energy sources or we will never 
reach our goal .Thank you. 
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Rodney Sadler. 

Good Evening. It says in the book of Psalms that the world is the Lord’s and all that are in it. 
This is it for He has founded it upon the seas and established it upon the floods. As I look at this 
passage the first thing to stand out to me is this planet is not ours. It belongs to God. What we do 
with our planet it matters to God. God cares about our planet on which we live. This is not our 
planet but it is our home. We have no other and we must care for it and its people. The choices 
that we make about how we produce energy whether carbon based or green have an impact on 
people, the quality of their lives, their health and whether they live or die. I’m a Hebrew Bible 
professor and one of the first things that you have is Genesis is where we came from. Meaning 
we are related to God. God is our father and the earth is our mother and we must have a healthy 
earth if we are to survive what we do in North Carolina will have life and death implications. 
This is our home as those that are empowered make decisions and those who are poor are 
disproportionately impacted by the carbon emissions produced by our power grid. I was 
surprised to learn 75% to 80% of black Americans live within 35 miles of a coal fired plant and 
have a much higher rate of lung issues than other communities because of it. Those who are also 
disproportionately impacted by the system as it is poor and minorities are those who are 
otherwise left out are those who could most benefit from green power jobs. Green power grids 
renewable energy. By restricting the pursuit of a green power grid we are perpetuating their 
impoverishes and perpetuating their poverty. The creation of green power jobs and a green 
power grid could revitalize our whole state’s economy. And though we know our governor has 
stood in the way of jobs before refusing assistance that could provide 100,000 people jobs means 
43,000 jobs have left North Carolina shouldn’t we care about the jobs people have in our 
economy. I was surprised to say we have many reasons to comply with the President’s clean 
power plan but I would say it’s not enough in North Carolina. We are not the ones who follow 
the lead of others but we are the ones who lead can do more than comply. We should lead our 
nation and set the standard for a new power grid and a new economy and a new way of 
eradicating power. You say we can be a model of a new way forward if we follow the clean 
power plan protect our home, its people and God’s Planet. Then we might be able to say we have 
lived up to the premise of our faith as Christians, Muslims and Jew is that the earth is the Lord’s 
and the fullness thereof. The earth and all that live in it. AMEN 
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Kevin Shinalt 

I am Kevin Shinalt. I am from Pilot Mt. North Carolina. I am representing myself, my 22 year 
old graduating from NC State, my daughter who is a nurse in Winston Salem, my mother and 
Mother in law who are both on Social Security  and a fixed income and I’m representing the 
mother of everybody in this room that are on fixed incomes. I want to say that instead of 
focusing on ways to relieve economic stress on the poor and other valuable communities like 
I’ve heard mentioned here tonight, the bureaucrats that’s in Washington , the EPA and the state 
are thinking thoughts like that of the Barak Obama administration and his far reaching 
environmental pipe dream. That it’s causing problems just like Obama care, it wasn’t going to be 
taxed and now here we are taxed to death because of it. Also anything that goes up in our power 
bill is a tax. We have good energy. We have good jobs except up in the mountains. A lot of this 
whoever science I have heard here from professors it’s not all gain. And I appreciate the folks 
that came with activities to march before they all spoke and took turns with their talking points, 
but electricity bills for residential taxpayers will increase by $325 by year 2030 and for industrial 
rate payers by $52000 per year. How does that help jobs and help senior citizens on fixed 
incomes. The state’s economy will lose 32000 jobs and these are real facts not just pipe dreams. 
So leaders look at the Bev Perdue solar farms out west the western part of the state has not 
worked. When you create something that will make it in the market place on its own we don’t 
have to subsidize it. And all Subsidies need to stop. Okay. How many of you folks up here are 
already on fixed incomes that didn’t leave right after you people .Well your power bill is gonna 
go up. The Obama Administration they’re the EPA is trying to do by regulations what it could 
not do by legislation. This will make a few wealthy environmentalist happy while senior citizens 
on fixed incomes will suffer. When electricity prices increase then seniors on fixed incomes 
often have to choose between food, medicine and keeping the heat on during freezing winters. 
Senior citizens will be disproportionately affected because 70% live on fixed incomes. Duke 
Power will charge us 40% more and who will pay for it. Not the stock holders. The individual 
tax payer. Thank you. I appreciate Governor McCrory’s group here in North Carolina and 25 
other states are fighting this. 
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John Calhoun 

I’m John Calhoun. I’m from Winston Salem. I’m a lifelong North Carolinian and I have been 
encouraged in the past by the progress that we have made some ways in clean air and developing 
cleaner energy  with exercising positive leadership in that area to developing the first renewable 
energy portfolio in the southeast to providing incentives for solar energy development. As a 
result our state is in a strong position to meet the requirements of the clean power plan by 
continuing those efforts. Yet surprisingly the plan that has been proposed misses the mark by 
omitting the crucial role for efficient and clean energy efforts and meeting EPA’s goals. Also 
surprisingly there was no announced stake holder process. It’s a welcomed opportunity in the 
stake holder process to express their views in a strong North Carolina plan. I think the question 
today is, Is North Carolina willing to step up and be a positive participant in climate change. We 
need a strong clean power plan and that is the first step toward meeting that goal is doing our 
part to meet community needs. Being meeting or exceeding the EPA goals in North Carolina to 
prevent us from losing our dependency on coal from mountain top removal and helping our clean 
industry continue to create jobs and we know that the cheapest and best nonpolluting fuel is one 
that isn’t burned and so we should do much more to develop energy efficiency into the clean 
power plan by participating in the clean energy incentives program. If North Carolina chooses to 
participate  there’s a great potential to produce energy  and reduce the financial burdens of 
energy bills for the low income persons. Reduce carbon emissions by making houses more 
energy efficient. The Clean Power Plan are crucial for North Carolina for our coast but also 
success for our farmer’s stable seasonal changes. We’re proud of our locals growing sustainable 
produce farms and farmers markets. So we need to do all we can to protect future generations 
when they look back and see that we showed leadership not running from the challenge of  
climate change. We know that we have the technology so let’s just do the right thing and have a 
strong clean power plan that meets and exceeds the EPA.   Thank You 
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Rex Foster 

I’m Rex Foster and basically I’ve lived here all my life and I’m representing my wife and I’m 
representing my family that are universal all across the state mountains and we’re all struggling 
to make ends meet. Cost are rising taxes going up and this clean air plan will increase taxes and 
the cost of electricity plus increase the cost on the manufacturer of goods. That means a double 
whammy on the consumer. The consumer can’t make it now or just barely, then we turn around 
increase taxes on manufactured goods that makes it harder. That needs to be considered in this 
pipe dream. Do the right thing. We just need to continue the fight. That’s all. 

 

  

V-400 A-490



Jan Comer 

Sorry I fell asleep. Merry Christmas. I’m Jan Comer I’m a widow. My husband was in the Navy 
and in December 2008.December 15, ten days before Christmas. I’m also a daughter. My mama 
is still living. She’s on social security. I’m a widow on social security. I also have a son and a 
grandson. I’m here to talk about the cost on this thing is outrageous. Now if we want to talk 
about just business government or whatever. We are not a number. I don’t know whether you 
look at us male and female. Mom and Dad, grandma, grandpa some one’s daughter. That’s what 
we’re talking about here. Just got this in. this thing went up by 90 bucks .There’s no way us on 
social security are gonna be able to pay these things. I budget about $140 at the most every 
month on Duke Energy. Duke Energy alone and when it goes up it gets tough. I have sat months 
with tears in my eyes not knowing whether I’m gonna be able to eat or stay warm or anything. 
So this you got to consider the cost on this thing. Duke Energy needs to lower their cost and 
continue to lower their cost not keep increasing their cost. They are out of their mind and they 
don’t have a heart for us. I don’t know where their heart and minds are-This thing came in the 
mail last year. Lend a hand warm a heart. You know last year they were threatening on cutting 
the electricity off if we didn’t pay it by a certain time. And yet they were still putting these lend a 
hand warm a heart thing in there and they did cut one of my neighbors off. He had his whole 
family home at the time and they cold heartedly cut their electricity off. And I told them you can 
come down here. You can cook and you can stay warm. Whatever you need until you can get 
that paid we’ll help you pay it. So I wrote on them and said look your customers come first 
place. Not everybody else. So there that’s what I got to talk about. They need to lower their cost 
not increase it. Protect our fossil fuel. Thank you, thank you very much. Merry Christmas  
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Steve Rundall 

I’m Steve Rundall. I’m a member of the NAACP and we’ve heard a lot of facts and figures here 
tonight but I think what this really comes down to is the impact on people. We have people on 
fixed incomes. We have people on low income. We have people from the community of color 
her tonight and what we see is really those in low income, those in communities of color who 
cannot afford to move where the impacts of climate change occur and who are the closest and 
bear the brunt of living downwind from coal fired plants, living next to coal ash ponds and living 
next to the degradation that our current fossil fuel reliance is bringing to these communities. So 
when I see that the Clean Power Plan come along and it offers some relief to these communities 
and some relief to these folks living  in those conditions and relieving the disproportion brunt of 
the impact of fossil fuels. You know that you offer some hope when you taking on Clean Power 
Plan.  They basically is saying to these communities we want to keep things at the status quo 
when you are bearing the brunt  you’re stuck and you can’t move. You’ve got to stay and suffer 
the asthma, the emphysema and sickness. So I would really encourage you all to really not 
consider putting forward a Clean Power Plan that doesn’t meet the basic requirements and will 
likely have the federal government step in is really going to silence those in the communities 
who have a voice on how the state moves forward on renewables and they should have a voice in 
pushing for renewables because if you’re on fixed incomes can you put solar panels on your 
roof? Can you lock in a percentage of your electricity rate for the next 25 years? And they can’t 
cut it off. You won’t be totally energy independent but quite literally if you’re on fixed income. 
If you are in a community of color and you weatherize your house get it in good condition. Get 
solar on your house. It takes you off the increasing tier that we just see year after year where 
Duke Power for the last half dozen years has raised rates 4 to 5 times. So what I would 
encourage is revising this plan, going back to the table, coming up with something that will 
really benefit communities. Low income communities, people of color and really make North 
Carolina a progressive state. Thank You 
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Britten Cleveland 

Hi my name is Britten Cleveland and I represent myself as a concerned citizen and I’m a 
member of the North Carolina Sierra Club. Dear Members of the Management Commission. The 
public now has spoken but one thing it doesn’t represent to me is good government. It does 
represent both a sad truth and a missed opportunity. The elected officials in Raleigh care more 
about lining their own pockets and the pockets of their campaign donors rather than doing what’s 
right. Doing what’s necessary to protect our communities. This plan is a disgrace and is a gross 
negligence of good government and it is clearly but not very cleverly that out of state fossil fuel 
and Duke Energy squeeze every bit of profit sparing no regard for the people and the 
communities that are being constantly left behind and suffer the most. The burning of coal and 
natural gas as a concerned citizen is interesting to watch and I won’t stand by and let it happen. It 
is worth noting that the study being used by the Dept of Environmental Quality to justify their 
strategies to undermine the Clean Power Plan was being pushed by the likes of the American 
Coalition for the Clean Coal burning, coal and petro chemical manufacturing and the mining 
association among others. To no surprise it grossly exaggerate the cost estimate. While 
completely ignoring the fact it will rise into the billions. The plan represents a missed 
opportunity to address problems. We must do more to reduce carbon emissions to zero. Thanks 
to the leadership of our predecessors we have been reducing emissions thanks to The Clean 
Smoke Stacks Act for renewable energy and an efficient energy portfolio and the soon to be 
expired solar tax credits. This plan intentionally fails to meet the current plan of carbon 
monoxide reduction required by EPA for the sole purpose of strategy. Wasting my tax dollars on 
a legal strategy that is pretty likely to fail. Valuable time is also being wasted. Time that could be 
spent engaging stakeholders to find solutions that work for everyone including our standing and 
existing policies that we already know that works. We are well positioned to meet the goals in 
the Clean Power Plan that are feasible, correctable and using common sense. Another common 
sense solution is that the McCrory administration keeps choosing to ignore the clean energy 
incentives program that will literally help communities with the trifecta of real tangible benefits 
because we earn double credits for the program and low income communities that will help the 
same communities paying the highest amount on their utility bills by helping them save money. 
Diminishing the need to buy more expensive power plants. The governor and his dept. of 
Environmental Quality are putting people in fear with the most costly option to address the Clean 
Power Plan and they are fueling an intensive and time consuming lawsuit instead of doing what 
is right for North Carolina .We expect our leaders to act in our best interest and that is not what 
is happening now. We need a Clean Power Plan that represents an honest effort for the state. 
Thank You 

 

  

V-403 A-493



Jonathan Hudson 

Hi how are you. My name is Jonathan and I’m a student at UNC Charlotte. And I learned a lot 
tonight but I just want to run through this two pages that I jotted down here in the audience. I did 
some research this morning and I was a little bit confused about what your power is as a 
commission. What I gather tonight first of all I hear two energies saying we are already in 
compliance and that we should not do anything different. What that indicates to me is that the 
solar industry is quite confident it can save 400 billion years of clean fuel and frankly we’re 
gonna look pretty stupid if we don’t support them in every way possible. Now the preacher lady 
tells us we shouldn’t be afraid but I’m pretty concerned we’re at 400 parts per billion of CO2 in 
the atmosphere. Scientist are saying that we need to keep it at least below 350. Now we have had 
drastic impacts. I’m talking 300tons of methane, acidification, droughts, flood, and we are 
adding 5 billion tons annually as a country .And we are also responsible for a large portion of 
those emissions. Hawaii is at 95% of renewable energy. This summer North Carolina is at 2% 
and frankly that’s pathetic. And a recent study covering land mass the size of Spain could power 
the entire planet. Now we also know North Carolina has the best unused resources on the east 
coast. So let’s quit dragging our feet let’s put forward a strong clean power plan and the question 
is now much damage do you want to be responsible for. You know the 24 state law suit is dead 
in the water. The first challenge was rebutted.15 states have pledged to fight it in court and they 
have strong science on their side. It’s pretty much like a shutout. We lost the game last week 38-
0. Carolina destroyed Atlanta. You know that’s what the climate change is doing. That’s what 
these lawyers are going to be using in court. So you know now what it comes down to is that we 
need to protect the public health. This is your responsibility to protect and represent the public. 
This is your opportunity to prove you deserve your leadership roles and to take them seriously. 
Look if you go on the website they have you can implement clean Power Plan and you can 
immolate states that have taken aggressive approach. You read examples of people who have 
installed systems and over the lifetime cost of the building they are saving money. You’re not a 
loser when you install update our codes to where they should b. We’ll be saving much more 
money. They have map that shows Vermont and they have the most current building codes for 
the public and residential and it’s much easier to make those energy efficiency changes early 
than late. So we need to go ahead and be aggressive about this. We can also use our imagination. 
We can have electric trains, electric buses, solar schools, tourism money from clean fisheries. 
We can have fewer missed school days from asthma. We can attract new businesses that care 
about the quality of life not just the profit margin and you know what else corporate utilities are 
going to squeeze every penny out of consumers because their shareholders are greedy. They have 
an obligation to pay their shareholders. Pay their executives and pay as much as possible 
regardless of the energy source. So the real question is whether the commission has the ethical 
strength to protect future generations and the global eco system. 

 

  

V-404 A-494



Jeff Botz  

I live in Morrisville. I appreciate the opportunity to come down and talk. I was not intending to 
speak but and I doubt I can add anything to the comments that have already been made by the 
very qualified speakers that have gone before. I think to not recognize that the environment is in 
a state of degradation is out right stupidity and to not move for the best interest for health and 
welfare of the people of North Carolina is not fulfilling the oaths of office of the people that are 
theoretically there in Raleigh to do that job. A couple of weeks ago there was a bill that went 
through the house. It was H75. McCrory signed it on a Friday night late so he could probably 
avoid having to speak about it. It was an omnibus bill but in the middle of it there was a bunch of 
ecology, environmentally related issues. One of them was the roll back of the rule that trucks 
could not sit and idle for more than 5 minutes. Now this is a regulation that was put through a 
couple of years ago or whenever and they rolled it back. They actually went to the effort to roll it 
back  so trucks could actually sit around an spew their noxious toxins into the air just like in the 
50’s and 60’s companies would let all their toxins go into streams and pollute the streams. We’re 
just polluting the air stream now and it’s not as apparent to us because we look out and we don’t 
see the sky as being brown. But if you take off in an airplane from Charlotte Douglas Airport 
you’ll see that brownness as you go up and the air is of poor quality. I don’t have to add so much 
but there are the people that know lot more. But I am going to say this Governor McCrory stated 
on Nov 17 in the Charlotte Newspaper that he was on record about wanting to ban more Syrians 
from coming into the state it is my duty, or my primary duty as governor to look out for the 
safety of my people. The people of this state. And I was shocked to hear that after he had rolled 
back the various environmental things in that rule. It is just the same thing. Who is the 
beneficiary of this plan? Duke Energy. Wow it’s kind of strange that Duke Energy benefits since 
he was their lap dog since he was on their payroll 27 years and it’s disgusting to see him selling 
out the position of governor of this state. A position of moral authority and serving his old master 
Duke and I know nobody else has said that tonight and I’m sorry if I upbraided the office of the 
governor. 
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Table V.5:  List of Commenters at Raleigh Hearing 

NAME REPRESENTING PAGE 
Rachel Estes North Carolina Conservation Network V-408 
David Swartz Duke Law V-409 
Walte Emery V-411 
PJ Lofland 60 plus V-413 
Bill Jenson Apex Town Council V-415 
Harvey Richmond NC Chapter of Sierra Club V-417 
Richard Glazier North Carolina Justice Center V-419 
Dr. Gerald Strope V-421 
Karen Bearden V-422 
Dave Rogers (cosigned by 1100) Environment North Carolina V-423 
Sig Hutchinson Commissioner for Wake County V-481 
Sheila Read V-498 
Dr. Charles Humble V-499 
Alison Lawrence Jones Mothers & Others for Clean Air V-500 
John Bachmann V-501 
Samuel Gunter North Carolina Housing Coalition V-504 
Jared Burton New Belgium Brewing V-506 
Marvin Wall V-507 
Theresa Vick BREDL V-508 
Hallie Turner V-509 
Dr. Robert Bruck Louisburg College – Self V-510 
Jasper Cobb V-511 
Elizabeth Adams V-512 
Stephen Jurovico NC Interfaith Power & Light V-513 
Carson Harkrader Carolina Solar Energy V-514 
Richard Harkrader NC Clean Energy Business Alliance V-515 
Morgan Malone NCSU Fossil Free V-516 
Carolina Blythe ACE Action Fellowship V-517 
Robert van der Dribb ACE Action Fellowship V-518 
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Adam Kay Ace Action Fellowship V-519 
Jasmine Gregory Alliance for Climate Education V-520 
Arya Pontula Alliance for Climate Education V-521 
Michelle Nowlin Duke Environmental Law & Policy Clinic V-522 
Katharine Kollins Southeastern Wind Coalition V-523 
Anita Simna  V-524 
Kyra Moore  V-525 
Lib Hutchby  V-526 
Thom Kay Appalachian Voices V-527 
Paul Namaste  V-528 
Ewan Kingston  V-529 
Holly Hardin Durham Public Schools V-530 
Marc Dreyfors Carolina Biodiesel, LLC V-531 
Roy McIlmal Appalachian Voices V-532 
Kevin Shinault  V-533 
Susan McBride 60 Plus V-534 
Beverly C. Luna  V-535 
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Thank you for the opportunity to speak today. I am here on behalf of the North Carolina 
Conservation Network and as a North Carolina native. Growing up in Raleigh, I spent summers 
at the beach and took many fall trips to the mountains. Over the years, I have seen the 
environmental impacts of acid rain on our beautiful mountains and l:fi erosion of our pristine 
beaches, but I have also seen what can happen when a community comes together to say 
'enough is enough'. 

Tourism is a $20 billion a year industry in North Carolina. Recreational fishing is a $2 billion 
industry. Agriculture is an $80 billion a year industry. Together these industries employ 
hundreds of thousands of North Carolinians and support millions of North Carolina families. 
All of these vital industries face a severe threat as a result of the effects of climate change. 

Sea level rise, increase in strength and frequency of hurricanes, droughts, food shortages, water 
shortages, heat waves and spread of diseases are all happening and will continue to happen at 
greater frequency the longer we wait to take action. Just last week, the world came together to 
say 'enough is enough' at the climate talks in Paris, and agreed on a path toward curbing climate 
change. While the world was coming together to devise a plan to protect our economies, our 
environment, and our health, North Carolina was busy working on a plan to fail. 

The state plan DEQ has put forward is inadequate and is certain to be deemed as such by the 
EPA. Moving forward with only building block one will not help us accomplish our goal of 
reducing C02 emissions. This "plan to fail" is a waste of state resources and time and risks a 
federal takeover of our state's energy plan. The Clean Power Plan rests on strong legal authority, 
and the EPA already addressed and debunked the McCrory Administration's arguments at 
length in the final rule. 

We have a unique opportunity to come together and solve this problem. We can reduce our C02 
emissions while producing jobs. We would like to see the Department seek the public's input 
before drafting a plan. We would also like to see a plan that includes energy efficiency and 
renewable energy to create jobs and bring money into struggling North Carolina communities. 

Enough is enough. It's time to stop playing politics with our economy, our jobs, our 
environment, and our health. Instead, let's work together on a plan to succeed. 
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~DUKELAW 
Duke Environmental Law & Policy Clinic 

Ryke Longest, Director• Michelle Nowlin, Supervising Attorney 
Box 90360 • Durham, NC 27708-0360 

Telephone: (919) 613-7169 •Toll Free: (888) 600-7274 • Fax: (919) 613-7262 

Hello, my name is David Schwartz. I am a post-graduate law fellow with Duke's Environmental 

Law and Policy Clinic. I have come to this hearing to express my concern regarding the Proposed Rule's 

insufficient impact on C02 emissions from fossil-fuel fired power plants. As currently written, the 

Proposed Rule is only expected to result in a 0.4% reduction per year in C02 emissions from fossil fuel 

fired power plants. This is startlingly insufficient, since the Clean Power Plan's goal for North Carolina 

is a 36% reduction from 2012 baseline levels by 2030. 

I will focus on the three most problematic aspects of the state's proposal. First, and most 

importantly, the Proposed Rule impermissibly ignores two methods for C02 emission reduction identified 

in the EPA's Clean Power Plan - (1) substituting increased electricity generation from lower-emitting 

existing natural gas units { ~fo th s wM!i1ed adb& d-,..(2) substituting increased electricity 

generation from new zero-emitting renewable energy projects tbs jg ) t 111 I :::tiif' The Proposed 

Rule puts all of its eggs in one basket by focusing solely on limiting C02 emissions through various "heat 

rate improvement" measures. In the Clean Power Plan - the EPA repeatedly notes that states must not 

solely rely on heat rate improvement approaches. HRI measures alone make coal-fired power plants more 

efficient and competitive, thus resulting in greater reliance on coal plants - which can severely reduce, or 

even eliminate any emission reductions obtained from improving the plant's heat rate. 

Second, the Proposed Rule appears as though it was designed specifically so that it could be 

rejected by the EPA. The McCrory administration should invest its time and taxpayer money to 

developing a forward-looking emission reduction strategy, instead of baiting EPA for a fight. Without 

curbing energy-sector GHG emissions, North Carolina will suffer tremendous financial damage due to sea 

level rise, adverse health impacts, extreme weather events such as heat waves and flooding, and the 

resultant social upheavals and human suffering that these events precipitate. These impacts will most 

severely affect children, the elderly, and low-income, minority communities. 

Third, the Proposed Rule does not do enough to protect the health and environmental quality of 

North Carolina's most disadvantaged communities. Specifically, 14 out of the 24 coal-fired power plants 

in the state are not slated for any emissions reduction measures under the Proposed Rule, and these plants 

are predominantly located in low-income, minority communities. North Carolina has a troublingly poor 

record of protecting such communities, and the Proposed Rule only exacerbates this problem. 

Finally, climate change is too important of a problem to politicize. At the very least, the rule 

must be revised to include systems of emission reduction other than heat rate improvement measures -

preferably, through including increased generation from renewables. We owe it to current and future 

generations of North Carolinians to act swiftly, decisively, and boldly. The Proposed Rule does none of 

those - it must be seriously revised to reflect the gravity of the problem it seeks to address. Thank you 
very much for your time. 
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NC Proposed Rule Public Hearing Message Box 

Problem Solution 

• Anthropogenic climate change is the largest, • Addressing climate change in any meaningful way 
most complex, and most severe threat human absolutely requires addressing C02 pollution from 
society has ever faced, and is already the energy sector - in the form of a determined and 
impacting North Carolina rapid move away from coal to natural gas and 

• Climate change is, first and foremost, driven renewables. 
by fossil fuel combustion. The United States • The Proposed Rule must be revised to include 
is the largest historical emitter of GHGs, and systems of emission reduction other than heat rate 
the energy sector is the largest emitter of improvement measures, such as transferring energy 
GHGs in the US. generation from coal-fired plants to natural gas-fired 

• The Proposed Rule's sole reliance on heat rate and, preferably, renewable sources. 
improvement to limit C02 emissions at power • The McCrory administration should invest its time, 
plants goes against the express language of the efforts, and taxpayer money to developing a forward-
Clean Power Plan. thinking emissions reduction strategy, instead of 

• The Proposed Rule wiIJ only result in a 0.4% engaging in petty political maneuvering 
reduction per year in C02 emissions, and • Transitioning energy generation to renewable 
could actually increase emissions in the long- sources creates jobs, invests in our communities, and 
run. helps North Carolina maintain its leadership in the 

• CPP's goal for NC is a 36% reduction in C02 clean energy industry. 
emissions from 2012 levels by 2030. 

Values Call to Action 

• The North Carolina Constitution requires the • North Carolina's Proposed Rule must be revised to 
protection ofNC's lands and waters of [Art. reflect the seriousness of the climate change 
XIV, Sec. 5] - "'It shall be the policy ofthis problem. 
State to conserve and protect its lands and • North Carolina can and should do more to fully 
waters for the benefit of all its citizenry ... ". implement the CPP - the current proposed rule is so 

• Art. XIV, Sec. 5 maintains that is a "proper deficient, it hardly even qualifies as a "half-hearted" 
function of the State of North Carolina ... to measure 
control and limit the pollution of our air and • Climate change is too important of a problem to 
water" politicize - the McCrory administration should not 

• North Carolinians are morally obligated gamble with the future well-being of North 
protect their shared natural resources and Carolinians by putting forth a doomed-to-fail 
those most vulnerable to the impacts of proposed rule. 
climate change. • Without curbing energy-sector GHG emissions, 

• Climate change's impacts will be most North Carolina will suffer tremendous financial 
severely felt by children, the elderly, and low- damage due to sea level rise, adverse health impacts, 
income and minority communities. We extreme weather events, and the resultant social 
should do all we can to alleviate human upheavals that these events precipitate. 
suffering through GHG mitigation 
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Wind energy was abandoned well over 100 years ago because it was totally inconsistent with more 

modern needs for power. When we flip a switch .. we want the lights to come on .. 100% of the time. 

There is nothing environmentally friendly about wind energy. Just one part of a turbine .. the generator, t 11 

uses considerable rare earth elements .. 2000+ lbs. per MW. Mining and processing of these metals has 

terrible environmental consequences which the left conveniently ignores. As an example .. just the rare 

earths of a typical 100 MW wind project would generate approximately: A .... 20,000 sq. meters of 

destroyed vegetation .... B .... 1.2 million pounds of C02. C. ... 6 milliom cubic meters of toxic air pollution. 

D ... 29 million gallons of poisone.l.water. E .... 600 million lbs. of highly contaminated tailing sands 

and ... F ... . 280,000 lbs. of radioactive waste. 

LAND ... wind energy requires VAST amounts of land) lh,u,.S ~elVrf~ £, '/1tSI ~t esok..JE.5· .. 

RAW MATERIALS ... Wind turbine installations use large amounts of steel..copper .. rare earth 

metals . .fiberglass .. concrete .. rebar and other materials. 

MONEY ... Taxpayers must provide perpetual subsidies to prop up wind projects .. they cannot survive 

without steady infusions of cash via tariffs .. tax breaks and direct payments. 

ENERGY ... Mining .. quarrying .. drilling .. milling .. refining .. smelting and manufacturing operations make the 

~~ grodu,ctjon of metals .. concrete .. fiberglass and resins .. turbines and heavy equipment to do all of the 

' ;i1( ~1!'8~et~ry energy intensive .. and then_ t~ere !s the transp~rting and installing of . . 

~d\ turb1nes .. towers .. backups and transm1ss1on Imes. Wt t' ·~ e1 :e:,in do yra;rtbmlet' · I!!!; te 
. iQCCl!iphel: Eiffettbat? GFF ai11lj ue1SWi11el dUH~(. 

HEALTH ... There is a growing body of evidence that wind turbines cause significant health problems 

which a re being completely ignored aia111i11111111R1 §~lt'1~~1i'Wl!tje8~8~·1~miilh1R1::ii· FeiilEE;!?' :ih~V!l'ld!iliiuifl ii81~fl=;l1 aiiR!c;:tibm1~i ~g~Jillii:filUMia~tM!la11111 a!ffl--

,8i'" Ppl :;Jdi . 

.. ENVIRONMENT ... Our birds are being slaughtered .. from rapters to bats .. they are falling from the sky to 

the tune of thousands per year because of wind turbines. livestock will refuse to graze near turbines. 

· 4 L~ ~~ r '11i11kf W<fle:I it be LllE!¥ie1 atie11? "fhese tl:i1tg& a..e being lg11m @d jJJtc:liW"tlk ltealtlt -.. 

ipro We:u fJ> I ::F. 

JOBS ... " Green" installer and maintenance jobs cost up to $750,000 apiece and destroy 2.2 to 3.7 

traditional jobs for every eco-friendly job created. 

ELECTRICITY COSTS AND RELIABILITY ... Wind power's electricity costs far more then coal. .. gas or nuclear 

alternatives and it's intermittent nature wreaks havoc on power grids and consumers. Energy intensive 

industries cannot compete against ~Chinese ... Indian and other countrie~Mfc~fcity and labor. 

I keep hearing the words affordable and cheap. Neither word applies when it comes to the new EPA 

Me$ riles. 1A+«t=z119t Bil af mG7? I '-All :Ill ie:s-eJi eeli@'I@ @:a4tl:i11g iit :caeit 5al8PUOfil llk 

'ii I 1¥1 g s&E:--When Obama was speaking to environmentalist supporters in 2008 regarding his plans 

to-address global warming he said •.. "Under my plan, electricity costs will necessarily skyrocket." White 
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House Scjence Advisor John Holdren said· ··"We need to de-develop the United States to bring our 

economic system into line with the realities of ecology and the global resource situation." The impact of 

this is exzpecially severe for low-income groups and minorities. Estimated projected job losses for blacks 

is 7 million and 12 mil1ion for Hispanics with the poverty rate increasing by more than 23% for blacks 

and 26 % for Hispanics. 

The "Clean Power Plan" will ultimately more than double the cost of natural gas and electricity .. adding 

over ~ t_rilli~n to family and business energy bills. And. reduce US econo?Iic ~o.wth every ~ear causing . n 
2.3 trilhon !JI losses over the next 2 decades. tsPJU,t,4L.Lf ttfrf<il ~+ wr~! ~t:. 6C.N f0~~ atk_;J.Juont:-,, &fl 4-tij.:ttJ 

:w~· W~ttld ~~Jhighci costSief fawmJ.i1:u;;i:Ae11~es los1 jobi1 Jgwer it1:e0ffies .. higlieqnv~ I j A} C811i'C- ' 
Fatss reelmei4 sta11da1ds:@flie iitg and 1fo11i11ished hsaltft &HQ welfare iu geaeFal? All tits wltik fi11ui 8f!<b, 

'be W '.§!£]Qi& m I 5 lf1t!jljH-.Jiml ing surely we do not want to create a new energy-driven poverty. ~ 

Those that have gas .. thinking it would be cheaper .. will be hit with higher costs as coal power is 

reduced ... natural gas will have to pick up the lack of coal power. These tteiN f'Hles are fte~ing mere tftltft tt 

lw~ tt8ttillD:al enu Q tax:=-

Here is something to think about...the Utility Death Spiral. As more homes and businesses go solar .. utility 

companies begin to have serious capital problems···they still have a big .. expensive electricity grid to 

maintain .. so they are forced to raise rates on non-solar customers to make up the difference .. keep the grid 

running and stay profitable. In addition to raising the rates on non-solar customers they will also make 

dramatic cuts to solar incentives .. thus doubling the rates of solar customers as well· ··a 1 I I 1 ; , hs 
· caa it dgl t? Its only nrmrey. 

Apart from the sheer ugliness of solar panels··· lengthy contracts with providers·· ·the maintenance and 

eventual replacement thereof· ·the government tax incentive is only available to those that have a high 

enough income to afford them. The poor cannot possibly participate and will be disproportionately 

affected. 

Please·· ·drop all the hysteria .. get a grip .. only GOD can destroy what GOD has made. Anyone that thinks 

otherwise has another think coming. !J: th s . iiE:p\1 llt1t :mog:tds I t .:utk me;; dtk Gt lido a tkyetc tu 

.::::. ··ii"'' •"r" t.. c. 1 ·1. ", QI as Gt i~ a ccW ta1 II!! " 2 PS@el a Usu: z?F A"if!~l-lll]CC II 5 t .. blCW.. 

Ji)L § z ~1? n t ttp 3 ca. Ii }GLQiJitt Wli ·z::tke ·L@:SS Idles and IASple 1 sps.!t11nt 

'..i!flliHJ b# 
1 gj; uqj It -§E?t;c : . ' O • ~ ~ o--- · · ~. --'fl!! ;Jc J:d ff kit ;,J: '7 • 

NOW .. having said all that.Jet me also say !..along with most every one I know are not against solar 

energy ... when it is truly practical and truly cheap or at least ~jfordable ... even to those with lower 

incomes· ··but not while those 2 things are still I )fit§g '9w~hnost all of us love this planet and want to be 

good stewards··· .sC?L_instead ofFO:J,lCING those tpat don' t see eye~o e e with you on~ve~,detail to~ay 
:ru.;T.."5."Ltw D<Jt<J.,11 l{JY."b & ALl':Hft lfltJte-e .Ptr:ri - r<';:-..A..rw1~q 1.!i~rh1 -n e wf'X1' 

for what YOU wanCJets all work together fo acli1eve wliat we ALL ant ana need. Kebab e .. attoroab e / 

energy. ·W~ /\LL WA~T C.L£4N AtR-
Thank you. 
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Bill Jensen Apex Town Council 

Over 95% of Climatologists believe we are in trouble with Climate Change. And more 

are coming to that conclusion every day. Our local weatherman, Greg Fishel now agrees 

that we are in trouble with climate change and we need to move faster to reign-in 

carbon dioxide emissions. The North Carolina plan for reducing carbon dioxide 

emissions falls far short of what we need to achieve. 

The state needs to get directly involved with renewable energy systems on public 

buildings and properties. In fact, we should already have solar PV systems on all state 

owned buildings. We cannot continue to rely on private industry to achieve the 

necessary goals in reducing carbon dioxide. 

If the state would provide local government entities very moderate assistance in 

financing solar PV systems, we could install these systems on all of our local government 

buildings in a cost effective manner. 

As a town councilman, I have been working on developing solar energy systems in Apex. 

We are now working with Duke Energy to evaluate the possibility of a 1.2 Megawatt PV 

system. To achieve this system we will also work with private industry. 

The private sector receives tax-credits and depreciation allowances that towns are not 

availed of. If the state would provide the same assistance to towns as grants, we could 

install these systems ourselves and keep all public money in the public sector. 

In closing, I would like to Compare Renewable Usage in North Carolina to that in 

Scotland 

Year 

1990's 

Today 

2020 

NC 

7% 

6% 

12.5% 

Scotland 

7% 

Over40% 

100% goal, but likely 87% 

If Scotland can achieve almost 100% renewable energy electric production by 2020, 

North Carolina can do better than we are proposing. 
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Generating facilities 

Gas fired turbines waste heat to steam turbines 

Steam turbine waste heat to Pentane Gas based turbines 
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December 1 7, 2015 

Statement to Air Quality Division 

Comments on draft NC Clean Power Plan 

My name is Harvey Richmond and my comments today are on behalf of the NC Chapter of the 
Sierra Club. I'm a retired senior EPA environmental analyst and I worked on national air 
quality regulations for over 31 years. I currently serve as co-chair of the NC Chapter of the 
Sierra Club's Clean Energy Campaign and serve in a volunteer capacity. My comments do not 

represent the views of the EPA. 

At a time when nearly 200 nations, nearly the entire world, have come together in Paris and 
signed an historic agreement acknowledging that climate change is real, that emissions from 
humans are a significant contributor, and that significant actions by all governments are needed 
to prevent a 2 degree centigrade rise in global temperature, the NC Department of Environmental 
Quality has chosen to submit a draft plan that is completely inadequate. The draft plan deals 
with only those measures that can be taken to improve heat rate efficiency on site at existing 
coal-fired power plants. The DEQ proposal falls incredibly short of meeting the carbon dioxide 
emission reductions required by the EPA for 2030. 

Instead of embracing and encouraging energy efficiency, and adoption of more solar and wind 
and other forms of renewable energy, the McCrory Administration would rather spend our 
taxpayers dollars on suing the EPA Other states throughout the southeast and beyond, including 
a number of states that are also suing EPA, at least are holding substantive stakeholder meetings 
and developing real plans that are designed to meet the required EPA targets. North Carolina 
could submit a request for extension if it needs more time to prepare state rules to meet the 
called-for emission reductions, but instead is rushing through an inadequate plan guaranteed to 
be rejected by the EPA. 

While EPA has built considerable flexibility into the Clean Power Plan rule, North Carolina's 
DEQ chooses to ignore the many possible alternatives it could include in a strong and just plan 
that would be designed to meet the federal targets. The flexibility of the Federal plan allows 
states like North Carolina to reduce costs to consumers and to spur private investments in clean 
energy. A real plan could and should include other state laws or policies that have the effect of 
reducing carbon dioxide emissions - like the renewable energy and efficiency portfolio standards 
(REPS). It is understood that meeting the existing REPS will go a long ways towards the state 
meeting the carbon dioxide reductions set forth by the EPA for 2030. 

Instead of racing this inadequate draft rule through a public hearing process during the holiday 
season, DEQ should be engaging in a collaborative public stakeholder process, like other states 
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in the Southeast (e.g., Virginia, South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida) with the goal of 
developing a substantive plan, rather than the sham it has produced so far. DEQ has ignored the 
federal requirements in the final Clean Power Plan rule to include vulnerable communities in a 
substantive stakeholder process. 

It is the Environmental Management Commission's (EMC's) responsibility to make sure that the 
NC DEQ submits a valid state compliance plan. Rather than rubber stamping the McCrory 
administration's plan to pursue lawsuit after lawsuit, the Sierra Club calls on the Environmental 
Management Commission to reject the inadequate plan put forth by the DEQ. The EMC should 
insist that DEQ develop a real plan for our state that 1) reduces carbon dioxide emissions in 
accordance with the federal requirements, 2) includes clean energy solutions, 3) protects our 
communities health and the environment, and 4) includes vulnerable communities and public 
stakeholders in the development of a substantive plan that meets the EPA targets for the year 
2030. 

The Sierra Club plans on submitting additional written comments prior to the close of the public 
comment period. 

Harvey Richmond, Co-Chair 

Clean Energy Campaign 

NC Chapter of the Sierra Club 

106 Hebride Court 

Cary, NC 27513 
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Comments of Rick Glazier 

December 17, 2015 

Good evening. 

My name is Rick Glazier. 

I am the Executive Director of the North Carolina Justice Center, a 

Raleigh based nonprofit with the mission of assisting low income 

communities across the state. Until recently, I had the great honor of 

serving in the NC House as the Representative for District 44 and 

Cumberland County. 

My work in these two positions while remarkably different in some 

ways is also remarkably the same. Every day I endeavor to improve the 

lives of my fellow North Carolinians, some of whom, then, as now, 

struggle to pay for the most basic necessities such as electric utility 

service. It is well past time that we as a state take the steps necessary 

to reduce carbon emissions, but also well past time that we work to 

help low income communities meet their energy needs through the 

adoption of strong energy efficiency measures and wind and solar 

energy generation. 

It is not often that solutions to problems would so readily present 

themselves as they have in regards to the issues that we address here 

this evening. What is, sadly, too common, is that it appears policy 

leaders in our state yet again are failing to take advantage of a great 

opportunity. 

I am here this evening to ask you to make significant improvements to 

the current NC Clean Power Plan so that it will better serve our 
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economy, our environment, and our citizens, especially those living on 

low incomes. 

For the sake of our environment, not only would a robust Clean Power 

Plan cut carbon emissions and other pollutants and help protect our 

fragile coast from sea level rise, but the adoption of energy efficiency 

measures and renewable energy in the form of wind and solar would 

help create badly needed jobs that could be performed by low and 

middle class workers in NC. But that's only the beginning, if the state 

plan included the adoption of the Clean Energy Incentive Program, 

which it currently does not, NC could benefit from a more rapid 

deployment of wind and solar generation and energy efficiency 

programs targeting low income communities that are desperate for 

programs that meet their needs to reduce energy costs and improve 

their living spaces. 

The current plan simply does not do enough to serve the needs of NC, 

and I urge that you revise this plan so that it incorporates aggressive 

adoption of renewable energy and energy efficiency programs. 

Thank you for the opportunity to speak to you today. 
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Date: 

To: 

From: 

Re: 

December 17, 2015 

Donald R. van der Vaart, NC Department of Environmental Quality 

Gerald Strope, M.D. Retired Pediatric Pulmonologist 

Statement for Clean Power Plan Hearing, Raleigh, NC 

Secretary of the Division of Environmental Quality and Environmental Management Commission 

Members: 

My name is Dr. Jerry Strope. As a pediatric pulmonologist, I spent 33 years after my training taking care 

of hundreds of infants and children with respiratory illnesses like asthma, chronic bronchitis, and 

respiratory failure. I worked at ECU and Vidant Hospital in Greenville, Mission Children's Hospital in 

Asheville, and UNC Hospitals in Chapel Hill, and I now volunteer with the Chatham County Council on 

Aging. 

I am concerned about elevated atmospheric levels of C02 which enhance ground levels of other 

pollutants. The interactions of these pollutants enhances their toxicities which exacerbates asthma and 

other chronic lung diseases resulting in acute illnesses leading to ER visits, hospitalizations, or even 

death, particularly in infants and the elderly. 

The NC State Center for Health Statistics reported that $132 million were spent for hospital care for 

patients with asthma in 2010*. We anticipate the population in Raleigh and Charlotte to grow by 71 

percent over the next 15 years which will lead to increased pressure on our medical care systems. 

Taking aggressive, comprehensive and immediate action to curb emissions now, can lead to improved 

air quality and better health for our patients with chronic lung disease. 

The American Public Health Association and the American Academy of Pediatrics recognize the 

imperative to reduce carbon emissions, not only to address climate change, but also to protect public 

health. The Clean Power Plan provides an opportunity to ensure our air is healthy and clean, and we 

strongly encourage the implementation in North Carolina of a plan that meets and even exceeds the 

federal carbon reduction target as soon as possible. 

Gerald L. Strope, MD, FAAP, retired Pediatric Pulmonologist and Clinical Professor at ECU 

Currently: Board member, Chatham County Council on Aging and Committee 

Member, Chatham County Community Advisory Committee for Long Term Care Ombudsman Program. 

1624 Hadley Mill Road 

Pittsboro, NC27312 

Home 919-542-1697 

Mobile 252-341-9678 

*Data Source: North Carolina State Center for Health Statistics, North Carolina Hospital Discharge 2006-

2010 (Data as of May 31, 2012). 
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~"fhe EPA's Clean Power Plan doesn't go far enough. Gov. McCrory needs 
to develop a REAL Clean Power Plan! 

There are many good things happening with our great, local farms, 
regenerative agriculture, and solar in NC. That needs to EXPAND BIG TIME 
NOW!!! There needs to be a shift in consciousness! If NC doesn't have a real 
clean power plan they will hold back the state from moving at 
the swift, critical speed needed to get off fossil fuels. 

Instead of fighting the EPA over the Clean Power Plan, the governor needs 
to speak out and support North Carolina's current clean energy policies like 
the Renewable Energy Portfolio, and make it even stronger. The tax 
incentive for solar that is expiring at the end of the year needs to be 
reintroduced and expanded. Both of these will help create jobs that he's 
always talking about. Good paying jobs, that pay a fair wage. Just think of all 
of the homes, faith organizations, and small businesses getting on board with 
solar!! The governor needs 1"o support NC WARN's new campaign and set up a 
"green ribbon" panel to develop a just plan for helping coal plant employees 
transition to green energy jobs in order to preserve North 
Carolina communities.Changi ng the direction of climate change helps save 
lives, cuts pollution, creates jobs and improves health. 

Just last week the world's governments announced their intentions of 1.5 
degrees Celsius. That means fossil fuels have to stay in the ground. There 
can be NO frocking, no offshore drilling, no coal ash, and no pipelines!!! 

NC must keep fossi I fuels in the ground and move toward a just transition to 
100% renewables NOW! 

Peace and love for our beau~iful Earth, Karen Bearden 
1809 Lakepark Drive, Raleigh, NC 27612 
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Thank you for the hosting these hearings and thank you for the 
time to speak. My name is Dave Rogers, and I am the director of 
Environment North Carolina, a statewide environmental 
organization with more than 50,000 members and supporters 
across the state. 

Environment North Carolina calls on the state to adopt a State 
Implementation Plan that both meets the requirements set in 
the Clean Power Plan, and emphasizes the use of ~lean, l 
reneyvable energy sources like wind and solar. ,lt s ~l(., ~j , ~ ~~ 
~t0 ~ .. Lv.e .s~\}~J~ ')·d C ..Jr % @-¥'~ ~' sc.,11t~ ~h~ l i>·) pt\I :e O·.Y ;

1r , " J 
J ... ,lo\d ""' ll ruz,.uv 

'Sc, While global warming poses one of the greatest challenges w~ "v{ 
will face as a world, it also presents North Carolina with a 1hI t ··· -- ·-
unique opportunity to become a national leader in the energy ()>~ '1 
economy of the 21st century. We consistently rank at the top of f€ pl';;+ { e>-id 
lists in terms of solar installation. We have the most offshore '/t:c..1r ../{ .... f"" 
wind potential of any Atlantic state. North Carolina should ~-IL~ t\J ~ 
move forward smartly and aggressively to both maximize ~~}/(% ~<..-fc 0d 
these resources, but also in order to capture the businesses 1"~ '\ ...i,;~ ..... -t d 
that are required to build u~ that infrastructure. This ~ould ~. ~~~."' p6 ·~·r 4i •. ._ 
create tens of thousands of Jobs, and allow North Carohna to t..\} :-\~ttf(1 ~(~ (.,.,,... -

become a hub for clean energy. ~1·0.~, 

I can't say that I know which company will become the next 
Exxon or Shell when it comes to energy, but I'm pretty sure it 
won't be Exxon, Shell, or any company that largely peddles 
fossil fuels. And don't we want that next company to call North 
Carolina home? 

Thank you. I'd also like to turn over the signatures of more 
than 1, 100 people who are calling for the same thing. 
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To: Governor McCrory 
CC: Joelle Burleson, Division of Air Quality 

From the threat of rising sea levels to more frequent and severe droughts and floods, North Carolina has a lot to risk when it 
comes to global warming. We should be doing everything we can to tackle climate change, and that starts with the single 
largest contributor: carbon pollution. I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon 
pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). 

North Carolina has tremendous opportunity to curb harmful carbon emissions and expand clean energy sources like wind and 
solar. We are well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar success and wind 
potential. Not only is there no clean energy in DEQ's current proposal, but the administration is also setting the state up for 
failure by knowingly submitting a substandard plan. 

I urge you and your administration to take this problem seriously, and put forth a plan that maximizes wind and solar energy 
for North Carolina. 

First Name Last Name Email Zip State Comment 

Katherine Nickels nickelka@brevard.edu 28712 NC 

Liz Kaza I ekazal@gmail.com 27601 NC 

Beth Stanberry rdtrtle@gmail.com 28802 NC 

steve lucas slucas78704@gmail.com 78704 TX 

Nancy Laplaca laplaca.nancy@gmail.com 27705 NC Please, be a leader and not a laggard . Protect the People, not Duke Energy 
and other large corporations that are polluting our air, water -- and our 
DEMOCRACY! 

Martha Girolami mgirolami@mac.com 27523 NC 

Christy Thompson autumnsong@mac.com 28792 NC 

Edward Brophy ebrophy@tlbgroup.com 28409 NC Support sustainable energy 

David Bristol barkingatnight@gmail .com 28409 NC 

Bonnie Koshofer apanda617@aol.com 12305 NY 

Rachel Fussell rachel.fussell@gmail.com 28734 NC 

Judy Moran timstarjudy@aol.com 32404 FL 

Mary Ann Gough magough@charter.net 28804 NC 

Judy harrelson judy@glasswarehouse.net 27344 NC 

Sammy Haygood s.haygood@att.net 27527 NC 

Christoper Jones cjj127@gmail.com 37209 TN 
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Moira Breen Moirafbreen@gmail.com 27707 NC 
... , _ _, -

Dane Bowen dbowen5@carolina.rr.com 28227 NC People know about global w;irming and that we need to act now. No more 
protecting big polluters. 

-
Andrea Burnham Arpappl 74@gmail.com 27520 NC 

-
Carolyn Smith lorraine_sm@yahoo.com 27048 NC The protection of our environment should come first! 

-----
Dustin Houston dhouston0222@vcat.cvcc.edu 27511 NC 

·--· ·- ... 
Bryna Rapp bryna@furniturelab.com 27516 NC 

Emily Mazure queenem@gmail .com 27713 NC 
1---- - -

Barbara Kantola blk;intol;i@comcast.net 49120 Ml Not acting on climate shows you don't care about the future generations, 
including your own family. 

- ----·----~-------

Zach Nichols zacharymnichols@gmail.com 27858 NC 
~- -

Felicity Gage mimifefe123@yahoo.com 27960 NC Please begin being more foreward thinking with your actions on these 
crucial environmental issues that will affect generations to come. 

·- - -
Christi Dillon racegirl1971@yahoo.com 28117 NC 

--
N.S. Greenwood nsgreenwood@ly;ihoo.corn 27615 NC Climate change is not a myth. You need to get real, stop the greed, and 

shape up . 
-

Kay Maddox Ktbug74@gmail.com 27208 NC 

DPb Brown deb@econweb.com 27624 NC 

lorenz steininger schreibdemstein@posteo.de 22554 VA 

Nathan Reynolds nareynol@gmail.com 27519 NC Make North Carolina a leader in this space! 
.. 

Amy Marschall marschall@mindspring.com 27603 NC NC and the plantet need clean energy, solar and wind, in the Clean Power 
Plan. 

--- - - ·- - -------·-
Anna Toth chunkpooh@hotmail.com 28806 NC 

Matt Rawlins md rawlins@earthlin k. net 28117 NC 
·------· 

Tom Anderson moderngamemanl@gmail .co 28762 NC This is one issue we need to follow California's lead on . We're already 50 
m years latP in taking action on this!! 

Stephen Kandall skl 840@aol.com 27614 NC 
·-------·----- - ·-·-----·--------·"--

Lee Kuyper Lkuyper@nc.rr.com 27707 NC 

Mary Price mryprice@juno.com 27713 NC 

Daniela Rossi danieladdt@hotmail.com 83210 ID 

Dana V. Little dvlsr1955@yahoo.com 28787 NC Maybe you do not care about what is happening with climate change but I 
do and will remember it on election day! 

·--
Tim Wadkins timwadkins@gmail .com 20910 MD 

Barbara Al-Yousuf bobbi1079@hotmail.com 61073 IL I lived in NC for 13 yrs and I am sad the way pollution is overtaking this 
planet. Please do something to help. 

... ----- .. ·~-· 
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Meryl Pinque merylpinque@yahoo.fr 04401 ME 

Maureen Hayes mchayes720@gmail .com 27516 NC Duke Energy is not taking advantage of its opportunity to move this state in 
a much more sustainable direction, and be on the forefront of where this 
country needs to go in terms of energy. Shame on you Governor McCrory if 
you don't insist Duke Energy do what's right for North Carolina and its 
citizens. Maureen Hayes 

Mark Hurmence Gocubsmark@aol.com 28428 NC 

Neil Freedman neil.freedman@duke.edu 27705 NC 

Rick Savage rsavagel@gmail.com 27511 NC 

Adrienne Gardner briannamackenzie@yahoo.co 27030 NC 
m 

Joanne Heckel Jch52969@aol.com 27012 NC 

Todd O'Buckley okham@netscape.net 27704 NC 

Elizabeth Norman emn3@mindspring.com 27701 NC 

Mary Junkins txveggiemom@gmail.com 27519 NC 

Linda Orr ncdovechild@yahoo.com 28734 NC 

Sharon Garlena sharon.garlena@tatrc.org 21703 MD People over profit, clean, renewable, sustainable energy now! 

PhilipT Johnson pjphilipl2@gmail.com 27517 NC I AM ACTUALLY SCARED TO DEATH AS I DON'T BELIEVE THE REPUBLICANS 
ARE INTELLIGENT ENOUGH TO UNDERSTAND WHAT CLIMATE CHANGE 
MEANS. THEIR PATHETIC MINDS ARE TOTALLY CLOGGED WITH DOLLAR BILL 
SIGNS. 

Alison Smitley alison.smitley@gmail.com 27610 NC 

Aubrey Navarro aupele@aol.com 28348 NC 

Dave Perrey dperrey@frontier.com 27713 NC I really don't care if you believe in climate change or rising oceans, to 
exclude solar and other renewable energy in your energy plan is short-
sighted. Keep the state at the fore front, not trailing behind. 

Gavin Dillard gavco@me.com 28711 NC Environment above all else! Without a livable environment, there IS no 
economy. 

Misako Toda misakotoda@gmail.com 27514 NC 

Danielle Boulet danimboulet@hotmail.com 27278 NC 

Elizabeth Evans emevansSOO@aol.com 27510 NC 

Carol Lee jelliebeanbaby@gmail.com 28449 NC Why do you oppose clean air and renewable energy? 
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Virginia Travis ginger __ travis@bellsouth.net 27278 NC Gov. McCrory, does the fact that Google wants to buy a solar farm here not 
tell you something about the future of t~nergy and its n~ lationship to jobs? 
We need alternatives to the coal your favorite utility and former employer 
burns! 

--- - -
John Watts wattersonfamily@nc.rr.com 27312 NC 

f--- -
Stephen Ryan srbeachbum@gmail.com 27972 NC 

Benjamin Wheeler bw83@duke.edu 27712 NC 

Rochelle Gibney rogibney@gmail.com 28562 NC 
- . ·---

Linda Rudick jeffrudick@hotmail.com 28468 NC 
-

Bill Ross sg95br@me.com 27514 NC 

Randy Byers byers.randy@gmail.com 27408 NC 
---

Pope McElvy popemcelvy@gmail.com 28804 NC 

Michael P. Ferguson iamearthangel@att.net 27516 NC ~we deserve a better governor than Patty ... period ... michael p.~ 

-· 
Martin Green hut martyg@bcn .net 28753 NC 

---- _.______ ______ -

Vicki Ryder peace5942@gmail.com 27707 NC Gov_ McCrory, you were elected to protect all of the people of North 
Carolina, not the for-profit energy industry. Will poisoned air and water be 

your legacy? 
-~--·---

D Denise Dianaty DeniseDianaty@aol.com 27526 NC "As stewards of creiltion, what account will the Humanity be able to give of 
our Stewardship '?" POEM: North Carolina Home Sweet Home An homage to 
the North Carolina I've <ilways known Awake to a painted morning sky Filled 
w' scent of' rn;ignolia ;ind Carolina pirH! Reveling in ;i sun -drenched lcindsrnpe 
Of blossoming hydrangea and myrtle, crape With azalea blossoms and 
fr<igrant rose Wild jasmine and hyacinth perfume kiss th' nose. Climbing 
honeysuckle n'bumblebees 'Neath sheltering oak and tow<1ring maple trees 

I Mountain to CO<J!it steeped in mythic lore Where dll ev'ry native roads lead 
to the shore From homes of native red earthy brick. A gpntle, misty Southern 
wisdom flows thick Wreathes the Grandfather's Mountain spaces Te<.1ching 
unspoken lessons for the ages Lifo is not hurrying - but sav'ring In this 
plac:e ... this home ever unwavering God-kissed from misty mountain to 
roiling shore This North Carolina home sweet home we adore. D. Denise 
Dianaty © 01November2015 

··- ----·- - ~·-- ----·-·---- ---···--~--

James Hardin jwharc:lin@nc.rr.com 27607 NC 
---

Jim Arner<iult jamerault@nc.rr.com 27597 NC 
- ---4-·-~------
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Gay Loesch gayloesch@yahoo.com 28227 NC Let's make a big push for wind and solar power, renewable energy-limit 
carbon pollution, NOW! for our families of the future . Make decisions for 
quality life and tackle pollution and climate change. 

Duane Scaggs duane@scaggsmail .com 27513 NC Stop playing games. Global climate change is real and a real threat 
regardless of what is causing it. Yes, lower cost energy is good, but in a 
balanced manner. Solar and Wind are not the only answer, but they are part 
of the solution and she be a significant part of any plan. 

Lawrence East rstyeast@aol .com 28540 NC 

Ruth Reynolds ruthrules6@yahoo.com 27713 NC 

Colby Hall challnc@gmail.com 27609 NC We need to take effective action to protect our environment now, before we 
no longer have a choice and are unable to deal with the consequences. 

Virginia Wright-Frierson Vmwf@ec.rr.com 28401 NC Why are you destroying our beautiful state?? 

Douglas Merrey dougmerrey@gma i I .com 27312 NC 

Armstrong Pillow hart.pillow@gmail .com 27572 NC Governor, As a professional not working for money these days, I want you to 
join the sustainable energy movement or get out of the way, with all due 
respect. 

Tracy Feldman tracysfeldman@yahoo.com 27713 NC 

Janet Maker jam a ker200l@hotmail.com 90024 CA 

James Corrigan mo2010@me.com 27560 NC 
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Pat Colwell pkcolwell@yahoo.cnrn 

~-· --
Michael Hodges hodgesmail@gmail.com 

- --- ··-
Donald Harland dharland@bellsouth.net 

Tasha Pate limesmudge@gmail.com 

-· 
Pc:iul Naylor naylorpaul@msn .com 

·-~ 
Brian Paradise bgparadise@comcast.net 

Sandra Westmoreland sfwestmoreland@hotmail .co 

m 
Gea Skeens geadotty@hotmail .com 

Cindy Leach cleach@fathomrealty.com 

Sherri McRoberts sherri@mcrobertsmiller.com 

Valarie Davis workinma@yahoo.com 
-

Janet Maker jamaker2001@hotmail.com 

28621 NC 

48103 Ml 

28715 NC --- 27701 NC 

27707 NC 

32082 FL 

27909 NC 

-- -
28806 NC 

27513 NC 

28715 NC 

27895 NC 

90024 CA 

Wear~? blessed with wonderful .sunshinP in NC th;it costs 
would we not hilrvest that to cr~><1te energy that is tot<ill\ 
doesn 't pollute? We hiWE! a 5 . .9 kw solar system which is 
grid via mit ··meterinr, with Duke Energy. We borrowed m 
Duke paid nothing tor it. They pay us 8 cents for what w~ 
c:c~nts. If that isn't profitable to them, them is a problem 
and not in the c;oncept. Every building in NC should havt" 
they do in Europe. Duke ne£•ds to figure out an energy m 
require centralized energy creation but rathc~r can levern 
c:retition as well as distributed use. If they c;rn't figure th< 

survive,? as that is wh;it the 21st Century will ultimatE1ly nE 

helping thE•m avoid this necessary stc~ p town rd a healthic; 
children ;md our grandchildren. Thank you. 

Governor, we have got to stop r<iping 01ir planet to fill th 
power companies. Let's get with the progr«m1 here in NC 
use of clean energy. If implemc~nted properly, I think c.:lea 
supplement current sources nicely. And when the grid fir 
North Carolina will be ready! 

us nothing. Why 
sustainable and 

connected to the 
oney to put this in. 
buy back at 11 
i their operation 
solar panels on a.s 
id~!I which doesn't 
ge distributed 
tout, they will not 

ed. Plc><)se stop 
r future for us, our 

--- ----------
e pockets or the big 
:rnd promote>. the 
1 energy can 
ally go!~s down, 

-
- - ------ --

I support CPP 100% because I care about our future more than corporate 
profits. 

--

···- --

Gov. McCrory please think on a broader scale than just y< 
would be the only reason that someone would ignore all 
about climate change. You must be getting a huge payoff 

--------·--- ----
ur bank account. It 

of the ~cience dilta 

---------
--
--
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Donald Barker wolvesdenobx@gmail.com 27949 NC 

David Pyle spyle8211@aol.com 28211 NC 

Julia Riddle jriddle8@triad.rr.com 27408 NC I am very disappointed in your choice not to support the President on global 
warming. I regret that I voted for you for govenor and will not make that 
mistake twice . 

Jw Vogel jevferrell@gmail .com 28205 NC 

Lincoln Hancock lincoln.hancock@gmail .com 27601 NC 

doug krause dougkrause@mts.net 58108 PA 

Ron ken Lynton ronlynton@gmail .com 27312 NC 

Victoria Roy victoria roync@gm a i I .com 27278 NC 

Smara Voglesong smaravoglesong@gmail.com 08055 NJ Time to move away from dirty, devasting, greedy fossil fuels and take care of 
our planet. We must rely/back solar and wind power. 

Ada Khoury inthemoment007@yahoo.co 28787 NC 
m 

Jim Carillon jim@jimaline.com 28730 NC And don't punish those of us who drive electric powered vehicles with extra 
registration taxes. 

Tom Dancer tdancer@frontier.com 28765 NC 

Barbara Bailey bjbaileylpa@yahoo.com 28801 NC 

Frannie Goodrich morrisonkat@gmail .com 27704 NC We have minimal time to address this very important issue. Do we want to 
rise to the occasion, or be lamented by our children for disregarding Science 
for temporary economic security?? 

Jennifer Rogers jenleerogers@gmail .com 27707 NC Please help work to preserve our beautiful state for generations to come. 

Craig Weaver mtnmancraig@gmail.com 28607 NC 

Barbara Johnson barbara.johnson79@gmail .co 28101 NC Please protect our state! 
m 

Joe Bearden chickadeebirders@gmail.com 27612 NC 

Anthony Maciejczyk tony@pheinc.com 27704 NC I hear you can get future oceanfront property cheap -- in Goldsboro! 

Karen Balcom karenbalcom@nc.rr.com 27514 NC 

Terri Masiello mediationwithterri@gmail.co 28687 NC Prove to us you can lead this great state by embracing clean sustainable 

m power. 

Cathy Nieman cathy.nieman@gmail .com 28787 NC 

Valerie Hildebrand vintgal009@gmail.com 44134 OH 
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Audrey Muck fanninmm@gmail .com 27012 NC I'm siF,ning on t o this request bec<Juse I want my childrfm ;:i nd grandchildren -
and beyond - to enjoy clean air r1nd water. I'm also very disappointed that 
the solar tax credits expired just as I wr1s ready to invest in panels myself. 

Kay Duncan kayduncan625@gmail.com 28803 NC Gov€rnor McCrory, now is the time to act to mitigate climate change and 
secure a future for us all. 

Holly Mills hollyjb3@yahoo.com I 27713 NC 

Theresa Wood tmw647@gmail.com 

I 
28787 

I 
NC l NC ;ieeds to step up and be a leader in renewable energy, not a footdragger. 

This issu e is too important. 

David Rogers davidrogers27@gmail.com 27705 I NC 
----- -- - ·-·- -

Marc Schoenberg mschoenberg@twmi.rrcom 48336 Ml 
- --

Charles ltzkovitz chuckitz79l@gmail.com 28804 NC 
---------- --

Patti Sonnentag sonnentagpb@grnail.com 27516 NC l'rn sure this is falling on de<Jf ears or you wouldn't be implementing this 
destructive policy for NC that you have chosen. But I will ask you once again 
to please be part of the solution instead part of the problem. You need to 
clean up NC air & water and reverse the damage you and Duke & others with 
th is mind set are creating. Please start listening to what the people of this 
state are saying, it's what you were hired to do! ll 

-- - - -- -- ___ -' ___ ..,_ --...... ·----~----

Annie Whi t ney karl .d.whitney@gmail .com 27705 NC Dear Gov. McCrory, I think a balanced energy and climate ch<lllflt! strategy is 
essential for our society to met~t our sNious energy and climate needs. We 
need abundant, reliable energy, but we <ilso need c:le<1 n air, watl!r, and land. 
Fracking is such a messy t echnology and there seems to be no need for yet 
more dirty oil. Co;il should just go. I would so much prefer more nucle<ir, 
w in d, and solar. I think promoting these 3 combined would position North 
Carolina well to be a leader in safe, smart, and clean energy. Please 1~xpand 
the energy options in your administration's energy plan. lhank you - Karl 
Wh itney 

- -- - ·- ·-- -~-.. -·--------~ ---------·------ -- ---- -
John Cardarelli jfcardarelli@gmail.com 27103 NC I enjoy th e Outer Banks a great deal. North Carolina does not need to do any 

exploratory oil drilling nor do we need to Frack for gas. lhere is a glut of oil in 
the world right now. Instead, we need to develop and support new 
businesses which promote solar and wind power. 

-- - --
Patsy Bu llard tarheelial03@yahoo.com 28023 NC 

-- - - -------·--- --- - - - ·----.-------- ~----- --
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Marc Schoenberg mschoenberg@twmi.rr.com 48336 Ml 

David Rogers davidrogers27@gmail.com 27705 NC 

Saundra Adair sandyadair7@gmail.com 28712 NC 

Suzanne Schenkel suzanneschenkel@yahoo.com 28388 NC 

Carol Bentley cabonbike@gmail.com 28205 NC It is time to stop your "good ole boy" antics and do what is right for this state 
and ALL her citizens! CLEAN POWER! 

Daniel Graham grahamdn@bellsouth.net 27517 NC SCIENCE AND STEM!! 

Karen Boekschoten kljboekschoten@hotmail.com 28803 NC 

Nadine Duckworth hellof_amom@yahoo.com 28681 NC 

Michelle Hayward kittyandmoose@yahoo.co.uk 11201 NY 

Joe Perszyk jperszyk@yahoo.com 27539 NC 

Sonja Stahlhut sonjastahlhut@yahoo.com 27713 NC I moved to North Carolina 16 years ago, coming from California, my home 
state. While there is much I still miss, I don't miss the dirty air and water. I 
just don't. Traveling to North Carolina beaches, in particular, was a real 
revelation. The skies were blue, with pretty clouds - not yellow from oil 
drilling and pollution taking place offshore. When I drive through North 
Carolina mountains, the forests are not turning an orange brown from 
pollution. North Carolina is uniquely positioned geographically to take 
advantage of the best clean energy has to offer, and to preserve its 
considerable tourist industry. Protect your state, Governor McCrory. It is the 
best, most responsible thing you can do. 

Marc Pendergast george@rcukes.com 27514 NC 

Hayward Anderson haywardand@hotmail.com 28216 NC 

John Bayn on jbaynon@nc.rr.com 27502 NC If you take the time to look on social media, you'll see that you are loosing 
the support of those you depend on for re-election. Stop doing favors for 
your energy lobbyists and do what is right for NC and the people you work 
for! 

Nadine Duckworth hellof_amom@yahoo.com 28681 NC 

Robert Austin bobandcharlotte@ec.rr.com 28589 NC 

Kate Torrey kate.d.torrey@gmail.com 27516 NC Support solar, support wind, reduce our carbon footprint--for our children's 
sake! 

Dale M. Grimes dale.grimes@gmail.com 27519 NC 

Jeff Walker jeffavl@yahoo.com 28806 NC 

Michael Hamden m2007h a md en@cs.com 27516 NC 
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Keith Easop keasop@nc.rr.com 27587 NC Solar credits should also be put back into the budget. I don't understand why 
it w;is taken out. I voted republican l<Jst time. I'm hoping I can next time too . 

ThCJnk you 
~·· -

Theresa Lauro toural@aol.com 28105 NC Your loyalty to Duke Power is impressive. Greed and arrogance is now ruling 
NC. 

Phillip Scaggs phil@scaggsmail.com 27513 NC 

Cliff Greeson cgdru ms@triad .rr .com 27408 NC FORWAHD NOT bilckward! 
--

Mary Davis lizamuggin@aol.com 27609 NC Please don't let politics enter into this critical issue! 
-

Alton Tyre altontyre2276@msn.com 27231 NC 

Chris Willett willett4@email.unc.edu 27516 NC 

Shawn O'Neill shawh@myprintplus.com 27948 NC 
" 

Cornelia Powell cornelia@corneliapowell .com 28723 NC 
-- -----

Law·rence Crowley magic@ecentral.com 80027 co 
- -- -· - ·---

Barry Anderson barry@gcp.com 27948 NC 

Doris Vannoy stard@hotmail.com 28697 NC Curb pollution that is endangering everyone's health too. 
-

Jenny Quist jcquist@gmail.com 27613 NC -
Janet Tice starjet@mindspring.com 27516 NC Please don't let your actions and political games make our beautiful state 

one of the most backward in the country. 
------·--· ··-

Sandra Resner sresner@triad .rr.com 27409 NC 

April Pauley Mink leapfarm@gmail.com 28756 NC Please stop this outright <issault on your constituents health and the health 
and bc~auty of our great state. You don't hav~! to always cater to the energy 
and corporate sectors. You have done so much damage to so much that wa~ 
grc~ at about this wonderful state. Wt) art! tired of your tireless ;is~ault on the 
environment and our rights. This is one more n<iil in your <ittempt to be re -
elected. You are losing votes on everything you do. April Mink M ill Spring NC 
28756 

-· 
Phyllis Swank pswank38@gmail.com 27514 NC 

Patricia Winne wyldeflower _98@yahoo.com 28043 NC 
-- 0----------··-·----·-·-·----~--·-------------~---.------- ·--

Michael Wechter mswclu@att.net 28704 NC You work for all of NC & not Duke Energy! -- - •·-t--.. ••••• •r ___ ,,... _ _ 
-----~---- -~ .... -· ------,---------~-----

Pam Alterman pamgator@gmail.com 27513 NC We need to protect NC's environment NOW. So much of our Economy 
depends on tourism ;it our coast and mountains. We need renewablt:! energy 
put in place to protect these great areas. Global warming must be addresSE·!d 
NOW. We need to support the Clean Power Plan with renewables. Thank 
You! 

·- -·- - --- - - .. ··-
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Lisa Globke tyedye@bellsouth .net 27534 NC Obviously you don't care about the environment. NC is behind the times in 
this matter. I applaud the places I visit that have solar power and wind 
power. 

Tom Clarke tom cl a rke@m indspri ng.com 27408 NC 

Jasmina Bricic keiji_miashin@hotmail .com 28504 NC 

Margaret Silvers marsilvers@gmail.com 28756 NC 

Robert BELKNAP rebelknap@sms.edu 27603 NC 

Susan McClutchn susan@tranquilbirthing.com 27713 NC As a chemical engineer with nearly 20 years experience as in the 
environmental field, I beg you to stop the destructive path you're taking and 
go back to making our state a leader in renewable energy sources. Your plan 
needs to include an emphasis on wind and solar energy sources as well as 
leaving room to encourage other renewable sources in order to be 
sustainable. Please search your conscience and choose environmental 
policies that will improve our state and the health of the people who live 
here. So far your policies have undermined years of progress and are 
destroying our lovely state and the health of every person in it. You still have 
time to change course and be known as the governor who had the spine and 
wisdom to go against his party and do what was best for his state and 
constituents. 

Colleen Allen Colleenwelshallen@gmail .co 27519 NC 
m 

Gayle Ruedi gayle.ruedi@gmail.com 27517 NC Time has run out for the environment. Do the right thing--just once. 

Tony Strickland extruder@gmail.com 27539 NC 

Julia Simmons jupie_one@hotmail.com 28779 NC 

j angel I jangell@earthlink.net 95672 CA 

Eric Greene greenee@e dgecom be . ed u 27829 NC 

Jay Hawekotte ncsurfhawk@hotmail .com 27964 NC Please do the right thing for the long term health and welfare of all people in 
NC. Thank you . 

Glenn Clingroth gcling@bellsouth.net 27608 NC Please, sponsor and support more alternative energy projects and support 
tax breaks for solar and wind projects as this is one of the best ways to 
support alternative energy projects. 
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Nancy Silver nancysworkshop@gmail.com I 28804 NC We are running out of time. If you care ;:ibout the world your children and 
grandchildren will inhabit, you must move to clean, renewable energy. There 
will be a time when all the money in the world will not protect. anyone. 

--------·-- · 
Jack Raker Jackraker@yahoo.com 28752 NC Stop making it look like you will support anything for enough MONEY!!! 

----
Dot Harper Dotharper05@gmail.com 27420 NC 

-- -
P;im Dix parndix@me.r.om 28031 NC 

David Andes dandes1043@gmail.com 27244 NC This is a moral issue. If we do not protect future generations, we have failed . 
Little else matters. 

Peter Kusek pkusek@unca.edu 28804 NC 
- ----

Chris Drumright astrohoops@aol.com 37130 TN 
---·- --

Betty Lou Chaika blchaika@earthlink.net 27517 NC It is crucial to fight global warming that we keep fossil fuels in the ground. So 

we need wind and solar. 
--- --

Marcia Sobel ra ma r50@yahoo.com 27858 NC 
.. 

Kyle Dalton kyledalton123@yahoo.com 2.7016 NC Dear Governor McCrory, Our legacy as individuals,parents and policy makers 
i~ to be sure ttie decisions we make create a livable future for those that 
follow us.Please support clean energy with wind and solar for our state and 
for a future that is only the heart beat of a child away. 

Christian Smith databasernaker@mac.com 28504 NC All NC politicians must work harder to protect our most valuable asset: a 
healthy, clean, and balanced environment . 

.... ---··- ·---;- -· -----------
Charlie Nitsch pnit:sch@carolinil.rr.com 2820~) NC 

----·-- - - ------------
Bonnie Westbrook jirnbonw@msn.com 28461 NC Please support the Cle<m P<Jwer PL.an in North Cirolinn, and prevent oil 

exploration ;ind drilling off our beautiful coastline! Wind, solar, and power 
from the oce<m currents <m: all feasible and support clean em~rgy goals. 
Stand up and be~ a leadt)r on Clean Energy! 

- --·- --~--- · - ·-
Mary Holt maryblakeholt@grnail.com 27527 NC I am the mother of two young girls. fvery generation has a responsibility to 

leave the world better than we found it. Stand up to what is right and 
protect the environment. Good integrity is greater than the love of money 
and status. 

__ ,___ _____ .. ___ ,.._ 
--~··- --- ---- ---

Carson Monteith carsonm28@gmail.com 27609 NC 
·-·-- -----· ---·-- ·---·-·-- -------- i-----·----- -~--·-

Neil Mc:William n.mcwilliam@duke.edu 27516 NC 

Selene Russo selenee(<Pme.com 27713 NC 
-- _ .. 

Arid a Emrys acemrys@att.net 28806 NC 
------ ------ --··-~-------·------ -~-·-·- ---- - --·-
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Jean Moxley moxleyj@hotmail.com 27401 NC Please work to make our state a place that we can breath safely in. That has 
water that is protected. 

Jen Aubrey jen.aubreyOl@gmail .com 27514 NC 

Sarah Davis sdny152@yahoo.com 27615 NC 

Jeff Willoughby jeffwill@carolina.rr.com 28269 NC 

Karla Devine kjdevine99@yahoo.com 90266 CA 

Art Smoker ansmoker@gmail.com 28754 NC 

Nancy Acopine nancyacopine@gmail .com 28804 NC 

Robert Irvin brandog479@hotmail.com 27704 NC 

Thomas Holub tom.holub@yahoo.com 27614 NC please act boldly on climate change to position NC as a leader in this area 

Camilla Torsander camillat@gmx.com 54130 ot 

Joseph Phillips pmtjoe@yahoo.com 27284 NC 

Joan Brannon jbrann@ymail.com 28692 NC The global C02 level just passed 400ppm. We are approaching a point of no 
return on climate change, an you are clinging to a non-renewable strategy 
which is beyond justification. It is beyond t ime to embark on some forward 
thinking on renewables. 

Avril Lomas avril08@windstream.net 28782 NC I guess that given the test re. Climate change ,YOU would be in the same 
wheelhouse as Ted Cruz!! 

Jerry Peavy pvphoto@sbcglobal.net 95926 CA 

Johnnie Midyette jmidyette@triad .rr .com 27103 NC Please do not destroy North Carolina. We need to preserve and make our 
state safer for all. 

Daniel Ater ncdan8r@aol.com 28803 NC Don't take environmental/climate issues backwards any! 

J. Kent Williams kwilliamsl@triad.rr.com 27407 NC 

Laurie Leland laurie_leland@yahoo.com 96734 HI 

Joseph Reardon jrear6640@aol.com NC NC 

Steve Adams adam ite@triad. rr. com 27292 NC Your attitude is very selfish. You are supposed to care about our state and its 
people - not corporate welfare. Are you unaware that these are not the 
same thing? 

Susan Buccini buccini@aol.com 28409 NC Environment FIRST! Without clean air, water and soil to survive, nothing else 
will matter. 

Eric Krohn ekrohnphd@yahoo.com 27401 NC 

Joy Stan istreet joyelia87@gmail.com 28516 NC 

Jan Hinman hinmanjb@gmail.com 28571 NY 
---- -
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Ragubathee Pather rpathe r645@hotmaii.com 28278 NC Given our beautiful coastal area which we stand to loose with di mate 
change, w e should be leading the ch<irge on com batting climate change. 

Shame on you for not doing so. 
. -

Kristen Alspaugh alspaugh@alumni .unc.edu 28209 NC Please be responsible and help us support renewable energy for our future 
generations. 

>-· 
J<ty Newhard jaynewhard@suddenlink.net 27858 NC 

-
Jacey Wilson jaceya@gmail.com 275Hi NC 

--·- ·--· .....__ _________ .._ __ ,. 
----- ·- · ~---·---

Anthony Capobianco acapobial@verizon .net 15102 PA 
~ -- ----- ----- - -------- --- --·-------------.-~ ·----------------

Sally Thomas sallymthomas@earthlink.net 28209 NC North Carolirrn c<1nnot afford to be behind the norm on pl;:rnning for the 
future -- we have too much at risk. Plus, it just doesn't make sense when we 

I have viable alternatives that we are choosing not to pursue. Plea~e do the 

I right thing for my grandchildren and think of the futtm:. 

--
Lorine Nemes lsteinbunner@nc.rr.com 27587 NC 

··-
Mary Gold mhgold@mindspring.com 27407 NC Many have worked so hard so make it a clean, healthy, vibrant plac~~ to live. 

Please continue this path -- not the path of greed and destruction . 

Ray Boling vrboling@gmail .com 27606 NC As a former state employee of th e Dept. Of Environment and N<ltural 
I Resources, I arn more than disappointed Lit the NC governmentai response 

I to the latest EPA Incentives for states to address climate ch<1nge. My wife 
I owns property along the NC co;ist. We need immedi ri t~~ h!~ lp to deal with 
I 

I climate change to avoid the ultimate loss of real property here in NC. Please 
;:idd rPnew;iblP energy plans tothe NC response to the requirements of the 

EPA PROGHAM. Ray Boling 

- .. -· 
rhonda lawford rhondalawford@hotrnail .com 60474 IL 

- ------ -·-----~------~--------

Donna Newman dnewman27606@yahoo.com 27606 NC Please act with swiftness to get us away frorn oil, coal, and gas and moving 

toward il clea n, green future! We need a good, usable plan to avoid thf~ 
continued use of carbon as our energy sourc1·!, not just cosmetic fixes for our 

<iging C02-intensive infrastructure . Prevent further coal ash spill disasters 

and cle<in up our waters and air. We demand a clean future! 

--· ·-· - - _,_ 

John Bradshaw jbradshawlO@att.net 28212 NC 
-~· · ·----------·-·------ 1--··-- ---- -·---r----·-·-~· -~-- ---------· 

Tami Palacky tpalacky@gm ail .com j 22153 VA 
-·---- - -- ... -..- ---~~---- --- -- .. -- ---
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Win Southworth southworthw@hotmail .com 28815 NC Please do what is best for our citizens and the future of our renewable 
energy system, and thereby, our air & water qualities and health care costs. 

mary raymond marray45@yahoo.com 27502 NC 

Melanie Husfelt melanie.husfelt@yahoo.com 27104 NC 

Pat Wang patwangnc@yahoo.com 28056 NC So many people understand that global warming is real and caused by 
humans, that your denial of it makes it appear you have been bought by big 
energy. Please think of the people. 

Wayne Scott wayne_skull@yahoo.com 27712 NC 

Carolyn Davis carolynhillthomas@gmail.com 28207 NC 

Kevin Bob al kbbobal@gmail.com 27613 NC 

Patrick Seegers patrickseegers@gmail.com 28173 NC I have lived in North Carolina all my life and am raising a family here. I vote 
and they do to. Please do all you can to address climate change. 

JANIE NEELY jan1e.neely@gmail.com 28787 NC NC has a chance to be a leader in an important movement. Please support 
the Clean Power Plan. 

Leo Thibodeau joethibodeau@absolutegroup 27513 NC 
.com 

Chas Griffin cpgriff8@nc.rr.com 27376 NC 

Barbara Cavalluzzi wolffglen@windstream .net 27330 NC 

Pam Mclamb pammclamb@nc.rr.com 27592 NC I plead that you'll take this issue as seriously as it is. We must be able to use 
alternate & sustainable power sources. 

Ca ma Merritt merritt.cama@gmail.com 27104 NC Boost the alternate energy sources in our state. Encourage more wind and 

solar. 

Joanne Torrence joanne.torrence@gmail.com 23111 NC Please vote NO to offshore drilling. Invest in our future with renewable 
energy. The gift that keeps on giving, doesn't pollute, run out, or jeopardize 
the livelihood of your patrons dependent on the oceans clean health. 

John Shearer bsu p@bellsouth.net 27514 NC 

Liz Field ejefield16@comcast.net 01720 MA 

Deborah Kenyon dcjkenyon@aol.com 27502 NC 

Mara Wooten mew0373@yahoo.com 27545 NC 

Charlie Wallin wallincr@gmail.com 28607 NC 

Mercedes Armillas miarmillas@gmail.com 11216 NY 

Janice Bruni janbruni200l@yahoo.com 27048 NC Do you even read your mail? 
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Edward Barnard cosmic.janitor@yahoo.com 27603 NC You havP to date sided with special interests and industry representatives on 

every environmental issue - that in no way protects the NC. Public we lfare~ 

nor is it what a governor is elected to do. Rather than accusing th e media of 

bias against you, why don't you begin looking after the welfa re of thE~ pl~ople 

who ~~lected you as their governor. 

... 
Rach el Leek rae1226@gmail.com 28786 NC 

Karen Papalia kpapalia@nc.rr .com 27614 NC 

Gail Simon gail_simon@yahoo.com 27407 NC ____ __ , ____ 
-

robert garrett bob7336@hotmail.com 45039 OH 

iam, Margaret & Scott Holcomb doslobos@charter.net 28782 NC A HEALTHY ECONOMY requires A CLEAN, HEALTHY ENVIRONMENT 4 

Producers & Consumers . 
·- · -

Philip Davenport pdav@me.com 27614 NC 

Robert Ortiz r77ortiz@hotmail.com 94945 CA 
-

Brenda McCall brnd_mccall@yahoo.com 27243 NC 

Robin Keller jrobinke@gmail.com 27511 NC 
-

kenneth anderson kaceaok@yahoo.com 27408 NC 

Bob Conroy lrn@mindspring.com 27705 NC 
--- ·- - ---

Tim Rice tim .rice@duke.edu 27707 NC To deny the causes of Climate Change is to burrow your head in the sarid. 
"Hoping" it will go away does a serious dis-service to our children . I hope you 
can see your way clear to do the right thing for the public, rather than the 

right thing for the Energy Companies. 

--
Christopher Beard cmbeard89@gmail.com 27103 NC 

Emili a Boccagna Emiliaboccagna@virgilio.it 88100 ot 

John Freeze jfreeze@triad .rr .com 27205 NC As a resident of NC, I urge you stop supporting fossil fuels, and instead, 
support the Cl ea n Power Plan . 

- -
Gary S Hmoock lyngar@mindspring.com 27278 NC ____ , __ . 

--- i--...---- ----- ---- - --- -
K<iren Crowell kcrowell3@nc. rr .com 27312 NC It's unthinkable that anyone would ignore the threat of climate change and 

continue to promote non-renew<ible sources of energy that pollute our 

environment and have a direct impact on the future of this planet. It's 

obvious th<Jt Duke Power's influence is contributing to thi s blatent denial of 
the risks wl~ face . I suppose our only option is to elect someone who 
sincerely believes in what's good for the people of North C.irolina, and acts 

accordingly. 

- ~·--- ··- - -
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Allison Anselmo alleighkat@gmail.com 28551 NC Please protect our state and our tourism dollars, they are more important 
that you and your party being able to claim that the environment is not in 
danger from companies like Duke Power I 

Karen Shapiro hshapirol@nc.rr.com 27614 NC 
-- -

Chanda Farley Raptured_Night18@Yahoo.co 28716 NC 
m 

Patricia Myers ttrishamyersnc@earthlink.net 27612 NC 

Anne Dickson Fogleman fogleman@dicksonpress.com 27514 NC 

David Pi et piet.david45@gmail.com 27312 NC As a community and nation we need to wake up to the science on climate 
change and protect ourselves and future generations from further damage . 
Thank you, sir. 

Mina Lloyd mina@minalloyd.com 27606 NC 

Mindy Oshrain moshrain@earthlink.net 27705 NC 

Martha Spann mspannlO@gmail.com 28605 NC 

Madeleine Hodges mhodges@alumni.unca.edu 27707 NC 

Patricia Poret 3poret2@gmail.com 27514 NC 

Hallie Barnes halynfriends@yahoo.com 27587 NC 

Cindy Yates yatescp2002@yahoo.com 28429 NC 

Robert Campell Rcampell@nc. rr .com 27707 NC 

Jeff Hibbard jhibbard@riseup.net 28778 NC 

Jamie Heath wheelerjalO@students.ecu .e 27834 NC 

du 

James Mulcare xsecretsx@cableone.net 99403 WA 

Mf Solomon mfsolomon@nc.rr.com 27707 NC 

Joseph Greaser greaser4j@gmail.com 27526 NC 

. Bill Groves okiedokey7@sbcglobal.net 28734 NC 

Thomas Carson thcarson@gmail.com 27705 NC 

jeff hopkins jhop-90@earthlink.net 60046 IL 

Kenneth Marr KenMarrApex@att.net 27523 NC 

Mary Good kind mary@lindleyg.com 28803 NC Please play a positive role in protecting all of North Carolina from the 
extremes of weather and rising sea levels. 

Marilyn Wendt mmwendt@mindspring.com 27615 NC Please include solar and wind in your renewable energy program! 

Karen Lewis sopoof@yahoo.com 28327 NC 

Leigh Hart Dol123@mac.com 27514 NC 
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Pat Bennett patben nett@com poriu m. net 28712 NC 
-~--

Lynda Durden ldurden@etinternet.net 28338 NC 
·--

Paul Nitsch nitschp@queens.edu 28274 NC 

Frank Lewis jlef50@yahoo.com 2.8645 NC 
·-· 

Laura Heise laurieheise@mindsprin13.corn 2'7:31 2 NC We truly don't have time to shilly-shally on this. Every year we don't act 

forcefully for clean energy means more misery later on . 

----- - ··--- --'-- ·--------~---

Nicholas Borisow Ngborisow@gmail .r.om 27519 NC The long term health of our community is not in energy that is "imported" 

from other states . Our self sustainability is key to North Carolina leading 

erowth into the future . Thanks for voting in line with your constituency! 

---~· .-------- --
Anna Keyte alk2@duke.edu 27707 NC Please do something meaningful to combat climate change! 

-----'· 
Earl Huband wilhub@earthlink.net 27705 NC We owe it to our children <.1nd our children's children to do everything in our 

power to move away from oil and gas towilrd clt,?<mer forms of energy. 

I 
Robin Hall rocnrobn37@gmail.com 28173 NC 

--------· 
Carl Fisher carl@fisher.name 27312 NC 

---- - --
William Kumpf wcku m pf@yahoo.com 27510 NC Governor McCrory, please understand that our statewide dependence on 

fossil fuels will compromise the ability of future generations to enjoy this 

wonderful place. We need to acknowledge climate change, and respond to it 

with renewable energy sources . 

. ... 
Kenna Sorrmwr Guerakiki2@aol.com 28806 NC 

-· ----------- ----- -
Ki cab Castaneda-Mendez kicabcm@yahoo.com 27517 NC 

-· - ------·-- - ----·- ---·-- --
Bryant Poole bap2015@yahoo.com 28803 NC At 67, I h;ive lived a long tim e in NC and I hope to see it rem<iin a beautiful 

State. You haw? destroyed l'duc;i tion while funding oth er interests. We are 

I 

producinp, more fu el th11n ever and NC can join in BUT with renewables like 

windmills at the coast. You will be remembered for what you do with the 

pristin e state you inherited . 

.. -·-··- -·-- ------ - - - ---- ---- ---- - - ------- --- -
James Arbogast jim<irbog<ist@ carolina. rr.com 28105 NC Ou it supporting polluters! Protect the environment for our kids and 

grandkids. Wake up! 
·----------~---

.. , --
Etsuyo Choi etsuyo@~~arthlink.net 27514 NC 

- ----- -
Valerie Young vyou ng123@ea rth Ii n k. net 27517 NC 

-- -· 
Barbara Cudmore bcudmore@gmail.com 27516 NC Please, protect our home the environment 

.. -----
Carol Thompson rncact8@grnail.com PA PA 

- ---- -

V-442 A-532



Vero Brentjens vaambl@me.com 27932 NC 

Irwin Fridovich ffridovich@biochem.duke.edu 27707 NC The fact that C02 absorbs in the infra red predicts that it will hinder the 
radiative cooling of this planet of ours. The rising average temperature, and 
the progessive melting of glaciers and ice caps was predictable and is now 
observable. To slow this and prevent catastrophe we need to decrease 
burning fossil fuels and use more solar,wind, and nuclear sources of energy. 

David Raulerson der666666@hotmail.com 28716 NC 

James Nutt jenutt@nc. rr .com 27608 NC I support the Clean Power Plan. 

Candace L vt_cmonster@hotmail.com 27705 NC 

Randy Tysinger farmergreennc@yahoo.com 27350 NC Solar and wind power are needed and to deny it is stupid . But as with all 
politics I guess you need to spend a few million dollars and form a 
committee to come to this conclusion for yourselves .... 

Bruce Nawrocki bruce_nawrocki@hotmail.co 27613 NC 
m 

Scott Tucker odrone@yahoo.com 27612 NC 

Judy Williams dwill38@gmail .com 28658 NC 

Carol Schmidt Schmidt205@be llsouth. net 28803 NC 

John Miskelly wdstockjc@aol.com 21212 MD 

Tamara Stanley tstanleylOl@yahoo.com 28539 NC I have lived my life in Swansboro, "Friendly City by the Sea." Our ocean and 
waterway's are a way of life for both job's and recreation. I have seen the 
changes on my kayak and fishing trip's and it's not good. Mainly I stay in a 3 
mile area by my home up the river and at the end of every month I take a 
photo of all the trash I pull out. I do this surrounded by a huge chemical slick. 
This year low tide being as high as previous high tides has been the normal. 
We MUST protect our waterway's, not just for us but for the future and 
beauty of this great state. 

Martie Thompson Kingree mpthomp@clemson.edu 28717 NC 

Laura Cotterman lmcotterman@embarqmail.co 27278 NC Climate Change is the challenge of our century--far more serious than 
m threats from terrorism. Don't be behind the curve on this! 
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Karen Bates yatter@me.corn 27516 I NC it is time to step up and for NC to reduce our carbon emission output. We 

are in a prime location to utilize sold and wind sources. Water resources on 
the coast . 

---
John Boylston jpb1243@netscape.net 27707 NC 

-··------
John Thornberry johnthornberry249@y<ihoo.co 15931 PA Protecting the environment protects th~! pl<met. We am all la~ re to help 

rn make things better for us and future genc-~rations but there won't be any if 

I 
w e don't take care of the planet 11long with ourselves. I urge you to think 

about the kind of world you want your children, gr<mdchildren, and 
descendants to live in . Thank you. 

Melody Wood mwood126@triad.rr.com 27410 NC Please protect our state's natural resources by supporting renewable forms 
of energy like solar wind water. 

-
elaine sch all jcschll@aol.com 27408 NC Protect the earth 

-- · -
debra donnelly dadonnelly@hotmail.com 28748 NC Let Nort h Carolina be a leader for the rest of the country in limited harmful 

pollution 

Andrea Winkler andreamwinkler@gmail.com 27705 NC 
>--·---

Cheryl Swofford cherylswofford@gmail.com 28752 NC 
--- ·-

George Phillips nctrack@gmail.com 27510 NC 

Robert Ziegler Rjziegler _ 4@yahoo.com 28792 NC 
---

Tim Walker twalker915@gmail.com 27517 NC 
-

Voncil e Ferguson lvoncile@gmail.com 27410 NC 
- --

Kate Ancaya Kate.ancaya@gmail.com 28803 NC 
----- -·-

.fames Wheeler jim@jimwheelersculptor.co.n 28170 NC Alternative energy gives citizens the freedom of choice! Support the Clean 

z Energy Plan. 
,..,_ --· 

Thomas Trescone tomtrescone@yahoo.com 98121 WA 
---- ----

Christine Westfall chwestfall@gmail.com 27701 NC 

Erin Quist emqute@gmail.com 27609 NC 
- - -·--------·----·------- ----·-·-~-----·---~----· 

Chris Rains crains3193@carolina.rr.com 28173 NC C'mon Governor, even if you don't believe in climate change, we still need 
strong alternate forms of ener~w . We can't continue to put <ill of our eggs in 
one basket. 

-
Ryan Draper raptorredOl@yahoo.com 27514 NC 

·-- -.--- - ·· . ~------------- · · ·--

Robert Furuya parrano5@hotmail.com 27607 NC 
- ~-------·--. 

Bonnie MacKinnon bmackin nonwitherspoon@ya 78626 TX 
hoo.com 

i.---·-·- --·-· ----- ·---- · 
Flora Pino Ga ref a florapino@bme.es 00000 ot 

--- - _, ___________ 
--- -~--- -
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Karen Hodges khodges@jungiananalyticprax 28205 NC Addressing climate change should be one of state government's #1 
is.com priorities. We are falling behind and must realize the seriousness of this 

situation. 

Evelyn Coltman evelyn3226@charter.net 28786 NC 

Bartholomew Barker bart.barker@gmail.com 27278 NC 

Ernst Mecke ernstmecke@yahoo.com 00150 ot Well, should a politician make decisions on the basis of short run or long run 
considerations ... 

Bruce Donnell b_donnell@msn.com 87506 NM 

Gretchen Simpson gretchen.simpson@ymail.com 28753 NC 

Cynthia Slater sidslater@gmail.com 27403 NC 

FORREST GREEN greenforrestll@gmail.com 28806 NC We as North Carolinians want to have renewable energy as does our country 
overall. Please honor this - thanks 

Sam Cook samcook666@gmail.com 28805 NC It is climate change that is one of the major factors destabilizing the middle 
east right now, as farmers displaced from their land, unable to survive 
because of climate change, are stressing an already injust and unsustainable 
dictatorship. We cannot afford to be fools when it comes to climate change. 
Too much is riding on addressing it quickly and decisively. I realize that those 
who put you in office necessarily destroy the environment to maximize their 
profits, but sometimes you have to put common sense before cronyism. 

Dale Sheehan sheehan89l@bellsouth .net 28731 NC 

Susan Zimmer sezgenie70@gmail.com 28451 NC 

Sharon Osika-Michales osikamis@excite.com 13152 NY Emerald Isle will be one of the first on the list of lands that will no longer 
exist if the sea level rises. My whole family lives on either this Outer Bank or 
on the mainland shore area across the lntracoastal Waterway. Not just land 
will be lost--so will jobs, and the economic base for eastern NC counties' 
tourism and fishing industries. This is not small potatoes--it's big money. 
Why are you not protecting NC's eastern shoreline? 

Jane Church janechrch@yahoo.com 27517 NC 

Chey Cary jakrabbitt@att.net 28806 NC 

Adrian Smith adsmith57@charter.net 27559 NC 

CAROLL FOWLER fowler83@earthlink.net 94541 CA 
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Kathryn Davis kath ryna nd bruce@gm a i I.com 27312 NC Stop and consider what you are doing and not doing. Please take a moment 
and consider the science of climate change. Please see the long -te rm 
financial benefits of acting now to address this issut>. And put some solilr and 
wind initiatives in the plan too . 

.. 
cheryl Johnson cheryljay735l@yahoo.com 28805 NC Gov. McCrory, Please support wind and solar energy by setting a goal and 

timetable for implementing these energy sources. 

--
Marie Garlock writetorna rie@gm;i i I .com 2Tl01 NC SERIOUSLY! You are tasked with a leader, not a destructor or corrupt liner of 

others and your own pockets . 
---·· . r--- ---"- ·-

Robert Rosen rohertarosen.rosenG6@grnai l. 27713 NC 
corn 

~~--· 

Van Hallman vhallmanl@triad.rr.com 27265 NC 

John Fleming flemijl@bellsouth.net 27513 NC Governor McCrory, please do the right thing for the future of North 
C;irolinians. We have to plan for the future and this is one area where we 
can be proactive to benefit future generations. Thank you. 

~ ·-
Frances O'Neal momoneal77@[imail.r.om 97223 OR 

---
Christine Crowley canncrowley@gmail.com 28205 NC ----

Lisa Neste lilmouse1213@earthlink.net 27265 NC 

Eric Schweitzer spinwebl@yahoo.com 27609 NC North Carolina should be at the forefront of this important issue, not 
stonewalling the President's laudable efforts. 

- --· 
Barbara Harvey Barharvey@aol.com 27511 NC Pleas support the Clean Power Plan. 

-·----~~-~·-

Jennifer Clarke jclarke25@nc.rr.com 27606 NC 

Sam Todd boleytodd@mindspring.com 28227 NC 
--~-----

Jil nis Ramquist janis@ramquist.com 27608 NC 
·----

Deja Lizer Dayjah2l9@aol.com 28806 NC 
- -

Matthew Vorstermans matthew81@rogers.com 27560 NC 

Alex Goldstein avg6110@alum .uncw.edu 28270 NC 
·-----------·--------~·---·------·------;--

Dale Weston majortest@earthlink.net 28540 NC Sometimes it is best to do the right thing - -- not the right wing thing. If you 
are to effectively govern the state of NC for the overall welfare of both 
citizens and businesses, you will distance yourself from the loonier fringes 
you have been playing with. 

f.-····--- --- ·--- - - ---·i---- 1---------·--~--~~.-- !--~------~-.---------~ - ·- ---~-

John Van Horn elprimojpvh@<iol.com 64111 MO 
-

Carole Schreiber cks442@gmail.com 28712 NC 

Mary Keenan maryekeenan@aol.con 28786 NC 
- ·--
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Jeanne OBryan jgoodman704@yahoo.com 28612 NC Solar power and tax credits for clean solar energy are the way to go. Go 
clean energy II! I 

Lynn Scattolini glscattolini@yahoo.com 27516 NC Do you care about the environment your children and grandchildren will 
inherit? I do. Please reconsider and support a plan that includes clean energy 
sources. 

Arthur Firth afirth@carolina.rr.com 28146 NC 

George Neste nastygeorge59@earthlink.net 27265 NC 

Mary Nolan mnolan8765@aol.com 28428 NC 

Michael Eisenberg mikeeeisen@yahoo.com 27613 NC 

Kate Lamar jlamarca@charter.net 28709 NC 

anthony montapert amontapert@roadrunner.com 93004 CA 

Gregory Austin gregaustin@mindspring.com 28216 NC 

David Baker DbakerOll@live.com 27519 NC 

Janet Smith ncsierracg@gmail.com 27858 NC 

Elisabeth Curtis bbgranda@gmail.com 27516 NC 

Scott Juslin scottj@hampshirehooligans.c 28562 NC 
om 

Doris Marshall gull9832@basicisp.net 28054 NC 

John Hill johnhill@telus.net 00000 BC 

Geraldine Ring geraldine_ring@hotmail.com 01190 ot 

Gregory Hall gmhall711@mail .com 28787 NC Stop acting like chicken little, respect the overwhelming scientific evidence 
and the consensus of the scientific community and do something to stop 
global warming now!!! 

Ruth Stambaugh deemare@juno.com 28711 NC 

Elana Kann elanakann@gmail.com 28806 NC How can a Clean Power Plan be clean without clean sources like wind and 
solar generation? 

Jerry and Barbara Whitmire jerry.whitmire18@yahoo.com 28768 NC Governor McCrory, Please include solar and wind power in your 
considerations . Thank you, Jerry & Bonnie Whitmire 

Todd Patton tcpatton@mindspring.com 27705 NC 

James Walsh jaywalsh@thistle-cottage.com 28680 NC 

Brenda Hayes vberrini@gmail .com 27278 NC The threat is obvious and so are the solutions. I vote and am watching 
carefully. 

Philip Sannes philsannes@gmail .com 27605 NC 

Susan Attermeier satter@bellsouth .net 27278 NC Our economy as well as the environment would benefit greatly from 
promotion of solar and wind power. 

Bruce Hlodnicki bjh55@sbcglobal.net 46226 IN 

V-447 A-537



Ellie Mayer elliemayer@gmail .com 277-3 NC Really? You don't care about our precious earth"? 

Stephen Boletchek sboletchek@gmail .com 27502 NC 

Betty Pipes bettypipes@yahoo.com 27502 NC Please save our beautiful state from pollution. 

Thomas Johnson tcjbdog@gmail.com 28605 NC I think you have a small minded, greedy agenda. 
-· - -- - -

Laurice ferris lferrisl@nc.rr.com 27517 NC 
- ---

Susan Edelstein macturtle@att.net 27511 NC 

Heide Coppotelli goodshep herd@citcom .net 28718 NC 
-

Joann Cortez joannscortes@yahoo.com 28804 NC 

Thomas Oriel candtoriel@yahoo.com 27529 NC Stop c:ov~iring for Dukr~ Energy! 
··-

v. Wang vkwang97@gmail .com 27519 NC 
- ----

William St. George wrstgeorge@aol.com 28403 NC 
, .. - - -- -

Sam Brewer nopablue@yahoo.com 27511 NC 

Robert Collins robiepc@carolina .rr.com 28205 NC 
··-~ - -- ·---

Mary White white.m.eliz@gmail.com 27704 NC 

William Yingst wyingst@atmc.net 28467 NC 
.. ·--·-- -

Darlene Hamilton darlene.hamilton@siemens.c 27604 NC 
om ·- -·· ---· 

Lisa Pearson lisaspearson@att.net 28112 NC 
--- -

DEBORAH SMITH deborah993@cox.net 73112 OK 
.. ··---.--·------------

Dianne Douglas dianne.douglas@asu.edu 85042 AZ 
1--- -- --

Theresa Waldspurger twaldspurger@gmail.com 21635 MD 
---· ·---

Janet Neihart janeihart66@aol.com 55016 MN 
-· 

Ellen Osborne peaceeao7@aol.com 27313 NC 
··- -- • '·• - .. 

J. Hilton hilton.jlynn@gmail .com 27526 NC 

Janine Tokarczyk janine-t@triad.rr.com 27302 NC 
t-·- --- - -

Steven Linden slinden@bellsouth .net 28792 NC 

Rob Rowe vitara2k@hotmail .com 27513 NC We are already a leader in solar energy. Let's focus our attentions and jobs 
on clean energy and protect NC's environment and do what we can to 
reduce global warming. 

- · -----.. ·----~----

Ericka Patillo erickapatillo@me.com 27712 NC renewable, clean energy sources exist. Why ignore them? 
---

Linda Wilkins squeaky1951@frontier.com 27509 NC You need to clean up YOUR act and protect North Carolinians. 

- --------- -- -· 
Henrietta Jenrette rjstarbuck@aol.com 27613 NC 

-·· ~ - ··-·--

Michelle Mitchell michelleymitchell@gmail.com 28031 NC 
-· ··- ·-· 

Ted Odell ted.odell44@gmail.com 28557 NC It's time to move into the 20th Century 
·- · ... · ~ --~-•H 
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James Schall tchapi@icloud.com 28801 NC 

Barbara Rabinowitz bapara@att.net 27518 NC 

Erik Butler eriksbutler@gmail.com 27156 NC Mr. McCrory, Do you want to be a one term flash-in the-pan Govenor of 
North Carolina, or do you want to be a visionary? This is your chance. Make 
a meaningful move to reduce carbon emissions. Climate change Is real. It's 
here. We're the cause and you have the power to help stop it. Will you use 
that power for the sake of humankind, or will you waste it? Your choice. Do 
the right thing. Dr. Erik Butler 

Richard Partridge rapartridgel@bellsouth .net 27301 NC 

Kurt Weaver kurt.1.weaver@gmail .com 27613 NC 

Ruth Noble ruth@nobleruth.com 28805 NC 

Olivia Singleton livandsing@yahoo.com 27705 NC In your heart of hearts you know that climate change is happening and every 
citizen and elected official must do his part. My beloved North Carolina is 
threatened just like every other piece of this beautiful planet. Please do the 
right thing and look to the near future by emphasizing wind and solar energy 
production. Drilling for oil and tracking are obsolete ways to meet our 
energy needs. So many people are choosing to migrate to this state because 
of our natural resources and clean, plentiful beauty. Let's show them that we 
are forward-thinking! 

Lenore Reeves lerves@gmail.com 60448 IL 

Martha Atkins Nhisprsence@yahoo.com 27704 NC 
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Michelle Belanger revelato rs@tri ad. rr. corn 27105 NC There are so many reasons why moving in the direction of clean energy and 
c?tficiency are great for our state and country. One in five childri~n has 
asthm;i, made worse by the same air pollution that comes from carbon 
emitting fuL~ ls. Reducing our dependence on oil means less support for the 
oil rich nations, and the people who control the spigots. It also means less air 
and water pollution here at home. W(~ have mountain tops being blown off 

in our neighboring states, with the debris of rock mixed with the chemicals 
from the ~~xplosives being poured into the headwaters of streams. That will 
continue until we develop alternatives. What kind of world do you want to 
leave for your kids? Decentralizinp, the grid means wear~~ less vulnerable to 

the kinds of chain reactions that c<iuse six states to h<ive a power outage 
several years ago. A smart grid, powered by many individual sources of 
power, <ii lows for better back up and flexibility. Battery technology for solar 

i.s developing very quickly. why would we want to shut our state off from 
being leaders in these! technologies·~ Also, radically ramping up our t~fficiency 
will save money for a lot of people. We cut our heat bill in half by adding 
foam insulation to our house. Solar and wind power ;ire alrt~ a dy providing 
jobs for North Carolinians, and <ire a couple of the fastest growing industries 
in the energy fields. Why wouldn't you want to support thaU L<istly, I am 
disgusted that you nre cutting things lik ~) support for our schools and 
teachers, so you can waste our money on suing the h.~de ral government. It's 

time you list ened to all the voters you represent, and not just the pilrtisan 
ones who want to join you in undermining the president or anyone who 
disLlgrees with you. 

1--·--·-·--- ·----- ---·- -------------- ··- ·- -
Betsy Webster Wdonaldcjr@gmail.com 28125 NC Act ing on climate issues is a mural responsibility for the citizens of the world. 

Please consider environmental issues in your administration 

Debbie~ W.ilston Debwalston@yahoo.c~ 28105 NC We support solar and wind i>nergy, we also votP. 
fr---~-----~--

Joyce B ce lestial pri ncess2@tri a d. rr.co 27265 NC you can ignore us, but we vote. 

m 
·---·~---

I Amy M arino amydmarino@yahoo.com 27519 NC 

--· 27893 ± NC 
-·----- --

N<ithan Peterson fhmsnathan@yahoo.com 
~-··--- ------------

I Ru th Miller ruthmi ller@me.com 27516 -~---- - -
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Jonathan Halperen jhalperen@yahoo.com 27608 NC 

Tammy Barr mamabookelf@yahoo.com 27105 NC 

Randy Bernard rbwnc@charter.net 28805 NC 

Robert Swett robert.swett@att.net 28711 NC 

Laurel Covington angelasaurous@hotmail.com 33548 FL 

Caleb Pusey caleblpusey@gmail.com 28806 NC 

Johanna Pierce Johannakateobriant@gmail.c 28806 NC Thank you for helping ensure a bright future for our children by making clean 
om energy a priority for NC. 

John Pasqua killself5150@ya h oo.com 92025 CA 

Martha Parry mfparry@sbcglobal.net 28714 NC 

Gwen Straub gwenpstraub@frontier.com 28761 NC Stop protecting corporations and start protecting the Earth and the people 
that inhabit it! 

Joanne Nikides nikidesj@msn.com 27705 NC 

Doug Wingeier dcwing@main.nc.us 28801 NC 

paula xiberras paulajx2001@hotmail.com 70011 LA 

Mark Leischner mtleischner@gmail.com 28675 NC 

Steve Roberts poetsroberts@yahoo.com 28401 NC Get with it! 

Joy Farlow jifarlow@earthlink.net 27408 NC 

Terry Dunn Terrysd@embarqmail.com 27028 NC Please respect God's Creation ! ! ! 

Frank Moore fjmoorecpa@yahoo.com 27519 NC 

Amy Hartzog Nyx_Ro@triad.rr.com 27055 NC 

Anthony So anthonydso@hotmail.com 27516 NC 

Gary Simpson gsimpson@nc.rr.com 27312 NC 

Donna Dupree donnadupree44@yahoo.com 28707 NC As Governor you have a constitutional responsibility to provide for the 
welfare of NC citizens. You are not doing so by fighting against the Clean 
Power Plan. Voters will remember that in November 2016. 

Kate Ladd lizardl@mchsi.com 27916 NC 

Linda Maynard disc87@aol.com 27502 NC We do not have the right to destroy this precious earth. 

Jackie Posey jactip@bellsouth.net 35672 AL 

Martha Spencer spencer_martha@hotmail.co 28712 NC 

m 

Frank Massey Franksfo@triad.rr.com 27407 NC Please pray and discern about all of your decisions and have the courage to 
govern for the "common good" of our state and it's citizens. 

Vickey Baker doghaven@harlannet.com 51537 IA 
.. --- - ---
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Paul McDermott pmmcdermott@hotmail.com 90065 CA 

Todd Hack thack86@gmail.com 91913 CA 
.. .. ···- ----

Donna Brooks majikgirl@gmail.com 28212 NC 

Jessica Bundy KumoriArashi@gmail.com 28301 NC 
- -·-

Munsie Davis missmunsie@gmail.com 27516 NC 

Juan Ca11et juan_canet@yahoo.com 28314 NC Climate change is a reality and with ugly results coming. 
- --

Jerry Vick jjvickjr@gmail .com 27889 NC 

Evelyn Craig evelyncraig@hotmail.com 27510 NC 

Sam Dawson samdawsonanimallover@gma 27403 NC 
ii.com --

Susan Lathrop such i 102S@bel I south . net 28711 NC 
- - .. --

Todd Lee stkm<Jrt3@aol.com 28805 NC 
... ,_ ·-

Pat Vescio patSvesc@aol.com 27513 NC 

p Wright PAWWRIGHT@GMAIL.COM 28692 NC 
------ - - - - ···---·-- --·- -·-- ----------··--·----------------··-·-~--

Doug Bunn honeydohusband@nc. rr .com 27612 NC Why are you so threatened by protecting thee vironmenl th<1t we breathe 
in, swim in, drink? Wise up and protect tht• only place we have to live, E<irth, 
be~ore you and your rich scaveng1~ rs of natural resources ki.11 us all . 
Rt!rnember you and your family will be part of us all if the world, America, 
North Carolina b1~come so polluted that life cannot b~~ sustained here. 

Joe Fleming Jdfleming@bellsouth .net 27502 NC Please support President Obama's plan to reduce our carbon footprint in NC. 

Greg Hohn ghohn@nc.rr.com 27516 NC 
. -- ---- -- ------------

Mark Simonsen fracas66@yahoo.com 27713 NC Our be<Jutiful North Carolina c:<Jn be forward thinking about progress and 
actually preserve our natural resources for future gener<itions instead of 
pushing for constant growth. Growth does not necessarily equatP with 
progress and success. 

- -- - -·- - ~ ·.-· 

Antoinette Foster antoifoster@yahoo.com 27608 NC -· --
Bobby Watson robertwatson3@gmail.com 27612 NC Think about your children, and your grandchildren, not all your buddies at 

duke energy. 
- ·--- ···-- "- · 

Sharon Johnson sharonjohnsondvm@hotmail. 28791 NC 
com 

--· .. 
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Mike Huff mhuff@voyageracademy.net 27704 NC Climate change is one of the most significant issues facing not just our 
country, but the world. If we have the opportunity to explore and develop 
forms of energy that do not produce carbon pollution we need to take 
advantage of that opportunity. I support the Clean Power Plan. 

Brian &Judy Poole brianp49@btinternet.com LD6 SEU ot 

Maud van Toi maudvantol@kpnplanet.nl 2986EV ot 

Esther Garvett Egarvett@gmail.com 33186 FL 

Daniel Case troycase@hotmail .com 27613 NC The behavior of the republican party on the environment makes no sense to 
me, except as pandering to big industry donors. Do you no longer represent 
normal citizens at all? Is it all about protecting big companies from 
regulation? This kind of behavior makes me embarrassed to be a North 
Carolinian. Policies like these will determine how many people leave or die 
because of global warming. We all have to ask ourselves how many North 
Carolinians we are willing to see die so that the big polluters can keep their 
profit margins high. 

Timothy Farrow Tfarrow120@gmail .com 27519 NC 

Joellen Brandmoyer joellenb@ea rth Ii n k. net 27516 NC As a Republican expounding on jobs here in North Carolina, you should be 
promoting clean energy technologies! We have companies here that are 
innovating in the clean energy field, but they need support of our State. 
Otherwise, they or their valued employees move to States that support their 
work. 

Jon Doyle jdoyle@pci-llc.com 27612 NC 

Edward Kenestrick ekenestrick@hotmail .com 27704 NC Think of the record you are leaving. You do not want your descendants to 
revile you, do you? 

Kenneth Marks bookman3@bellsouth.net 27502 NC 

Joan Byrd jbyrd@email.wcu.edu 28723 NC Please don't let North Carolina drop the ball here! We need to support clean 
energy! Please ensure that our state looks to the future. 

Ruchir Vora daddyruchir@yahoo.com 27516 NC 

Ray Boling vrboling@gmail.com 27606 NC 

Jayne Coley coley910@charter.net 28409 NC Who is your concern, Governor, We the People or They, your friends???? 

Nancy & Helmut Mueller helmutmueller@att.net 27516 NC 
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Torn Craig motgiarc@gmail .com 28801 NC Please come into the 21st Century!! !I 
·----

ange la horan adhoran@bellsouth .net 27516 NC 

Doug Kass janodysseylOOO@ycihoo.com 27612 NC Governor McCrory, please act responsibly toward curbing carbon pollution. 
What kind of world do you want to leave to your children and 
grandchildren '? 

----· . ----·--·-·-·--·- -->-- ------ . --·-·-----....--. 
Be pi Pinmi r Bepinner@gmail.com 27705 NC 

Barry Cheney bcheney58@grn<iil.corn 28601 NC We can do this! NC can once again lead the nation toward a clean, green 
future. Please do what you know needs to be done, not what Duke Power 
wants. 

--1--· - . ---· 
Richa rd Holloway richard.l.holloway@gmail.com 27517 NC 

- ------------·--- -·-- -··· .. -~----'• ------
Jonathan Sheline jonsheline@gmail .com 27705 NC I am LI family physiciLJr., in prnctic1~ in Durham for the pnst 25 years. My wife 

and I raised two childrnn here, who are now 30 and 27. I ,m1 not a radicnl. 
Climate change is a very rea l probl~!m which I think about every day. It is way 
past time governrmmt officials at all level$ to WAKE UP and start doing the 
right thing. I vote. This should not be a partisan issue. 

----- --- ·---~-,--------

Pamela Benbow p<imelafbenbow@gmail.c:orn I 272 78 NC I want North Carolina to be a national and world IP;ide r in a new economy of 
clP.<in, renewable energy. I want us to show othP.rs how to r.reatf> the energy 
jobs of today and tomorrow in the exciting new fiplds of solar (boundless 
poss ibilities) and wind . Wf~ w<Jnt to be a d ea n, me<rn machine for a cleiln and 
he.ilt:hy planet- not some filthy old dinosaur that fPed s in oil and gJs, and 
drives our climate crisis to the edge, and r<ittlr~s Shear on Harris nuclear 
power plant with earthquakes caused by fTacking--just like the 700+ quakes 
so far this year by cracked state Oklahoma . 

.. . .. . 

Susan Gardener ssaenger@nc.rr.com 27705 NC . 
Susan Brown suzn ma rsl@mac.com 28754 NC 

... 
Patricia Bell pmtbell@yahoo.com 27520 NC 

Toni Defiglia tadefigl@gmail.com 27403 NC 

Joseph Appleton ioseph .d.appleton@gmail.co 22821 VA 
Ill .- --·--·---·- .. 

Michael Haskell mikehaskell@maine.rr.com 04074 M E 
' ------·-----~- --~-----

Melina Griffis melinagriffis@yahoo.com 27519 NC 
. ··- ... ----

Joel Marchesoni jmarchesoni@gmail.com 28779 NC 
>-·----- - ·~---~-- -------·-·-----·-~-- - ---··- 1---··--- --- .-- - · 

Laura Mitchell pixel_grrl@yahoo.com 28208 NC 
-·-- -· 

Susie Edwards susie .k.edwards@att.net 27513 NC 
...___-~-------- -- - ·--·- -- -· "---~ -
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Karen Bates yatter@me.com 27516 NC Clean up your act and allow for a healthy future for our grandchildren and 
the Earth 

Joseph Harper jahsra@yahoo.com 27410 NC 

adj a catalano adjacat@yahoo.com 28403 NC 

Cindy Thacker cindytha@bellsouth.net 27605 NC 

Joyce Pusel jpusel@mindspring.com 27713 NC 

Elizabeth Celli Elicelli@att.net 27516 NC 

Stephen Preston spplOll@gmail.com 28460 NC 

sandra arapoudis martheo@otenet.gr 85133 AL 

David Jamieson-Drake vjd12345@gmail .com 27705 NC Please take cl are change seriously and promote clean, renewable energy! 

John Herron jmherron@webtv.net 28234 NC 

Sharon Whitmore sharonwhitmorel@gmail.com 27572 NC The Clean Power Plan is necessary for our survival. 

Peter Scott anticivpunk@gmail.com 46534 IN 

Marilyn Weakley weakleymarilyn@hotmail.com 27546 NC 

Ann Eastabrooks scarf _lady@ureach.com 28901 NC 

michelle wright michellewookie@yahoo.com 27516 NC 

Janet Pecci jpecci@att.net 27606 NC 

Dr. Rudy Zarzar zarzar@elon.edu 27215 NC 

Janice Phillips janp93l@yahoo.com 27284 NC 

Stephen Sample stephen.sample@frontier.co 27704 NC 
m 

Robert McEntire romcentire@yahoo.com 27408 NC 

Kaye Fulcher mollykaye@yahoo.com 28226 NC 

Welkin Yang welkinyang@yahoo.com 27518 NC 

James Womble five4unc@gmail.com 27607 NC save our state ! 

Tonia Crumpton Robin_crumpton@yahoo.com 27511 NC 

Jeffrey Rix jrix@earworm.com 28801 NC 

Charlotte Speltz jspeltz@nc.rr.com 27502 NC As a person of faith, I cannot believe that you, the governor of this great 
state, would stand in the way of clean air solutions which will ensure that we 
leave our children a climate they can survive! 

Elizabeth Conroy conroyliz@gmail.com 27705 NC 

Phil Kaveler pwkaveler@yahoo.com 28031 NC 

Linda Griffin fanci0228l@gmail.com 28906 NC The governor only knows how to do what the stupid people want. 
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Louise McCoy louisebmccoy@e<i rthlink.net 27609 NC 
·- ·---- - --------~---------------~-·-

Jeanne Guilbault jmlrng2@gmail.rnm 27526 NC W e are very disappointed that <i state like~ North Caroli nil, one of the most 
bea utiful statc~s in thf! nation, is bt?ing run so poorly. It is clear that our 
governor is standing by big business and does not care about the p~~ople of 

North Carolina . 

- ·· .. 
George Bartholomew howardsknob@gmail.com 28607 NC 

·-- -
Sharon Nicodemus bream@omsoft.com 95821 CA 

- - ---
Mary Stoudt mcsfes@charter.net 27948 NC 

··-· 
Ennis Baker enniscaldwell@gmail.com 27516 NC 

------~------

Lee Osborne Losborne@perigee.net 28110 NC 
--

Sean Dam rel sdamrel@gmail.com 27403 NC 
---- - --- ·--- ... 

themas lux tomad234@yahoo.com 28676 NC 
' --- --· 

Deborah Matsushima debbie.matsushima@gmail.co 27713 NC 

m ......... -
Margaret Hryniuk Stanmom2000@aol.com 27529 NC 

John Yoakum jyoa ku m@pobox.com 27511 NC 
. _ _, ___ 

M<irtin Wilcox martin.wilcox@live.com 27253 NC 
. .. 

William Dawson fox_davidson@yahoo.com 27616 NC 

Amber Tarter Abtarter(g> gma i I .corn 27516 NC We need to take real action on climate change. 
-

Janis Hammett janis_hammett@yahoo.com 27403 NC 
--· 

C<ileb Laieski Caleb.Michael.Laieski@gmail. 22305 VA 
com 

·-·-
Caleb Laieski Caleb .Michael.Laieski@gmail. 22305 VA 

com 
.. 

Rita Mullis ritarnu llis@gmail.c:om 28227 NC 
- -----

Suneet Srivastava suneetforcharity@gmail.com M4M2M8 ON 
·-·-- -- - -·--

Kathy Jooss rjooss@gmx,de 27516 NC I'm te<iching my kids about taking responsibility for their <ictions. To me, 

taking actions to mitigat~~ climate change is the only responsible, <ldult thing 
to do. Please act NOW. 

·-- - -·--- . . -·-
Pamela Fogg pamelafogg3@gmail .com 27519 NC 

. --.---
Parrish Ellis Parrishellis@gmail.com 28804 NC I work in the cle<rn energy economy and it is important to my family that the 

cle<in energy bill actually included support for th e multiple renewable energy 

resource industries. If you really care about your grandchildren like all 
politicians espouse, then you'll stop your hypocrisy cind start taking 5teps 

forward into the new clean energy economy. 

--· -~~. --d- - ----· 
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Mary Gray penysgwarn@yahoo.com 28607 NC This state already has clean energy and wind power. Are you going to 
deprive people of the FREEDOM OF CHOICE TO MAKE THEIR OWN 
DECISIONS TO FIGHT CLIMATE .CHANGE. You have clearly abdicated all 
responsibility, shame, shame, shame on you. 

Bob Lincoln linc@earthlink.net 27517 NC 

Rosemary Stark rmstark@suddenlink.net 28562 NC Clean air is an issue that all of us need. When the air is clean, there are fewer 
respiratory illnesses, like asthma. I would hope all political parties would 
favor clean air for the public. 

Julie Tuttle joolsrools@gmail .com 27517 NC 

Frances Huffman francieh3396@att .net 27103 NC 

Walter Daniels wdaniels@live.com 27707 NC Governor Mccr·ory, Not recognizing the threat from Global Warming is akin 
to believing the world is flat. I cringe at the thought of the entire Outer 
Banks becoming submerged while our Republican leadership fails to even 
recognize there is a real problem and fails to engage in long-term planning in 
this regard. Please don't succumb to the lowest common denominator and 
play politics with our planet earth and that portion we share in North 
Carolina. 

Kat Stevenson canihazmeowz@gmail .com 27609 NC 

John Sauls jbs316074@gmail.com 27607 NC Stop working for Duke Power and start working for the people of NC 

Brandy Meadows branflakes12@hotmail.com 28405 NC 

Harvey Richmond harvey4climateaction@gmail. 27513 NC Stop burying your head in the sand, and start leading on the transition away 
com from fossil fuels and towards renewable energy sources and energy 

efficiency programs. 

Elizabeth Cox elizcox@yahoo.com 27713 NC 

Jock Simmons unclelegend@yahoo.com 28658 NC 

John Little johnl4942@gmail.com 27609 NC 

Jean Hodder rhodder@bellsouth.net 27517 NC If you say your priority is to protect the people of NC, then you should 
support the EPA's Clean Power Plan. 

Ronald Clayton se-larvae@hotmail.com 27203 NC Stop protecting the polluters. You are supposed to serve the people of North 
Carolina, and America - NOT special interests for your own benefit. 

Betty Alexander balexander36@live.com 27587 NC Act responsibly by promoting clean energy sources in the interest of all NC 
citizens. It's the right thing to do. 
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Debr<J Grady cl<Jyfarm@gmail.com 28513 NC As an educ<Jted le<Jder of our state, I thoup,ht that: you would be doing all 
that you can to protect us from the risks of global warming. Instead it seems 
that you are knowingly setting our state up for failure. It is really difficult to 
understJnd how you are willing to risk human lives for the s<ike of protecting 
big c;:irbon pollutors. 

Shoshana Serxner-Merchant sserxner1124@att.net 27607 NC That includes rescinding his signature on the law that allows tracking in NC 

-
Anthony Snider asnider@fastmail.fm 28403 NC 

··-
James Thomas jmichaelthomas2005@gmail.c 27514 NC 

om 
Audrey Brown audrey.brown.m@gmail.com 28205 NC 

- ·-
fan is Karn jan@connectionstoo.com 27605 NC 

Diane Clark zurclark@bellsouth .net 27235 NC 
·------ --------·-

Selena Lauterer selena@artemisindependent. 28607 NC 
com ...• - -· 

Ryan Ward rcw8134@uncw.edu 28403 NC 
-- ---- - -· 

Norma D Burns countrymouse@rtrnc .net 27208 NC North Carolina used to be one of the most advanced and progressive states 
in the South. Gond leadership made it so. This is your opportunity to lead in 
a way th<Jt future generations will remember. 

--
Kris Ledford Mightykl@gmail .com 27707 NC 

---
Judi Trecartin jmcalvi01832@yahoo.com 34691 FL I 

Elizabeth McClure Emcclure5@gmail.com 28806 NC Having clean air to breathe and fresh water to drink trumps all other issues. 

Richard Ashton rwal5@yahoo.com 28374 NC 
- ·-

Helen Harbett h lh555@frontier.com 27705 NC With 97% of scientists stating that global warming is real, please recognize 
this and do something about it. Thank you for all you do. 

---· -
peter birckhead pbirckhead@hotmail.com 27510 NC 

---·- ·-
Judy harrelson judy@glasswarehouse.net 27344 NC 

-
William Bethune whbethune@gmail.com 27278 NC 

Michael Sileno thestatelottery@gmail.com 27408 NC 
- ··--· 
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Richard Pritts rdpritts@ol.com 28744 NC As an architect who incorporates sustainable design elements into my 
project I am trying to do my part along with my clients to help mitigate 
global warming. The governor and the NC legislature need to be focusing on 
clean energy alternatives in lieu of perpetuating the use of fossil fuels. 

Peter Valenti pvalenti lO@nyc. rr .com 28374 NC We must be more proactive in preserving our natural resources for our 
children and grandchildren! 

Barbara Good barb_579@yahoo.com 28803 NC 

Michael Schapira amperion@aol.com 27613 NC Gov. - Please help our climate - while it is just expensive .. .. 

Adam Malvin rickey2591@yahoo.com 27601 NC unfortunately, trying to mention any sort of earth-saving, progressive 
leaning idea to a republican is waste of time 

Alan Cormack abcormack@gmail.com 27519 NC 

William Alexander williamea@charter.net 28786 NC Climate change is real. Get with the program or get out of government. We 
are tired of your dragging your feet on an issue that is of great importance to 
all of us. If you do not have enough sense to believe in science that is your 
problem ... don't make it our's. 

Barbara Smith bsmith@smithlegal.com 27607 NC 

Jean Ann Wheelock jeanann.wheelock@gmail .co 28801 NC 
m 

Albert Carter ahcarter@nc.rr.com 27514 NC I was in Alaska last year, where global warming is way ahead of North 
Carolina, but we will, sadly, follow that lead. 

Daphne Stam mom2319@gmail.com 27560 NC 

Edward. Lewy elewyl@att.net 27312 NC 

Francine Toor fhtesq@bellsouth.net 28078 NC 

JC Honeycutt jchoneycut@earthlink.net 27944 NC Coastal NC, where I live, Is the perfect environment for both wind and solar 
power. It's hard to see any logical reason why our governor and state 
government won't acknowledge this and take advantage of our natural 
resources for clean power. 

Kimberly Sparrow krcanale@yahoo.com 27312 NC 

Colonel Meyer RonM430@AOL.com 34286 FL 
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Wayne Counts countswb@mcc.gov 27519 NC I understand your hesit ation to go against Duke Energy and take a stand for 
the future of cl e<rn power in our state. But for the benefit of i.lll it would be 
best to encournr,e cl ean energy production in North C<irolina . I think you 
could encourage Duk~· Energy to begin an earnest effort towards cl ean 
energy production. The ni sistance seems to be the initi<il costs but the 
production of clean power would be che<iper to produce <ind benefit the 
environment in short order. With the m1viro11m~) t1t<JI disasters t his Yf!ar with 
coal ash pit~; it is clear we should encourage the elimination of coal power 
plants as soon as possible. 

- · 
Kent Swenson kswenson42@gmail.com 28734 NC 

·-------
_ _ a _ ___ 

Dana Thalheimer dthalheimer@nc.rr.com 27513 NC The best way to save energy is to no need it in the first place, and buildings 
r.unsome something like 40% of energy consumed in the US, so let's 
implement a plan to make all new const ruction in NC carbon neutral by 
2.025. 

- ·--- - ---·- . ----·~---·-----·------

James Smith mail@theatrewireless.com 27615 NC Diminuating the worldwide rese<Jrch knowledge contribut*?d by thousands of 
scientists -- none of whom wish to end up wrong -- is simply foolish. Why i:lre 
you willing to make important long-term decisions b;i sed on non-scientific 
information? Accredi ted peer review 011 a grand scale says climilte change 
needs to be addressed. This is not ;i g<ime, Mr. McCrory. To use one of your 
party's favorite phrases, "It 's time to listen to the adults in the room." We 
need more than empty lf~ gisl a tion with a nice name and no action. Stop 
burning coal. 

·-
Sam Cook samcook666@gmail.com 28805 NC This would be good business for Duke Power. Why are you blocking it? 

Charles Froelich frodaddy125@yahoo.com 28806 NC 

Adora Nsonwu adoransonwu@aol .com 27407 NC 

David Sachtc r d hsachter@aol.co m 28701 NC For the sake of our children, and all who dwell on this earth! 
.-

Madeline Coven madelinecoven@gmail.com 27539 NC 
----~- ----·-"'·-~----·--·---------------... - ---- -·-------

susan estes sgestes@carolinachairandtabl 27409 NC LET'S KF.EP CAROLINA as ENVIRONMENrALLY CLEAN <is possible with your 
e.com help ... we deserve thi s a North Carolinians. 

-~~--- ·- ___ _, 
·-

janet form an giselle35l@grnail.com 10011 NY 
,_ ___ 

!---·------------ >----- --- - --·----·--- -~-·---- .. -----··· 
Sally Aycock marv __ sally@y;ihoo.com 27410 NC We beg you to do the rip,ht thing for N.C. by curbinp, carbon emissions for the 

future health of our citizens. 
- -· - ~---· --·--- - ------- -------
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ALICE GREENE awgreene@aol.com 27106 NC 

nancy coffey coffeynll@yahoo.com 28605 NC 

Krissa Johnson- Kjsotomayor@att.net 27513 NC 
Sotomayor 

randy marrs randymars48@gmail.com 28804 NC 

Linda Ricks mricks@ec.rr.com 28516 NC 

Judith Hoag Jhoag38663@aol.com 27410 NC With your anti-environment policies you are jeopardizing the future of our 
planet and the health of our children. There is no excuse for your blatant 
disregard of the environmentalist's point of view. There is a reasonable 
balance. Sincerely, Judith Hoag 

Lindsay Ayliffe lacreative88@gmail.com 28805 NC Will you lead our beautiful state into a clean future or will you be forever 
known as the last governor who could have, but didn't. It takes courage to 
change. You still have some time, but not much. We're counting on you. 

Jennifer miller jen@termship.com 21221 MD 

Nicole Maschke mauricemaschke@gmail.com 44102 OH 

Dorothy Butler dbutlerl4@nc.rr.com 27705 NC I will be watching at the Nov election how you decide about our 
environmnet 

Daniel Ater ncdan8r@aol.com 28803 NC The time is now! 

Lee Kirby lkirby@smithlaw.com 27603 NC This is one place to put the best interests of all of the people of the state 
ahead of any particular narrow economic interests. 

Jane Volland jane.volland@gmail.com 27707 NC 

Shannon Dancy sda ncy@n c. rr .com 27278 NC 

Judith and John Pilutti jlaps@nc.rr.com 27613 NC 

Katie Paulson katie@nclcv.org 

Patty Collins pattycollins72@yahoo.com 27249 NC 

Ramamurthy Rengasamy ram0516@yahoo.com 27519 NC 

Amy Bonchonsky amybon@gmail.com 27511 NC look Pat sometimes you have to bite the bullet. We are long past the time to 
be sticking our heads in the sand and pretending that climate change is not 
real and our choices are expediting the rise of temperatures. Leadership isn't 
about pandering and kicking the can down the road. DO THE RIGHT THING! 

ilana du bester ilana@dubester.net 27312 NC 

Aaron Deyton aarondeyton@gmail.com 28714 NC 
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St even Mccraw smmccraw@gmail.com I 28806 NC 
-· -· ----~· -··--·-----

William Blackley wjblackley@gmail.com 2.8621 NC Burning fossil fuel or biomass creates toxic air pollution that damages 
humans. For this alone, the NC Plan for energy should be heavy on solar, 
wind and potent ially hydrogen forms of cn~ating electricity rather on coal, 

gas, woody biomass or garbar,e, etc. The Governor's pl<in does not include 
clean energy. Why are we ignoring the provPn safe forms of energy that 

create no toxic emissions or waste dumps? 

... - . ·-
Jan Gillespie janny1028@aol.com 27713 NC 

·-- - -
Sally Stuckey sally@stuckey.net ~ 28715 NC 

Arny Fletcher a~y. fletch er719@icloud.com 27278 NC Wake up! Do the right thing for your glisten and th eirs!!! 
~ .. 

Matthew Rubino matt_rubino@ncsu.edu 27695 NC 
·- --

Patricia Engelke pengelke@nc.rr.com 27612 NC 
- -------

mike zukoski mikeydives@hotmail.com 28801 NC 

Sharon Osika-Michales osikamis@excite.com 13152 NY 
'-------·-·-~---·----------------------·-·--·-·-------------------

Brandy Lewis brandynicole77@gmail.com 28803 NC 
----- - ------··- ----------·---.. ---·------------~--··~--

Jack Hicks jackhic:ks3@msn.com 27514 NC 

Lesley North lesleynrth@gmail.com 27516 NC 
---· ------- --.-

Mark Antliff antliff@duke.edu 27516 NC 

Christa Jones crispawelle@hotmail.com 27103 NC NC is uniquely situated for maximizing on wind and solar energy. This is a no-
braim~r! 

Johnny Rice yungdaddie@gmail.com I 28739 NC 
------·-

Dominic Ruiz-Esparza Dmesparza@gmail.com 27605 NC 

Laura Porter laurasporter@gi:nail.com 27517 NC 

Deborah Moody moodswing55@gmail.com 28601 NC 
·- >-•---~---

William Robertson Robertson2015@gmail.com 27605 NC It's just the right thing to do. I want to be a part of the generation 
remembered for caring and trying and not the one that failed to act. 

-- - · 
Sharon Garlena sharon.garlena@tatrc.org 21703 MD It's past time to act on climate and support clean energy. Protect people and 

our planet NOT corporations. 
-

Kathy Kaufm<Jn kknarotsky@yahoo.com 27516 NC 
~--·~·------------ ------- - --------- --·- ---------·-----------~---· ·---~· - -- ---··- --··-------

Harrison Curtid bud.curtis@gmail.com l 28562 NC 
C...,- --•• - ..... --,·------~~ -·-·-- - - ----~----~-·---·--·--·-·--·~ 
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June Spencer-Francis jbugbites@bellsouth.net 28405 NC Governor McCrory, I live just 10 minutes from Wrightsville Beach and have 
lived on the coast my entire life. My husband and I enjoy the clean waters 
and clean fishing. Please reconsider and move toward better means of clean 
energy. Thank you. 

Tracy Himes verdemom@ymail.com 28025 NC This is a chance to redeem yourself a little bit from all the good legislation 
that you reversed on clean air initiatives! We in the Charlotte area are 
counting on you Pat! 

David Kirsh Mediashun@mindspring.com 27707 NC 

Elaine Lite crittermagnc@charter.net 28804 NC 

Michael James mzrjames@hotmail.com 27705 NC 

Linda Kissinger lkinsinger@mac.com 27516 NC Governor, I believe this will be an important campaign issue and one that 
you should take seriously and support, if you want to be re-elected. 

Linda Griffin fanci0228l@gmail.com 28906 NC 

Anne Shamp ashamp@aol.com 28443 NC I live at the coast. I'm not on a barrier island. So, I will probably be able to 
live out my life in my home. But, that is not the case for my grandchildren. I 
hope you have equal respect for our grandchildren as you do Duke Energy. 
Please pay attention. 

Betsy Malpass bjmalpass9@gmail.com 26517 NC North Carolina used to be a leader in clean green energy solutions. Get us 
back on track FAST! 

Carolyn Buckner mojobuckner@hotmail.com 27516 NC 

Dulce Rodriguez-Wester rodriguez- 27896 NC It is about time that you respect the North Carolinians and forget taking care 
wester@wilsonschoolsnc.net of your wallet and friend' personal interest. Stop destroying NC 

Cindy Castevens cjc648@yahoo.com 27103 NC Please support CPP--YOU can be a true leader by having compassion for 
future generations. 

Elizabeth Guthrie lizguthl@frontiernet.net 14580 NY 

Kathy Underhill kurealty@yahoo.com 27514 NC 

Charles Squires chassqu@carolina.rr.com 28222 NC 

Patricia Dutile pattydutile@yahoo.com 27705 NC 

william dickerson tama@wncretreat.com 28805 NC The value of a healthy environment for the health and well being of future 
generations is the number one priority! 

Joan Jobsis joanjobsis@gmail.com 27519 NC 

Dolores Calley deecalley@yahoo.com 27511 NC Show that you are smart enough to support a long term solution. 
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Steve Maggi ssmmjr@gmail.com 27502 NC -- -- __ ,._ ..,..._ -
Marie LaPetina maria.lapetina@gmail.com 27514 NC 

--
sandra beard sandibeard@hotmail.com 28411 NC 

--
Tony Strickland extruder@gmail.com 27539 NC 

John Wallace wallacejohn@charter.net 28443 NC Let's hope the governor isn't still working for Duke Progress Energy. 

Elizabeth Cox elir.cox@yahoo.com 27713 NC 

Jeff Saginaw jsaginaw@bellsouth.net 27603 NC 

fa ck Penrod jdpjwp@aol.com 27502 NC 

Millicent Troupe m.troupe@nc.rr.com 27513 NC 
-

Susan and John Teague susea@austin.rr.r.om 78734 TX We are paying ;Jttention and Wf' hope you will work to stop the Carbon 
Pollution and build on a clean power plan for the future. Our Texas leaders 
do not speak for us and talking to them is like t<ilking to a wall. Clc~an air and 
water knows no boundary and nothing can b<~ sust<Jirwd without it. Please 
do the right thing and give our children hope and a hea lthy l~!g<Jcy for the 
future. 

Albert Hetz ell al .hetzell@frontier.com 28906 NC 
-

Silrah Roholt Sroholt@nc.rr.com 27604 NC 
-·-·-·---- --

BB Oehm bboehmOl@yahoo.com 27545 NC 
- -·--

Angela Giddings johnm<iral3@ earthlink.net 27510 NC 

Martha Edwards halandmarty@embarqmail.co 27587 NC NC should curb carbon emissions and expand clean energy through it's solar 
mm and wind potentials 

Dot Su lock dsulock@unca.edu 28804 NC renewables create local jobs and are good for the NC economy 

·-
Thea Surrey .rubythea@hotmail.com 32901 FL 

.. 
Robert Sauer Robertoliver@charter.net 28801 NC 

Tom Winstead myzenthing@yahoo.com 27606 NC 
- . 

Leigh Saunders peace2@ihug.co.nz 04122 ot 

_ Karen Freeman kjfreeman0707@gmail.com 27609 NC Let NC be a leader in doing the right thing for our state, our country and our 
planet. 

-
Mary Hughes Brookhart mhbrookhart@gmail .com 27510 NC 

-----
·Benjamin Salemi bensalemi@yahoo.com 27705 NC 

---
Janet Maker j;i ma ker200l@hotrnail .corn 90024 CA 

-- ··->-
Harrison Marshall harmarshall@gmail.com 27511 NC 

Theresa Rosenberg trosen berg@m indspri ng.com 27607 NC 
- --·---
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Elizabeth Riddle jtb3jar61@yahoo.com 27377 NC 

Don Smith cms210@aol.com 28348 NC 

Dianne Douglas ddouglas@mainexl.asu.edu 85042 AZ 

Scott Tucker tucker28@gmai.com 28037 NC 

Stephanie Benson stephanie@stephanie- 27358 NC 
benson.com 

Craig Fedor lfedo346@earthlink.net 27408 NC 

Donna Hunt huntdjjp@aol.com 27954 NC 

Marta Momeyer martamomeyer@gmail.com 27502 NC Stop putting your head in the sand on climate change! Start using alternate 
power sources like solar. Think about future generations and what our 
legacy is going to be. 

Laura Whyte lwchapelhill@aol.com 27514 NC Coal is fading -- get with the program of renewables! 

Lawrence Kessler kessler@unc.edu 28451 NC 

Fang Cai fangcai@gmail.com 27705 NC 

Joel Fuller joelfuller@americanchik.com 28409 NC Stop polluting our state and our planet. How you and your Republican 
friends ignore the issues of climate change is an act of terror on all of 
humanity. theMermaids'Song2047 will begin to expose your dirty little 
secrets in 2016. 

Robert Dietz bobdietz5l@gmail.com 27511 NC 

James Kantor james.s.kantor@gmail.com 27612 NC 

Maureen Smith maureensmith5l@aol.com 28277 NC 

Vanessa Smith vansmith6869@gmail.com 27603 NC 

Jim McGlinn jim.mcglinn08@gmail.com 28803 NC 

Wendie Schneider waschneider@ec.rr.com 28465 NC We MUST do our part for the sake of our children. 

B. Mark Schmerling photodocmark@gma i I .com 28773 NC Fossil and nuclear industry big shots and their products are evil. Renewable 
energy is good. The choice is obvious. We choose renewable energy, and we 
choose to get Pat McCrory out of public office. 

Marcia Harris-Owens marciall@carolina.rr.com 28203 NC 

Juli Hennessee julihenn@yahoo.com 28655 NC 

Katherine Catlett kpcat@earthlink.net 27410 NC 

Leonard Mole lmole194l@yahoo.com 27511 NC 

George Tolleson gtoll2@charter.net 28803 NC 

Chandra Rambo chan.rambo@gmail.com 28570 NC 

Sandra Phillips Yaggy spyaggy@mac.com 27312 NC Stop listening to your corporate lobbyists! 

Nina Allen nina_allen@ncsu.edu 27612 NC 
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Deborah Swanson dswansong@aol.mm 28730 NC 

David Belcher davidwillisll l(c_j)hotmail.com v9a1l3 BC 
-

Karen Arbog<Jst karbogast@carolina .rr .com 28105 NC We need to look at environmental impacts, not just respond to big business. 

- -----
D;ivid Booth dkbooth@outlook.com 27705 NC 

~·-----

Alice Wieting awietingl@yahoo.com 27215 NC 

Jayne Boyer dr.jayne.boyer@gmail .com 27707 NC 
-·- --

Elizabeth Caslin caslink@bellsouth .net 27615 NC 
·---

Eileen Schneider schneider.eileen@gmail.com 27511 NC Do what's right and stop talking about 'what your've done! They don't 
match! 

----- --·--
Gary Newman newmanhand@yahoo.com 27312 NC A healthy economy comes from a healthy constituency. Help me vote for 

you by being more protective of our environment. Thank you . 

·- -- -· -
Allison Delavan sweaterjunky@aol .com 28730 NC 

-· -
Rebecca MacNair-Semands rrmacnai@uncc .edu 28205 NC 

-
Lisa Bible lisamaynardbible@hotmail.co 28804 NC 

m ---- -·---
Rusty Dixon rusty.dixon @cpc.:c.edu 28205 NC 

... ~ 
Kenneth Ashe tville33@yahoo.com 28753 NC 

-
Nikki Del Castillo nikki_delcastillo@yahoo.com 27379 NC 

··- .. 

Rob Seltzer rsscpa@earthlink.net 90265 CA 

t;;;;;;; need to do t he right.thing fo~~St-ate and All the pe ;;-pj;-R~alfy1.~;d-Betsy Rountree serountreel@yaho.o.com 27591 NC 
of your ;igenda. Nothing posit ive for the average person. And, why are you 
even going to run for re -e lection. You have dom• nothing right ns far as I am 
concerned and this issue takes the c.:ake. You need to just finish these next 
few months and get yourself bac.:k to Charlotte . 

Constance Engle connie_engle@alumni .Brown. 28739 NC 
edu 

-
Ann Green veganchik@hotmail .com 28715 NC 

--· 
Miriam Angress mials@duke.edu 27707 NC 

Kendal Brown kendalbasea@gmail .com 27516 NC 
--

Sue Payne spayneinnc@bellsouth.net 28791 NC 
-

Sandra Koritz open ha nd @be llsouth . net 27406 NC This is the only planet we have to live on, act responsibly act in climate 
change now 

------- __ ,_ ..... 
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David Brucken stein pieguy729@yahoo.com 27517 NC Dear Governor McCrory, it sounds simple when put this way but, act like 
your children live here. What do you want their future to be, rather than 
what makes good short term economic sense, is the question you should be 
asking. Lobbyists don't care about your kids, but you do. Thanks. 

Michael Mcconney mdmcconney@gmail.com 28469 NC 

Cheryl Mitchell-Olds mitchcmo@yahoo.com 27705 NC 

Marie Hailey stadababa55@aol .com 27604 NC 

Alina Pittman alinav1982@aim.com 28215 NC 

Keith Allen allnwood@msn .com 27231 NC Your claim that you are/were "not a lobbyist" for Duke Energy is increasingly 
suspect, as you side with Duke in policies which both suppress and seek to 
monopolize renewable sources of energy. You are a corporate shill, through 
and through. The public deserves far better. 

Patricia Myers ttrishamyersnc@earthlink.net 27612 NC 

Colleen Shea hon csheahon@yahoo.com 28607 NC 

Richard Strowd swog.strowd@gmail.com 27516 NC 

Michael Gellar gellar.michael@gmail .com 28205 NC 

Jeff Lawrence wolfbuff2@yahoo.com 27519 NC Not only that, but I also think we should have a more business-friendly 
environment for generating alternate energy in this state 

Pamela Dykstra pameladykstra@gmail.com 28036 NC 

Doyle Graham doyle.g.graham@gmail.com 27705 NC 

Andrew Henderson babadrew77@yahoo.com 28036 NC 

Nelson Baker onegoldeneagle@yahoo.com 43719 OH 

Joyce Brown joycebrown@mindspring.com 27516 NC 

Dick Bi ls borrow richard_bilsborrow@unc.edu 27707 NC this is an important issue, should be non-partisan too 

Darley Adare darley@carolina.rr.com 28207 NC 

Cory Kloehn sabrina_cory@yahoo.com 27560 NC 

Donald Barnhart dn_barnhart@yahoo.com 27526 NC 

Scott Hertel inthemountains46@gmail.co 28791 NC Longer we wait, the worse it will get. Do something now! 
m 

Edward Mezynski emezynski@gmail.com 27312 NC 

Carol Mohr caroljmohr@gmail.com 27312 NC 

Angela Benestad benestada@aol.com 27513 NC 

Gary Matthews gamatthews03@gmail.com 27511 NC 
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Elizabeth Guy bethguy@earthlink.net 27705 NC 
·----

Robert Love relove333@aol.com 27314 NC 
- ·- -

Peter Crean pwcrean@bellsouth.net 27516 NC 
--

Vickie Penninger vickpenn@bellsouth.net 27608 NC 
·-----· .. -

Dale Mc Keel dale __ mcke~~l@yahoo.com 2T/07 NC 
I-·- - -

Emily Earle eaearle@gmail.com 27012 NC 
- ------------~-_,, __ , ____ ~--

Meri Zaumsei alemaner@yahoo.com 28804 NC Not only is coal emission harmful but the harvestinp, of co;il is damaging to 
ALL life in the vicinity. Let's do the right thing for everyone. 

-- ·- ·------·---.. -····~-- ---
Deb Rosengrant drosengrant@gmail.com 28712 NC 

Elisabeth Curtis granda.curtis@gmail.com 27516 NC 
- · 

Philip Walker bprints@frontier.com 28734 NC 
-· -· -

Claudia Thu ring Cthuring@yahoo.com 28078 NC -- , ___ 
Charles Webb webbdnc@aol.com 27510 NC 

- .. 
Astrid Keup astridkeup@mac.com 35469 ot 

MJane Stoffer jjhiker@att .net 28805 NC 
-

Linda smathers lindasmathers@hotmail.com 28806 NC 
.. 

Ashley Snell ashleydsnell@gmail.com 27312 NC 
.. - ----

J<:imes Cogswell jamescogswell@att.net 28711 NC ,___ 
MichaelG Angstreich angmark@online .no 28315 NC 

Barb Stenross stenross@gmail .com 27510 NC 

Sherry Jenkins sherrydee63@hotmail.com 28312 NC 
- -

Michele Hutchins michele2162001@yahoo.com 27265 NC 
t---·--- -- -

Kaaren Stoner kaarenstoner@bellsouth.net 28785 NC 

Tucker Bailey tuckerbailey@triad .rr.com 27009 NC The people of North Carolina want clean energy from wind and solar, not 
dirty coal or gas: 

.,._ . -··-------
Gary Clontz gclontz@msn.com 28721 NC Oil and coal are the past. Time for solar and wind alternatives. 

George McManus Mcmanus@mail.com 27326 NC 
-

Cavett French cavettf@mindspring.com 27701 NC __ ,_ .. 
Fred Stanback stanbackf@aol.com 28144 NC 

·-
Nancy Cartwright nancycartwright@yahoo.com 27705 NC Please!!! 

Rebecca Reid reidrobustelli@gmail.com 28739 NC 

Rebecca Carter rgjcarter@gmail .com 27053 NC 
-- - --·· ·---

Noel Parenti noel@newplanetyoga.com 27106 NC 
~. ----- 1.--- -··~- ---- ---· --V' - ----- ----- ---- ·-
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Philip Buchanan bnpbuchanan@bellsouth.net 27517 NC 

Philip Buchanan bnpbuchanan@bellsouth.net 27517 NC 

Catherine Marie c.marieB@yahoo.com 27607 NC 

Jay Peters jaypeters@mindspring.com 27707 NC Curbing coal emissions is a good start. We should add more stringent vehicle 
inspections on older automobiles and trucks as well. 

Stephen DeAugustines steve.d@pobox.com 28746 NC 

Rob Moore robmarcia@bel I south .net 27455 NC 

Pat Belk pat.belk@gmail .com 28031 NC Take a stand and support CPP. 

Richard Koerber fishtwo@charter.net 28801 NC Get with it, we have grandchildren to think of!! 

· Tom Emmel emmel@rtpenv.com 27606 NC 

Carol Flath flath@duke.edu 27701 NC 

Harry Taylor hataylor@cci m. net 28211 NC 

Cliff Norris lcliffnorris@rtmc.net 27341 NC 

Dori Cole dpernicka@yahoo.com 60189 IL 

Scott Stone scottstone@bellsouth.net 28150 NC 

Kerry Bullock-Ozkan bullockozkan@twc.com 27510 NC 

Stephen Blake steve_blake@bellsouth.net 27012 NC Your corrupt crony capitalist administration represents the interests of 
executives and shareholders of the Duke Energy monopoly at the expense of 
NC taxpayers & ratepayers. 

Joe Jacob joejacob@mindspring.com 27312 NC There was a time when leaders believed the world was flat. They ignored 
facts. It is time to recognize climate change is for real and you don't want 
history to judge you as ignorant to the facts. 

alysa de\gado amdelgad@live.unc.edu 27516 NC 

Nancy Hill dhill51@ec.rr.com 28412 NC 

Lloyd Schmeidler lloydschmeidler@aol.com 27701 NC 

Neil Infante aneilio46@icloud.com 27278 NC 

Jessica Browning jessicabrowning@gmail .com 28803 NC 

Annette Racer annracer@charte r. net 28730 NC 

David Gilbert Pawn27514@yahoo.com 27514 NC 

Renee Coles rcrcoles@gmail.com NC NC 

Thomas Cannon tomcannon45@gmail .com 28711 NC It is time that NC stops looking like a subsidiary of Duke Power. We used to 
be seen as an environment friendly state and we have lost that distinction . 
But it is not to look good that we must support carbon free power. It is for 
our lives. 
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Craig Friday Craigf80@yahoo.com 28205 NC 
---

catherine nelon thenelons@charter.net 28782 NC 

Janna Davis Jannavee@bellsouth.net 28806 NC 
-

Elisabeth Bechmann el isabeth . be ch man n@kstp.at 03100 ot 
_ , ... -.. 

Christine Roeffen Christib@gmx.net 66978 ot 
--- --·--- - ______ , _____ ____________ , ____ ______ 

charles Pettee cpettee@bellsouth .net 27516 NC As the father of two boys, one of whom suffers from Jsthma, and life-long 
NC native, I wonder how long the Outer Banks will b~~ above sea level, and I 
also wonder how long our mountains can withstand all the <iir and water 

qufllity att;icks that your administration and DENR promot~~ so regularly. 
Maybt• you c<1n consider not only the need for NC to prepa re for the 
inevitable reality of a future dependent upon c:le<1n l!nergy, but also th!! need 
to protect our tourism industry by doing our part to curb toxic f!missions 
NOW. 

--- ··- --- -·--·· 
Denise Larson buddhette13@gmail.com 27312 NC 

·- ·------·--·-···-----
C;irole Larivee larivee@aol.com 28785 NC . ---------

Margaret Morris mspeg78@gmail.com 28732 NC 
--- -- -- ---··· 

Peg Gjertsen peg.gjertsen@gmail.com 27607 NC 
--- ·-· 

_____ ,. _____ 
Deborah Wagner dwjake2@aol.com 28778 NC Governor McCory, as a Christian I think you would the following interesting, I 

found it while doinr, devotions this morning. "It would be ludicrous to 
suggest that il rnan, having sinned against God, could then havf! it within his 
power to forgive his own sin " I think that statement <Jlso applies to 
polluters. It would be ludicrous to suggest that a polluter have polluted 

I 

would have it within themselves to monitor and report on their pollution. It 
is not within their power. How does th<it make any logical sense. We talk 
about leavinp, a country for our children, I think we m~f!d to ensure that there 
is a country worth leaving. Regards, Deborah Wagner 

---·- - ---·- -
Willard Cottrell willard@ccvn.com 28714 NC Are you stupid or do you act stupid as our governor? 

~---··--- ·-1----~-----~-;-----· 

Michael Koch mikeh .koch@yahoo.com 28215 NC 
-··-~--- - --

Renee Hayes renee.hayes1956@gmail.com 27370 NC 
------ ·--~---

Steve Hickle shickle@nc.rr.com 27604 NC .. 
Michael Moore michaelmoore@skybest.com 28607 NC 

-- ·----
Nancy 0 orsetna@aol.com 19711 DE 

-----
Ana Baxley Ana .baxley@gmail.com 27576 NC 

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

V-470 A-560



Sean Anglin sportscharles@hotmail.com 27608 NC 

Susan Allen su.allen50@gmail.com 27612 NC Start doing the job you were allegedly elected to do and that's protect and 
work for the PEOPLE of this state instead of BIG MONEY! 

Sean Anglin sportscharles@hotmail.com 27608 NC 

James Pearce jpearce3@sbcglobal.net 27713 NC Global warming is real and we have to act now and act responsibly! 

Miller Graves millergraves@gmail.com 28803 NC WE ARE NOT GOING TO LET UP!!! GET WITH THE PROGRAM GOVERNOR!! 

Lesley Barker lesleyjbarker@earthlink.net 27408 NC We have to have clean energy to mitigate climate change. I am horrified that 
your administration has their heads in the sand! 

Holly Arrowood hol lya rrowood@aol.com 27514 NC Investing in clean energy now will help ensure our state's prosperity for 
decades! North Carolina should be doing everything possible to lead the 
country in clean energy development. 

Kristina Heiks kheiks@yahoo.com 28607 NC 

William Nichols williamnichols16@yahoo.com 28734 NC You work for US now, not Duke Power! As a disabled vet I DEMAND you 
carry out OUR wishes! 

A.O. Revels adrevels0205@gmail.com 27858 NC 

Doug Currivan dbcurrivan@gmail.com 27502 NC 

Tom Adkisson Pivoma ker@ hot ma i I .com 27103 NC Let's be a leader in mitigating climate change, not a slave to fossil fuel 
companies. DO THE RIGHT THING!! IT IS OUR MORAL OBLIGATION TO OUR 
KIDS!! 

Melissa Griffin theschool@mindspring.com 27539 NC 

Dan Stancil dan.stancil@topbuild.com 27609 NC We owe it to our children to leave the world a better place than we found it. 
Economics will take care of itself, but the environment needs our help. 

larry a mary edington superman3646@live.com 49047 Ml we are running out of time to act on this please act now 

Arnold McEntire Arnolddmc@gmail.com 28762 NC Get your aim correct, Governor! 

Peggy Wilson pwilson640@bellsouth.net 27523 NC 

Martha Whitfield whitfieldmartha@gmail.com 28207 NC 

Victor Lowell victorlowell@earthlink.net 27614 NC This is not about Politics it's about the survival of our planet!! 

Anita Mcleod anitamcleod@aol.com 27707 NC Let us protect our health and the future of children. This is a no-brainer and 
creates jobs for wind and solar clean energy!! 

Jill Green jilligreen@gmail.com 27320 NC 
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Melissa Sherman Mds551l@aol.com 27608 NC Gov. McCrory, We can no longf~r ignore the effects of global warming. Please 
support wind and solar energy potential in NC. SincNely, Melissa Sherman 

Ann Wood ann.woo_d@rocketmail.com 27604 NC Help in stopping the trashing of the earth 
··- ·--··"'-- --·-------·----------·-~--.. ·-

Barton Armstrong bparms@gmail .com 27609 NC There really is nothing more importimt than dean air, clean w<it1~ r and clean 

technologies . Please agree and behave accordingly. Thank you 

Allyn Howlett Allyn-babyowl@hotmail.r.om 27041 NC I use geothermal heating and cooling and drive a Prius hybrid . I look forward 

to a solar futuni ! There is no reason why every homf.~ in the state cannot so 
the same! Please provide the incE~ntives our citizcrns need! 

Brian Burns thebburnsl l@yahoo.com 28730 NC 

Heather Chait h escha it@yahoc.com 28270 NC 

Rebecca Felton rfelton@ec.rr.com 28461 NC 

Sharon Gillespie pretend@austin.rr.com 78703 TX 

robe rt luke coolhan_99@yahoo.com 95603 CA 

Donn<i Lovick dhnlov@yahoo.com 27501 NC 
···----

Gretchen KLEIN Ml4SONS@BELLSOUTH.NET 27233 NC ARE YOU LISTENING TO OUR STATE, OR ONLY DUKE ENERGY. 
--- .. --

Barb Stenross stenross@gmail.com 27510 NC 
··-·- --- -

Mary Keenan maryekeenan@aol.con 28786 NC Why can't you ~war us? 
... ·- ·--- ---

James Dicke jldandpad@hotmail .com 27609 NC 
-

Linda Knowles lindaknowles21@yahoo.com 27592 NC 
- -- ··------- ···------

M. Klein magklein@hotmail.com 27836 NC We have just installed Solar on our new home in Raleigh and are dismayed 
you do not have the foresight to support such renewable energy strategies 

as well as curbing harmful carbon emissions. 

-·- ·---1-----·--~-·- -- ··- --··- - - -- - ----------· ---
MargiP. Stewart margiestewart@frontier.com 27707 NC 

---------- -
Dale Hopp dhopp@carolina.rr.com 28104 NC 

Jeff Moore jpattern@aol.c.:om 27511 NC 
~------

Debbie Collins uncwswimmom2@aol.com 28670 NC 
,__. 

Geoff Dunkak geoff.dunkak@gmail.com 27713 NC 

Brenda McCall brnd_mccall@yahoo.com 27243 NC 
i----·- - - --

Jack Coble jcoblephd@bel I south. net 27403 NC What an embarrassment you and your admin has been to the nation . 

f-· 
Carol-Ann Greenslade realty@fearringtonhome.com 27312 NC 

Jan Hinman hinmanjb@gmail .com 28571 NY 
·-'---------- --· 
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Susan Warren swarren28806@gmail.com 28806 ND 

Sue Patterson ncsuemp@aol.com 28405 NC 

Betsy Webster Wdonaldcjr@gmail.com 28125 NC Our responsibility is for future generations not ourselves 

Judy Martinez martinezjudith884@gmail.co 27510 NC 
m 

Leonard Thorne Leothorne@att.net 27513 NC Solar and wind are the new energy sources. Let NC lead the way. 

Janet Robinson bocacatlover@gmail.com 33433 FL 

Judith Weigner weignerj@bellsouth.net 28739 NC 

Francis Pflug pflugfa@yahoo.com 27519 NC 

virginia elute g.clute@yahoo.com 27527 NC 

David Cook dcook@dac-and.com 28001 NC Pat, I was an undergraduate at one of our state's fine universities about the 
time Art Pope was born. We studied ecology and environmental issues then, 
and it was clear already at that time that the Human race was in serious 
danger of poisoning itself unless we did something about it quickly. Well, we 
didn't, and now its up to you and your colleagues to take firm action in a 
last-ditch effort to keep the planet viable for us. And you are doing wrong. 
Pull yourself together, Pat, and take the right action TODAY. 

Ed Stavish bigtanager@gmail.com 28743 NC Clean power is the only way forward for North Carolina 

JANIE NEELY janie.neely@gmail.com 28787 NC Please maximize wind and solar energy for N.C., and limit carbon pollution. 

Lydia Garvey wolfhowlmama@yahoo.com 73601 OK 

David Allen dra561@gmail.com 28786 NC 

John Millen millenjg@gmail.com 28714 NC Let's use more solar and wind. 

Chrystele Burns chrys_chloe@yahoo.fr 28312 NC 

Robert Paine rwpaine49@yahoo.com 27712 NC This is not a political issue. This is a quality of life issue for all of us citizens of 
this state. 

James Lovejoy jlovejoy@nc.rr.com 27518 NC Lets replace coal with natural gas and nuclear energy. 

Greg Sells gsel ls@austin. rr .com 78741 TX 

Walter L Davis Jr ldaviswalter@windstream.ne 28128 NC We must protect our Grand children's future. 
t 

Sandra Hillerstrom ramahbear@yahoo.com 28740 NC 

Danielle Brestel daniellebrestel@gmail.com 27712 NC 

Charlotte Englehart Charlotteannel@yahoo.com 27608 NC 
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David Shearer re sq p2tv@f rontier.corn 
I 

28783 NC If there is no one left to make all this money and no one left to spend all this 
money why would w~i want to go down th is road?? 

- - -
M ac Hulslander mac.hulslander@gmail .com 27607 NC 

-· 
Dennis Welch blakeprof@gmail.com 27519 NC Governor McGrory: Regarding the realities of global warming and severe 

climate change, you and the GOP are on the wrong side of history. 

Michelle Lee misllee@yahoo.com 28226 NC 

Andrew Meyer andrewjmeyer@earthl ink.net 27612 NC North Carolina is known by its beauty. Don 't ruin it by your poor policies and 

I failure to act. 

Pamela Sheridan Pasheridan8@aim.com 08098 NJ 

Andre Mckoy Mckoyandre@gmail.com I 27516 NC We continu<illy bite the hand that feeds ... Th~~ eventunl consequences will be 

I something we cannot reverse. We all know this and refu~e to take serious 
I action. There is no better time than now, before it's too late. P~~L!ce 1 Love 

·- -- - · . -
Connie Bishop connieb@charter.net 28655 NC 

-
Thayer Jordan ttjbearl@aol.com 27278 NC 

···--
Julia Myers julia_myers@yahoo.com 27615 NC 

-·--~-

Esther Murphy edm1958@gmail .com 28411 NC If you say the word "ENVIRONMENT", will your head explode? 

---
Esther Murphy edm1958@gmail .com I 28411 NC Are you some other life form which exists without healthy ecology? 

-- - --
Brenda Tenerelli lvangelo98@aol.com 28787 NC 

- -· 
Howard TyasJr. Rev. Dr. htyas@carolina.rr.com 28205 NC 

Larry Hannon ms03923@gmail.com 28270 NC 

Melissa Hastings princess_ryoko@msn .com 28570 NC 
--

Peter van Dorsten pv2049@gmail.com 27615 NC 
-

Frank Lorch franklorch@yahoo .com 28203 NC 
- -· -

rr<ink Zachary fzachary@gmail.com 27012 NC 
·-

Joe Phillips joephil282@yahoo.com 27235 NC 
·- - ·-- ·-· 

Michael Carney mcarneyv@aol.com 08078 NJ 
-.- - ·--- ·-· 
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Colleen Farley c.m.fa rley@att.net 27408 NC Dear Governor McCrory, Please do the right thing for North Carolina and the 
future residents of this state as well as our current citizens. You know the 
right thing to do is reduce carbon pollution, expand solar and wind energy 
initiatives and prohibit off-shore drilling. You know this is not a partisan 
issue. Best regards, Colleen Farley Greensboro, NC 

Cathy Harless catmax@triad.rr.com 27265 NC Governor McCrory, You are some sorry governor. I'm glad I didn't vote for 
you! You are slowly ruining the state of North Carolina!!! 

Christina Hugenschmidt christina.hugenschmidt@gmai 27104 NC Air pollution increases risks for a host of medical conditions and increases 
I.com medical costs. It kills the beautiful trees in our mountains that attract tourist 

dollars. 

Kathleen Bonfoey harumscarum@msn.com 27301 NC 

Linda Maynard disc87@aol.com 27502 NC We sould respect this earth, NOT kill it! 

William Phillips hphillipsjr@charter.net 27330 NC 

Karen Mallam karenmallam@yahoo.com 27344 NC 

Nora Davidson tigers@islandnet.com 98311 WA 

shirley mills shirleymillsl2@yahoo.co.uk dy4 9au ot 

Pat Gottlieb patncackalacky@yahoo.com 27701 NC 

M Dillon msdillon@earthlink.net 33133 FL 

M Dillon msdillon@earthlink.net 33133 FL 

Hart Squire unique@main.nc.us 28787 NC 

Kathy Jooss rjooss@gmx.de 27516 NC 

Dorothy Lee clee@buncombe.main.nc.us 28748 NC 

Fielding Wilson fwilson20@nc.rr.com 27527 NC 

Sandy Forrest snd.forrest@gmail .com 28654 NC Mccory has been horrible for our state and the nation, as he has done 
everything he possibly could to cater to energy co. rather than protecting 
our environment. 

Anne Hansley annehansley@me.com 28791 NC Completely ridiculous that NC would not include wind power in an energy 
move forward plan for this great state. No votes for this kind of bad 
judgement or self serving policies. 
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Rita Burns-Wooten burnswooten@yahoo.com 28613 NC PLEASE ensure the health and safety of all North Carolinians!!! Tht~ i:lir we 
breathe, the water W( ~ drink, and the food we e<it----THAT is ALL our r.ells 
have to WORK WITH to remain healthy, heal, repair tissue damage, etc. WHY 
do you think so MANY of our citi ze ns have CANcrnn ? I am an RN with 36 
years exp1ni1~nce. 

- -·--· --·-----
Ronald Runyan Rbrunyan@gmail.com 27513 NC Stop Fracking in NC ! 

- --
Rachel CAmpbell rachcamrjc@yahoo .com 28226 NC 

---- - ------ --
Suzanne Fox Drsuzannewolfe@gmail.com 27517 NC 

-
Catherine Moorehead major2mo@yahoo.com 28711 NC 

--·-------M;:iry Kirschhoch fak42@aol.com 28374 NC We've got your number Mr McCrory .... ... do the morally responsible thing 

regarding the environment. 

Tanya Taylor tanyavtaylor@hotmail.com 27572 NC 

Catherine Starkweather cathyOOl@frontier.com 27713 NC 

Sarah Charles sarahandk@gmail.com 27265 NC 
-·---

Jason Chappell Chappell756@gmail.com 27707 NC 
---

Jill Ray blackcatfarm@hotmail.com 28025 NC 

Nancy King nrking58@yahoo.com 28570 NC 

Madeleine Pa bis mpabis3@gmail.com 27704 NC 
-· 

Michael Watson mtwatson 13@charter.net 28601 NC Besides adding jobs to the economy and saving the environment, clean 
energy saves money and lives. Act now to meet the goals. 

--.· --· 
Wynne Queen Wynnepqueen@yahoo.com 28043 NC 

-----
Leslie Ro john leslie@ventureoutcorp.com 28779 NC 

- --
Edward Link e.lin k@earth Ii n k. net 27513 NC 

-- -
Joseph Harper jshsra@yahoo.com 27410 NC 

·-
Lisa Gunther lisadgunther@gmail .com 28677 NC Please don't let your political affiliation destroy the planet for future 

generations. 
... 

-----~- - ·--
Robert Heston rob@sungraffix.net 27103 NC All that money you're saving and making for your rich buddies by pumping 

more carbon in the air will do them no good when the methane rises from 
the Arctic and kills everything ... . 

.- -----····-·-·---------· 
Lauren Bonardi lollyll 710@yahoo.com 28401 NC 

·- · 
Anne Whitefield annew@main.nc.us 27705 NC listen to our leaders in Paris, please! 

- ------
Barbara Terry barbaraterry2010@gmail .com 27312 NC 

Ren ee Mccann reneemccann2@gmail.com 28412 NC 
"-·-·---- - ·-- --
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Larry Hannon ms03923@gmail.com 28270 NC 

Larry Hannon ms03923@gmail.com 28270 NC 

dan hiltz dann i boy2 l@yahoo.com 60548 IL 

Tracy Stevenson Tracystevenson313@gmail.co 27609 NC We have an OBLIGATION to protect the environment for future generations. 
m As an elected official, you are responsible for ensuring this critical issue gets 

prioritization and resourcing given how relevant it is to your constituency. 
We need a plan .... now. Please exercise your granted authority with 
conscience and responsibility. 

Chris Holochak Holochakc@yahoo.com 27608 NC 

Sheryl Harmon slharmon@nc.rr.com 27513 NC 

Yvonne Moody Yvonne37@bellsouth.net 28461 NC It is so important to cut way down on carbon pollution! In the 16 years I have 
lived in NC, I notice a definite increase in the tide levels in the marsh behind 
my house. More of that will seriously impact so many people living on the 
coast. 

Ted Storck thestorcks@att.net 27606 NC 

James Lee leeja40@hotmail.com 258314 NC 

Metin Aydemir maydemirus@yahoo.com 27713 NC 

Jon Van Horn jvhsound@gmail.com 27510 NC 

Pauline Williams dickabee@aol.com 27511 NC North Carolina needs to step up to this problem. It is time to think long-
range instead of going for short-term money grabs. 

Nick Hood foamyislord42@gmail.com 27012 NC 

mark march markdmarch@yahoo.com 27106 NC 

Craig Bailey captcrb@gmail.com 28139 NC 

Mary Anne Combs macombs42@yahoo.com 28752 NC Why do you do this? Do you not understand science? You are supposed to 
be our intelligent leader and help us move in a safe direction. Do you 
understand solar and wind power? Why do you support polluting energy 
sources? Do they give money to you? I doesn't make sense. 

Edward Jagusiak eddiejag@hotmail.com 07751 NJ 
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Ricky Dowda I dwdrc@aol.com 28681 NC Governor McCrory ,is not a governor of the citi ze ns of our state, but his 
loyalty is to big businf~ ss and lobbif!S. He could care less about our state and 
protecting our natural resources as they are a hindrance to the lobbies and 
big business and will even throw our follow citizens under th e bus to rnake a 
buc:k for himself and job security when the c:itizens throw him and his croni E!S 
out of office. 

- - -· --
Victoria Childers Vchilders967@gmail.com 27302 NC 

charles Pettee cpettee@bellsouth .net 27516 NC 

Steve Rundle steve.rundle@inartdesigns.co 28217 NC 
m - -· 

Richard Thomas thomasl 766@comporium.net 28768 NC It is irresponsible NOT to act on climate change to protect our environment. 

. . 
Robert Grew rgrew@bellsouth.net 27609 NC 

-
Joseph Wells ncjwells@gmail .com 27606 NC ,__ 
William McMullin mcmullinw@gmail.com 48071 Ml 

.. 
Jose De Arteaga kenn .jose@comcast.net 20020 DC 

··- -
Wendy Stevens wagothro@hotmail.com 28214 NC 

-· -- ·--- -------
Kimberly Wiley kwileyl6@hotmail.com 14612 NY 

-·-· 
Joseph Hoess josephhoess@yahoo.com 46574 IN 

Jennifer Halenbeck jenn iferhalenbecklOO@msn.c 28716 NC 
om -- .. 

James Carroll jimbev@mitchell.main.nc.us 28705 NC 
··-·-

Richard Haas rhaas1006@mac.com 28451 NC ___ ,__ ------
Brian Burns thebburnsl l@yahoo .com 28730 NC 

C. Warren Pope cdubski@yahoo.com 28803 NC 
·- .. 

Joseph Harper jshsra@yahoo.com 27410 NC 
-

Peter Funk funkman48@yahoo .com 27021 NC 

jan hansen jbhansennc@yahoo.com 28115 NC 

Elizabeth Thanasouk liz-gorman@hotmail .com 28540 NC 
----···-··--

Vickie Penninger vickpenn@bellsouth.net 27608 NC 
----- -·-·· 

Julia Young mandjyoung@mindspring.co 27312 NC 
m 

- --------
Jowlyn Browning jazdshowstopa@gmail .com 24060 VA 

-
Phillip Howard phowardgso@aol.com 27408 NC Please consider the constituents that work, breathe, drink w;-1ter in our state 

--· ·----~ - ---·----
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Laurie Lamoreaux laurielmrx@hotmail.com 27516 NC 

Jon Doyle jdoyle@pci-llc.com 27612 NC If there is a state plan get some PR on it. If not then I think we need to have 
a plan that mirror takes into Federal policy but considers local politics. Now 
is the time to act...not in another administration. 

Barbara wilson ladymossrose@gmail.com 27048 NC Spend at least as much on solar, wind and other alternative energy. 

Bruce Clarke b707737@hotmail.com 37684 TN Get on the right side of history, before you become an irrelevant dinosaur 

Larry Olivier oliviela@gmail .com 37327 TN 

Dianne Douglas ddouglas@mainexl.asu.edu 85042 AZ 

Barbara Sloss barbarasloss@yahoo.com 28805 NC I believe in solar. I bought panels for my roof top. 

Paige Humphreys paigehurley73@hotmail.com 28579 NC 

Hal Trufan htrufan@gmail.com 28226 NC 

Jenny Lei linger jlellinger@ea rth Ii n k.net 28712 NC 

Lynn Kohn chloell@frontier.com 27707 NC North Carolina should take the lead and support the switch to renewable 
energy as well as the president's Clean Power Plan. Thank you. 

Caleb Laieski Caleb.Michael .Laieski@gmail . 22305 VA 
com 

Louise Perini lep56078@yahoo.com 27703 NC 

Chris Washington cwashington@wlrk.com 10019 NY 

Kimberly Wiley kwiley16@hotmail.com 14612 NY 

Peter Reynolds p.j.reynolds@earthlink.net 27703 NC 

Joseph Nolan niuall@yahoo.com 28806 NC Gov. McCrory, I emphatically support your braver in standing up for moral 
issues. I appreciate the fact that you are standing up for children in our 
public schools. But protecting the environment is ALSO a moral issue. "God 
put the man into the garden to DRESS IT AND TO KEEP IT" 

Chris Washington cwashington@wlrk.com 10019 NY 

Wynne Queen Wynnepqueen@yahoo.com 28043 NC 

Judy White judywhite@triad.rr.com 27407 NC You will have a legacy of being most corrupt bought and paid for republican 
tea party in the history of North Carolina. 

susan hendrickson swhendri55@yahoo.com 27407 NC You need to make some changes, or we will! 
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Heath Moody Brantonhmoody@gmail.c:om 28801 NC Stop catering to corporatf~ pollute rs & lobbyists and sta rt representing the 
conscience people of NC & rea l science. You'll ether be known as a leader 
who helped reduce our c:lirn<Jte impact or a leader who blocked efforts & 

sided w/ tlu~ profits of Duke F.n e rgy & pollute rs who put profits in front of 
. people & the environme nt. Be on the right side of history. Act now on 
I I climate change! 

,~--H-e-rm_a_n----r---H-a-ilev-f-- Hneilhailey@aol.c~~ 27288 NC ~~~~e the stupidity of d_e_n_i_a_l._·- ------·------

Alice Ann Williamson I aliceann@ec.rr.com Wilmingto NC A clean energy plan is essential. 

I church b~_chu~Zh@ch~~ _L28~o1-1Nc-t; 
Thomson I thomsonranch@gmail.com I 27713 1 NC . 

Kreh -----+----··- Katzenfrau2000@yahoo.com H 8429 I NC ------· 
dretheri@yahoo.com 27607 NC Etheridge 

_ I Th::::·' - J '"':::~::~~::::~;::m 4 :!;_~:-. ~~ +--· ----------~~------~~---.---~~-·--_·----~- ~----~-~--~--~-~~~------· --~-=-= 
Farren --,- elizaf@live.unc.edu 27510 NC 

r~k--- Hood -rfua~;j~2~.com _ 21012- .-~r----·------------~===-=------
jacob Johnson 

1

. jacob51johnson@gma~com_ j 3:547 ____ I FL 
1 

- -------- ·- ·--------- -------------

linda coley mlc75S@aol.com T2s210 NC I 
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Sig Hutchinson, 2704 Snowy Meadow Ct. Raleigh NC 27614 

Sig@SigHutchinson.com 

I'm Sig Hutchinson Commissioner for Wake County and I stand before you 

today to offer my Congratulations. Congratulations for the opportunity to 

usher in the most important change in our state and our economy since the 

Industrial Revolution. 

As someone who has been in politics for twenty years, one thing I've found 

that no matter who's in office, what political party or at what stage of the 

business cycle, Legislators on Jones St. are laser focused and consumed with 

one three letter word. That being "jobs." Gov. McCrory never misses an 

opportunity to have his picture taken with the next CEO offering a new 2 or 

300 jobs adding to our economic landscape. Unfortunately, most of these 

jobs tend to be in urban setting for people with special skills and higher 

education. 

That's why your role here is so important in that the economic development 

and jobs that I am congratulating you for today, is mostly in our rural 

communities. 

And a much better story than our history with tobacco and textiles that have 

made NC so great in the past. 

We talk about the Industrial Revolution and how that has been replaced with 

the Knowledge economy. But what I'm offering is the third revolution; a 

Third New economy known as the "Natural Economy." 

The Natural Economy relies on what God has blessed us with. In this case, 

that being the sun and the wind. 

The bible speaks to this in 2 Peter 1:3 saying, "God's divine power 

has given us everything we need for life and for Godliness. 
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By working with our natural economy, rural land owners can leverage the 

wind and sun to turn God's resources into financial gain and still leave 

enough land for their agricultural uses. 

But rather than the back breaking work of tobacco or the long hours of 

textiles, this economy means going to the mail box once a month to pick up 

your check. That money can then go to buy shoes, clothes, healthcare, food, 

education and support the local economy creating much needed jobs. And 

it's so easy. 

No need to be punching holes in the ocean floor running the risks of fouling 

our beaches or pumping toxins into the ground putting at risk our clean and 

abundant water or even pumping carbon into the atmosphere. With the 

Natural Economy, the gold is already on the ground, shining from our 

magnificent sun, and the wind can blow natural and clean creating the 

electricity to power our towns and cities, without the smell of hog waste. 

How much money and how many jobs. Experts will tell you 10,000 of jobs 

and billions in revenue. I would say that you have within your power the 

ability to save rural North Carolina with the ability to generate enough power 

to electrify this entire state, which will be billions and the jobs associated 

with building that infrastructure. 

Truly, the Natural Economy is our future. The pricing is right, the technology 

is here, the people are ready, and the time is now. Which is why during this 

holiday season I'm asking us all to thank God for his blessings and asking you 

to use those blessing to transform rural NC into the e .· 

can become for our citizens and our families. 

I () -17~11 
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V-482 A-572



North Carolina 
Clean Energy 
Industry Census 

NC SUSTAINABl 
ENERGY ASSOCIATI! 

February 20· 

V-483 A-573



Authors: 
Robin Aldina 
Ellis Baehr 
William Supple 
Ivan Urlaub 

Design: 
Jaqueta Abbey 

NC SUSTAINABLE 
ENERGY ASSOCIATIO N 

North Carolina Sustainable Energy Association: 
The NC Sustainable Energy Association (NCSEA) is a 501(c)(3) nonprofit membership 
organization of individuals, businesses, government and nonprofits interested in North 
Carolina's sustainable energy future. NCSEA drives public policy and market development to 
create energy jobs, economic opportunities and affordable energy to benefit North Carolina. 

Today, our team of clean energy advisors, analysts and advocates works closely with 
policymakers, consumers and industry leaders to research, inspire and affect clean energy 
progress statewide. 

Acknowledgements: 
NCSEA would like to thank all of the companies, institutions, and organizations that responded 
to the 2014 Southeast Clean Energy Industry Census. The willingness of respondents to 
generously donate their time and insights allows NC SEA to capture and share important data 
about the clean energyJndustry in North Carolina with regulators, legislators, and decision 
makers in the state and beyond. 

NCSEA also appreciates the efforts of partner organizations the South Carolina Clean Energy 
Business Alliance, Southface in Georgia, and the Virginia Energy Efficiency Council on the 
Southeast Clean Energy Industry Census. Additional thanks are due to Karen Eller, Donna 
Hughes, and everyone at the Center for Urban Affairs and Community Services at North 
Carolina State University for their continued support of this project. 

© 2015 NC Sustainable Energy Association. Any distribution of a modification, recreation, edit, or any other change in 
content, appearance or other aspect of a part of the entirety of this document without the express written consent of the 
NC Sustainable Energy Association is strictly forbidden. 
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About The Census 
Since 2008, the NC Sustainable Energy Association (NCSEA) has surveyed companies, institutions, and organizations 
(cotlectivety referred to as "firms") in the clean energy industry in order to quantify their impact on the state's economy. 
The 2014 North Carolina Clean Energy Industry Census (North Carolina Census) represents the seventh edition of this 
survey and resulting report. 

NCSEA created the Census to help measure the impact of North Carolina's clean energy policies and identify where 
policies are or are not achieving the results policymakers, economic developers, and industry envisioned. From 2007-
2013, policies such as the Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency Portfolio Standard1, the state Renewable Energy 
Investment Tax Credit2 and government energy efficiency goals have allowed a clean energy market to form in North 
Carolina and our clean energy industry to develop and access the energy market, competing on price and quality, and 
building out a supply chain to the benefit of the entire North Carolina economy. 

This report aims to provide a snapshot of the current state of the clean energy industry in North Carolina by addressing 
common questions such as: 

How many firms are currently working in the clean energy industry? 
What business sectors are they in, and what kinds of work are they doing? 
How many people are employed by these firms? 
How much revenue are these firms generating? 
What is the business climate surrounding these firms? 

• What is going to drive continued growth in this industry going forward? 

Presenting analysis on employment, revenues, geographic presence, export activity, and business climate, the North 
Carolina Census report has become an invaluable resource for stakeholders with a myriad of uses including: 

Benchmarking the overall industry and specific sectors. 
• Supporting decision-makers in answering policy questions. 

Promoting the success of clean energy policies, businesses, and industries. 
Identifying policy challenges and possible solutions. 
Tracking the development of clean energy markets in North Carolina. 

This is also the second year NCSEA has partnered with the South Carolina Clean Energy Business Alliance, Southface in 
Georgia, and the Virginia Energy Efficiency Council (collectively referred to as the "Partners") to produce the Southeast 
Clean Energy Industry Census (Southeast Census). 3 For the Southeast Census, the Partners surveyed firms to understand 
employment, revenue, and policy drivers of various sectors within each state and the southeast region clean energy 
industry. This report presents the survey results and analysis that pertain to North Carolina's clean energy industry. 
Please visit www.cleanenergyindustry.org for information on the Southeast Census results. 

The 2014 Southeast Census will also be incorporated into the US Department of Energy-funded Southeast Clean Energy 
Manufacturing Roadmap (Southeast Roadmap), which will provide an assessment of the region's existing clean energy 
landscape and present a suite of considerations to grow the North Carolina and Southeast clean energy industry and 
market. The Southeast Roadmap and North Carolina Roadmap will be issued towards the end of 2015. 

Survey Process 
Each Partner compiled a list of firms in its state. Each state-level Census relied on a common questionnaire developed by 
the Partners, as well as an online survey tool and phone-banking system managed by the North Carolina State University 
Center for Urban Affairs and Community Services (NC State). 

Data Analysis 
NCSEA performed the analysis of all Census data with input from the Partners. NCSEA utilized the self-reported data 
from responding firms who classified themselves among a selection of clean energy business activities and sectors 
2014 North Carolina Clean Energy Industry Census 4 
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(See Table 1 and Table 2, below). This level of granularity allowed for the analysis of the activities being conducted within 
each clean energy sector of North Carolina's economy. Data in this report is presented in aggregate in order to protect 
the privacy of responding firms, and includes a conservative modeling of firms that did not respond but are anticipated to 
be active in North Carolina's clean energy industry. Readers interested in additional analysis on census data and related 
market intelligence should contact NCSEA staff directly at info@energync.org with their questions.4 

For the 2014 analysis, the Partners utilized the approach taken by NCSEA during the first five iterations of the North 
Carolina Clean Energy Industry Census from 2008 - 2012. This report presents direct findings from self-reported data 
provided by 567 firms operating within North Carolina. This represents approximately 47% of the estimated 1,208 firms 
currently conducting clean energy related business in North Carolina. These 567 responding firms and 641 modeled 
firms represent a significant portion of the state's clean energy industry, but certainly do not cover all activity. The 
conservative nature of the analysis means that the true economic impact of the clean energy industry in North Carolina 
is larger than what is presented in the 2014 Census. Please refer to Appendix B for greater detail of survey methodology. 

Table 1. Clean Energy Business Activities 

Activitie~ 
Design and Construction of New Buildings 

Professional Services, Education, or Consulting 

Installation, Design, or Development of Renewable Energy Systems 

Installation or Maintenance of Building System Components 

Sale of Renewable Energy Systems 

Sale of Building System Components 

Research and Development 

Manufacturing 

Power Generation 

HIGHLIGHTS 
The 20'14 North Carolina Census is the seventh annual report released by 
NC SEA on the status of the clean energy industry in our state. Information 
about employment, revenue, and the general business climate was 
provided directly by firms operating in the industry. 

The clean energy industry in North Carolina has been a rapidly growing 
part of the state's economy since the first version of this report in 2008. 
It now boasts participation by more than 1,200 firms, provides nearly 
23,000 full-time equivalent (FTE) jobs, and generates approximately 
$4.8 billion in annual gross revenues. 

From 2012 to 2014, employment in the industry increased from 15,200 
to 22,995 FTE; an annual increase of 25%. 

We've also seen a 15% per year increase in revenues generated by clean 
energy activities in the state since 2012, reaching $4.8 billion in the 2014 

Table 2. Clean Energy 
Business Sectors 

Sectors 

Building Efficiency 

Solar 

Geothermal 

Biomass 

Storage 

Wind 

Smart Grid 

Alternative Fuel Vehicles 

Hydropower/Marine 

Fuel Cells 

Figure 1. NC Clean Energy Firms, Revenue, and 
Employment 

22,995 FTE 

1,208 Firms 

S4.8 Billion 
in Revenue 

Census. This far outpaces the 2.3% per year increase in gross state product since 2012.5
·
6

•
7 

Additional data shows the $2.7 billion invested in clean energy infrastructure in North Carolina between 2007 and 2014 
is also making a positive economic impact. For each dollar of the Renewable Energy Investment Tax Credit utilized $1.93 
has been returned to state and local governments.8 This investment has led North Carolina to become the number four 
state in the nation for solar installations with more than 600MW of available capacity.9 
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The clean energy industry in North Carolina continues to be dominated 
by firms involved in the Building Efficiency and Solar sectors, representing 
a combined 59% of all firms (38% Building Efficiency, 21% Solar). The 
Geothermal sector is also well represented with another 12% of all firms. 

Within all of the clean energy industry sectors, the activities of 
Design and Construction of New Buildings, and Professional Services, 
Education, or Consulting are the most numerous, accounting for 22% 
and 19% of all firms respectively. Various installation activities are also 
well represented with 15% of all firms engaged in Installation, Design, 
or Development of Renewable Energy Systems, and 13% involved in 
Installation or Maintenance of Building System Components. 

Table 3. NC Clean Energy Firms by Sector 

Secto
1 

Building Efficiency 

Solar 

Geothermal 

Biomass 

Storage 

Wind 

Smart Grid 

Alternative Fuel Vehicles 

Hydropower/Marine 

Fuel Cells 

Totcll 

Table 4. NC Clean Energy Firms by Activity 

Activity 

Design and Construction of New Buildings 

Professional Services, Education, or Consulting 

Installation, Design, or Development of Renewable Energy Systems 

Installation or Maintenance of Building System Components 

Sale of Renewable Energy Systems 

Sale of Building System Components 

Research and Development 

Manufacturing 

Power Generation 

TotaJ 

2014 North Carolina Clean Energy Industry Census 

Figure 2. NC Clean Energy Firms by Sector 

38% 
/ Efficiency 

A - 6% 
V Wiad 

/ 
21% 

0 "-.6% 

Solar I 
12% 

Geotllermi!l 

Clean Energy Firms 

833 
450 
264 
134 
121 
119 
87 
83 
55 
17 

2,165 

Clean Energy Firms 

528 
454 
360 
305 
239 
173 
143 
132 

102 
2,435 
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Other 
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EMPLOYMENT 
In light of recurring policy uncertainty, the growth in clean energy 
employment in North Carolina has been steady and encouraging. The 
most notable finding in employment from this year's Census is the 
dominance of the Building Efficiency sector as a clean energy employer. 
Accounting for nearly one half of all the FTE in the industry, Building 
Efficiency is certainly the leader in providing clean energy jobs. It is also 
interesting to note that the majority of jobs in Building Efficiency are 
currently involved with the Design and Construction of New Buildings. 
This is promising both as an indicator of broad economic health in the 
state and as a signal that energy efficient buildings are in high demand. 
Firms in this sector, however, are not as optimistic about job growth next 
year as firms in some other sectors. See the Growth section for more 
information on where industry projects an increase in jobs over the next 
12 months. 

Also worth noting about 2014 clean energy employment is the rise in 
jobs in the Storage sector. Up nearly 50% from 2012, there are now 

Figure 3. NC Clean Energy Employment by Sector 

49% 
/ Efficiency 

-14% 
Biomass 

1,306 FTE working on energy storage in North Carolina. More than half of these are involved in Manufacturing, which 
should bode well for the state as we see a greater utilization of storage technologies over the next several years. 

Table 5. NC Clean Energy Employment by Sector 
I 

Secto,r Clean Energy FTE % of NC FTE 

Building Efficiency 11,277 49% 

Solar 4,307 19% 

Biomass 3,246 14% 

Storage 1,306 6% 

Smart Grid 1,045 5% 

Hydro power /Marine 585 3% 

Geothermal 545 2% 

Alternative Fuel Vehicles 403 2% 

Wind 248 1% 

Fuel Cells 33 0% 

Total 22,995 100% 

Table 6. NC Clean Energy Employment by Activity 

Activity Clean Energy FTE % of NC FTE 

Design and Construction of New Buildings 5,326 23% 

Installation, Design, or Development of Renewable Energy Systems 3,909 17% 

Professional Services, Education, or Consulting 3,731 16% 

Sale of Renewable Energy Systems 2,345 10% 

Sale of Building System Components 2,013 9% 

Installation or Maintenance of Building System Components 1,943 8% 

Manufacturing 1,766 8% 

Power Generation 1,433 6% 

Research and Development 530 2% 

Tot~I 22,995 100% 

2014 North Carolina Clean Energy Industry Census 7 
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REVENUE 
I -- - -

In 2014 the Building Efficiency sector was the top earner bringing in 
approximately $1.9 billion, followed closely by the Solar sector with 
earnings of $1.6 billion. These top two sectors account for 73% of all 
clean energy industry revenues (39% and 34% respectively). 

Figure 4. NC Clean Energy Revenue by Sector 

As might be expected considering the top grossing sector, Design 
or Construction of New Buildings was reported as the top revenue 
generating business activity, accounting for $1.5 billion and 32% of total 
industry revenues. Activities that align more closely to the Solar sector, 
however, take the next two spots with the Sale of Renewable Energy 
Systems and Installation, Design, or Development of Renewable Energy 
Systems bringing in $750 million and $540 million in total earnings 
respectively. 

Table 7, NC Clean Energy Revenue by Sector 

34%/ 
Solar 

I 
Sector Clean Energy Revenue 

Building Efficiency s 1,870,023,812 

Solar $ 1,640,526,876 

Biomass/Biofuels $ 298,241,908 

Storage $ 190,291,576 

Smart Grid $ 170,148,429 

Hydropower/Marine $ 169,738,274 

Wind $ 161,610,963 

Alternative Fuel Vehicles $ 144,213,168 

Geothermal $ 143,356,017 

Fuel Cells $ 7,613,989 

Totctt $ 4,795,765,013 

Table 8. NC Clean Energy Revenue by Activity 

Activity Clean Energy Revenue 

Design or Construction of New Buildings $ 1,533,064,611 

Sale of Renewable Energy Systems $ 748,709,732 

Installation, Design, or Development of Renewable Energy Systems $ 542,969,803 

Sale of Building System Components $ 476,625,308 

Power Generation $ 447,639,476 

Professional Services, Education, or Consulting $ 342,721,510 

Manufacturing $ 282,500,690 

Research and Development $ 228,039,216 

Installation or Maintenance of Building System Components $ 193,494,667 

rota1 $ 4, 795, 765,013 

2014 North Carolina Clean Energy Industry Census 
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6% 
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While some clean energy goods and services 
generated in North Carolina remain close to 
home, 20% of them land in markets outside the 
state. The products and services that are sold 
locally likely come from firms in the Building 
Efficiency sector, whose business activities 
are conducted close to their physical office 
locations. Indeed, 87% of all goods and services 
in the Building Efficiency sector remain in North 
Carolina. This, of course, is beneficial to the 
sector as continued growth in the state will 
likely demand local labor for activities such as 
Design and Constructions of New Buildings, and 
Installation or Maintenance of Building System 
Components. 

Also worth noting, however, is that North 
Carolina's leading-edge technology sectors such 
as Storage and Smart Grid are sending more of 
their goods and services outside of the state and 
region. Storage is sending approximately 18% of 

Figure 5. NC Clean Energy Products by Destination Market 

NC Clean Energy Exports 

their products to national and international markets, while Smart Grid firms are seeing 25% of their merchandise and 
expertise make it out of the Southeast. 

Furthermore, firms engaged in clean energy product Manufacturing sent approximately 40% of their goods out of state 
this year. This is beneficial for bringing in revenue from outside North Carolina, but it is also important that viable markets 
for these goods and services remain within the state. 

;I:; r -.. . .. ·-- .• ,-~ -
GROWTH . --·--=--~- ---· --~ . . ·· .......;:~_. ~~-:-~ 

' :., . I ~ -- -=---::-.. ~ - - - - - - • ~ 

Figure 6. Firms Anticipating Job Growth in 2015 

30% 30% 
31% 

AFV Fuel Cells Wind Solar 

2014 North Carolina Clean Energy Industry Census 

35% 

Biomass 

This year saw firms take a fess optimistic outlook 
for hiring in the upcoming year. Last year, more 
than half the firms in some sectors indicated 
that they would add jobs over the next 12 
months. This year, the Biomass sector was most 
confident about increases in employment with 
35% of firms reporting they anticipated adding 
jobs next year. It is important to note, however, 
that firms in all sectors indicated they would 
be adding jobs, with greater than 30% of Solar, 
Wind, Fuel Cells, and Alternative Fuel Vehicles 
firms anticipating employment growth. 

When these firms do look to hire, they note 
several skill areas that will help them succeed. 
Unsurprisingly, a knowledge of high performance 
building is among the top skills firms are looking 
for in potential employees, along with energy 
auditing and electrical systems/wiring. 
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Clean energy in North Carolina is no longer a niche industry. There are now solar farms, LEED certified buildings, waste
to-energy systems, and electric vehicle fueling stations in every corner of the state. Likewise, the firms that provide the 
goods and services needed to meet the rising demand for clean energy also occupy every corner of the state, providing 
jobs and revenues to rural and urban counties alike. 

There are, however, some distinct clusters of the clean energy industry in the Triangle, Triad, Charlotte, and Asheville 
areas. This is an indication of the positive network externalities that these firms are able to utilize in North Carolina's 
business climate.10 

Figure 7. Clean Energy across NC 

. . . .... ; ...... . . .. "" • \ •• ,,. .!it. .... ,,.. 

• Ill· .. .# -· \t• 1\\ . '!. ''. • 

NC SUSTAINAB ... E 

: .. 
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Firms in North Carolina's clean energy industry have overcome an uncertain business climate to achieve tremendous 
growth in jobs and revenues since 2008. Firms indicate factors such 
as the quality of research and development collaboration, and the 
impact of renewable portfolio standards are key contributors to this 
growth. 

On the other hand, firms note that there is room for improvement 
in some of the dynamics of the market environment. These include 
the lack of interaction among firms from different industries and 
economic sectors and the partnering of government and academic 
institutions with private sector firms. These findings show that there 

• Renewable Portfolio Standards 

• Quality of Educational Institutions 

• R&D Collaboration 

• Public-Private Partnerships 

is a potential for both greater collaboration between industries, as well as opportunities for additional public-private 
partnerships that would allow for the development and testing of novel technologies that are paramount in the clean 
energy industry. 

Firms do, however, rate the Southeast region in general as a good location for them to be successful and anticipate that 
it will remain a good location for businesses in the clean energy industry over the next five years. 

2014 North Carolina Clean Energy Industry Census 10 
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CONCLUSION 
. ---- . -

We have known for several years now that North Carolina has a dynamic and growing clean energy industry. The 2014 
North Carolina Census results further affirm that point by showing that there are approximately 1,200 clean energy firms 
providing 22,995 full-time equivalent jobs and generating $4.8 billion in gross revenue. This represents an annual growth 
of approximately 25% since 2012, far outpacing the growth seen in other industries. 

Clean energy projects reach all corners of the state and bring with them jobs and investment in local communities. 
Furthermore, income enters the state through the sale of clean energy products and services that originate here and are 
exported to national and international markets. 

Firms in all sectors of the state's clean energy industry anticipate hiring new employees during 2015. Of particular 
importance going forward will be the Building Efficiency sector, which was the largest in terms of both 2014 employment 
and revenue. The addition of jobs in the Building Efficiency sector as well as continued growth by the other sectors will 
bolster North Carolina's clean energy industry and the broader state economy. 

Finally, firms in North Carolina recognize the region as being a place where there business can thrive now and in the future. 
Supported by strong policies such as the Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency Portfolio Standard and the Renewable 
Energy Investment Tax Credit, as well as a strong network of internationally recognized colleges and universities, clean 
energy firms in North Carolina are excited to operate in an environment conducive to the growth shown in this report. 

2014 North Carolina Clean Energy Industry Census 11 
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APPENDIX A: SECTOR DEFINITIONS 
t~ . · ·- -

2014 Southeast Clean Energy Industry Census 
Sector Definitions 

The clean energy industry is inclusive of both energy efficiency and renewable energy technologies and contains the 
following ten business sectors: 

1. Alternative Fuel Vehicles - Alternative Fuel Vehicles are those that run exclusively on alternative fuels, including 
electricity, or a blend of traditional petroleum fuels and alternative fuels. These include, but are not limited to: 

Hybrid electric vehicles 
Electric vehicles 
Flexible-fuel vehicles 
Biofuel vehicles, and 
Natural gas vehicles 

This sector also includes firms involved in the conversion of traditional fuel vehicles to run on alternative fuels. 

2. Biomass/Biofuels - This sector relates to the generation of heat or electricity from either the combustion of 
organic and waste materials, or their conversion to biofuels. These organic and waste materials include, but are 
not limited to: 

Plant-based sources (e.g., wood, grasses, or natural oils) 
Municipal wastewater 
Municipal solid waste 

3. Building Efficiency - This sector employs technologies, products, and services that reduce the amount of energy 
required for processes, tasks, or buildings. Examples of firms in this sector include, but are not limited to: 

Developers or installers of more efficient lighting technologies or HVAC systems 
Producers or installers of other energy conservation technologies for buildings 
Energy Star, LEED, or EarthCraft builders 
Developers of more efficient manufacturing processes 

4. Energy Storage - This sector covers energy storage devices or physical media that are used to store energy, in 
various forms, for use at a later time. Technologies and products currently included in the sector are: 

Batteries 
Mechanical storage mechanisms such as compressed air or flywheels 
Thermal storage 

5. Fuel Cells - This sector includes technologies or devices that convert chemical energy from a fuel source into 
electricity through an oxidizing reaction. Fuel sources may include: 

Hydrogen 
Hydrocarbons such as natural gas, methanol, or other alcohols 

6. Geothermal - This sector includes both Geothermal Energy and Ground Source Heat Pump (GSHP) technology. 
Geothermal Energy utilizes the thermal energy (heat) stored in the Earth to generate electricity, while GSHP are 
a central heating and cooling system that transfers heat to or from the ground. 

7. Hydropower/Marine - Hydropower refers to harnessing the force of falling or flowing water, including marine 
waves, for useful purposes such as to generating electricity or creating mechanical force. 

8. Smart Grid - This sector incorporates technologies and products related to updating the current electricity grid 
infrastructure with increased multidirectional communication, data collection, and automation. This includes, but 
is not limited to, digital metering equipment, sensors, controls, and related software. 

9. Solar - This sector includes technologies and products related to the conversion of sunlight either directly into 
electricity through photovoltaic cells or indirectly through concentrated solar power. The sector afso includes 
solar thermal products that harness sunlight to meet thermal requirements for residential, commercial, or 
industrial processes. 

2014 North Carolina Clean Energy Industry Census 12 
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10. Wind - The wind sector includes products related to the harnessing of wind energy. This includes, but is not 
limited to, wind turbines for the creation of electricity, wind pumps for pumping and drainage power, and 
windmills for mechanical power. 

To qualify as being active in a specific sector, a firm must perform at least one of the following nine activities with 
that sector: 

Design or Construction of New Buildings 
Sale of Building System Components 
Sale of Renewable Energy Systems 
Installation, Design, or Development of Renewable Energy Systems 
Installation or Maintenance of Building System Components 
Manufacturing 
Power Generation 
Professional Services, Education, or Consulting 
Research and Development 
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APPENDIX 8i: METHODOLOG~ _ _-_ 
The 2014 Southeast Clean Energy Industry Census is a collaboration between the North Carolina Sustainable Energy Association 
(NCSEA), the South Carolina Clean Energy Business Alliance (SCCEBA), Southface in Georgia, and the Virginia Energy Efficiency 
Council (VAEEC). These organizations are collectively referred to as the Partners. 

Each Partner compiled a list of clean energy companies, organizations, and institutions (collectively referred to as firms) in its state. 
Each state-level Census relied on a common questionnaire developed by the Partners, as well as an online survey tool and phone
banking system managed by North Carolina State University Center for Urban Affairs and Community Services (NC State). NCSEA 
performed the data analysis of all Census data with input from the Partners. 

Results in this report are specific to clean energy business conducted within North Carolina. Please see 
www.cleanenergyindustry.org for information regarding all states included in the Southeast Census. 

A Conservative Approach 
The Partners utilized the approach taken by NCSEA during the first five iterations of the North Carolina Clean Energy Industry Census 
from 2008 - 2012. The 2014 North Carolina Clean Energy Industry Report presents direct findings from self-reported data provided 
by 576 firms, as well as information attributed to an additional 641 modeled firms. Taken together, these represent a significant 
portion of the state's clean energy industry, but certainly do not cover all activity. Our methodology does not attempt to quantify 
impacts of this unknown portion of North Carolina's clean energy industry. The conservative nature of the analysis means that the 
true economic impact of the clean energy industry in North Carolina is larger than what is presented in the 2014 Census. 

Identifying Clean Energy Firms 
1. NCSEA compiled a preliminary list of North Carolina firms potentially in the clean energy industry from the following sources: 

• Lists of firms maintained by NCSEA. 
• Publicly available industry websites. 
• Lists maintained by other organizations. 
• Online searches. 

2. NCSEA then assessed whether each firm is involved in a clean energy business sector included in the Census. 
3. For firms deemed to be within the scope, NCSEA identified primary and secondary contacts and obtained their email and 

telephone information. 
4. NCSEA shared its preliminary list of clean energy firms with other Partners in order to eliminate duplicate entries. 
5. NCSEA delivered its preliminary list of North Carolina clean energy firms to NC State. NC State conducted the online survey 

and follow-up phone interviews. 
6. NCSEA delivered additional lists of newly identified clean energy firms to NC State in July and August, 2014. 

Performing the Survey 
1. Each North Carolina firm received an email from NCSEA that included a hyperlink to the online survey, as well as unique 

login and password credentials. 
2. NCSEA sent multiple reminder emails to those North Carolina firms that had not completed the survey. 
3. NC State conducted phone interviews with North Carolina firms that had not yet completed the online survey. 
4. The Partners closed the survey on October 31, 2014. 

Identifying Business Units 
Firms were asked to self-identify as being involved in the clean energy industry by indicating they had at least one employee dedicating 
a portion of their time to one of the nine business activities in one of ten clean energy business sectors. Each activity within a clean 
energy industry sector is defined as a clean energy business unit (e.g, Research and Development/ Solar). The 2014 Census has 90 
activity/sector cross-sections resulting from combinations of the following activities and sectors: 

Activities: 

1. Design or Construction of New Buildings 
2. Sale of Building System Components 
3. Sale of Renewable Energy Systems 
4. Installation, Design, or Development of 

Renewable Energy Systems 
5. Installation or Maintenance of Building 

System Components 

2014 North Carolina Clean Energy Industry Census 

6. Manufacturing 
7. Power Generation 
8. Profession Services, Education, or Consulting 
9. Research and Development 

14 

V-495 A-585



Sectors: 

1. Alternative Fuel Vehicles 
2. Biomass/Biofuels 
3. Building Efficiency 
4. Energy Storage 
5. Fuel Cells 

6. Geothermal 
7. Hydropower/Marine 
8. Smart Grid 
9. Solar 
10.Wind 

Through this selection process, each responding firm indicated its clean energy business unit(s). Firms were asked to provide their 
total full-time equivalent (FTE) employment and total gross annual revenue at all locations. Firms were also asked to complete 
metrics for each of their clean energy business unit(s), including: 

Percentage of total staff time allocated to each business unit; 
Percentage of that work occurring in Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina, and/or Virginia; 
Anticipated change in jobs for each business unit; 
Location of any additional offices associated with each business unit; and 
The percentage of goods and services delivered to each geographic market for each business unit. 

Calculating Full-Time Equivalent Employees of Responding Firms 
The Partners used full-time equivalent employees, or FTEs, as opposed to the number of individual employees. FTE is representational 
of a single 30 hour per week block of employment. NCSEA calculated clean energy FTE employees by multiplying a firm's total 
number of FTE employees at the time of the survey by the percentage of total staff time that the firm dedicated to each of its clean 
energy business units in North Carolina. FTEs provide a high degree of flexibility for accurately modeling the equivalent man-hours 
spent working on clean energy. For example, two employees who spend 50% of their time on clean energy would be calculated as a 
clean energy FTE of 1.0. 

Calculating Annual Revenue of Responding Firms 
The Partners asked firms to report their total gross annual revenue from the most recent fiscal year (2013 in this case) by selecting 
from the following revenue ranges: 

1. Less than $100,000 
2. $100,000 to less than $250,000 
3. $250,000 to less than $500,000 
4. $500,000 to less than $1 million 
5. $1 million to less than $2.5 million 
6. $2.5 million to less than $5 million 
7. $5 million to less than $10 million 
8. $10 million to less than $25 million 

9. $25 million to less than $50 million 
10.$50 million to less than $100 million 
11. $100 million to less than $250 million 
12. $250 million to less than $500 million 
13. $500 million or more 
14.Prefer not to answer 
15.Do not know 

Firms were then assigned a revenue number equal to the median value the range they selected. In other words, a firm falling in the 
"less than $100,000" bracket was classified as "$50,000." Firms in the "$500 million or more" bracket were classified as $500 
million. To calculate a firm's revenue by clean energy business unit, NCSEA multiplied the firm's total revenue by the percentage of 
total staff time that the firm dedicated to each business unit active in North Carolina. 

Modeled Firms 
NCSEA used survey response data to estimate the total number of clean energy firms active in North Carolina. This included firms 
that responded to the Census survey as well as additional firms that were modeled based on the data from responding firms. NCSEA 
used the following process for estimating the total number of clean energy firms and assigning them characteristics: 

1. NCSEA compiled a list of firms potentially involved in North Carolina's clean energy industry. All of these firms were contacted 
via email and/or telephone and a percentage of them provided complete survey responses. NC State placed all of the firms, 
regardless of whether they provided a responses, into the following categories: 

• Completed Interviews - Firms that completed the survey through a phone interview with NC State. 
• Completed Online - Firms that completed the survey on line via the email link. 

Respondent Will Do Online - Firms that indicated to NC State over the phone that they would take the survey online, but 
did not complete the survey. 
Respondent Ineligible - Firms that self-identified as not being involved in the clean energy industry. 
Duplicate ID - Firms that appeared on the initial list twice. 

• Attempts Exhausted - Firms that NC State was unable to contact over the phone and did not complete the survey online. 

2014 North Carolina Clean Energy Industry Census 15 
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Wrong Number - The provided phone number was incorrect. 
Out of Service - The provided phone number was no longer in service. 
Refused - Firms that indicated they were not willing to participate in the survey but did not self-identify as being 
ineligible. 

2. NCSEA identified the firms in the Completed Interviews, Completed Online, Respondent Will Do Online, and Refused 
categories as active in the North Carolina clean energy industry. 

3. NCSEA identified the firms in the Respondent Ineligible, Duplicate ID, Wrong Number, and Out of Service Categories as not 
active in the North Carolina clean energy industry. 

4. NCSEA estimated the percentage of the remaining firms, those in the Attempts Exhausted category, that are active in the North 
Carolina clean energy industry using the following calculation: 

Completed Interviews, Completed Online, Respondent Will Do Online, and Refused Categories 

Total Number of Firms Contacted 

Attempts 
x Exhausted 

Additional Firms 
Active in NC Clean 

Energy Industry 

5. NCSEA added the firms in Step 2 and 4 to determine the estimated number of firms active in North Carolina's clean energy 
industry. 

6. NCSEA determined the number of modeled firms by subtracting the number of Completed Interviews and Completed Online 
responses from the total number of firms in the industry. 

7. NCSEA calculated an 80% trimmed mean for the FTE and revenue in each business unit (activity/sector cross-section) by 
removing the upper and lower 10% of the reported FTE and associated revenue. 

8. NCSEA applied the resulting trimmed means of FTE and revenue for the 90 activity/sector cross-sections to the modeled firms 
based on their relative percentages in the direct response data, i.e., information provided through the Completed Interviews and 
Completed Online responses. 

A Note About Removed Firms 
NCSEA and its partners assessed all responses and identified firms that provided data that grossly overstated employment or 
revenues. These firms were contacted again in an effort to validate their responses. The Partners kept in the data set corrected 
responses from firms who retook the Census and eliminated from the dataset responses from firms that could not be reached. 

Endnotes: 
1. NC Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency Portfolio Standard - Available at: www.ncuc.commerce.state.nc.us/reps/reps.htm 
2. N.C. Gen. Stat.§ 105-129.15 et seq. Available at: 

www.ncleg.net/Enactedlegislation/Statutes/HTML/BvArticle/Chapter 105/Article 38.html 
3. The Southeast Census is a partnership between NCSEA, South Carolina Clean Energy Business Alliance (SCCEBA}, Southface in 

Georgia, and the Virginia Energy Efficiency Council (VAEEC). 
4. Since 2008, NCSEA has expanded its data collection to include over twenty unique datasets measuring a diversity of market factors 

such as costs, projects, and resources. On a fee-for-service basis, NCSEA can assist private, public and non-profit entities needing more 
customized intelligence into clean energy market and policy in North Carolina. 

S. Revenue collected in the 2014 Census refers to the previous fiscal year (i.e. 2013) and is compared to North Carolina's 2013 GSP 
growth. 

6. Federal Reserve Bank of Richmond. Regional Profiles: North Carolina. 
https://www.richmondfed.org/research/regional economv/reports/regional profiles/pdf/nc regional profile.pdf 

7. It should be noted that GSP in North Carolina outpaced the national GD? growth of 1.8% in 2013. 
8. RTI International. Economic Impact Analysis of Clean Energy Development in North Carolina - 2014 Update. 

htlo;/Lc.ymcdn.com/sites/www.energync.org/resource/resmgr/Resources ?age/NCSEA econimpact2014.pdf 
9. Solar Energy Industries Association. State Solar Policy. North Carolina Solar. http://www.seia.org/state-solar-policy/north-carolina 
10. NC SEA will release analysis of the clean energy Clusters identified through the census in sector specific reports later this year. 
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Testimony, Sheila Read, Raleigh resident 
NC Department of Environmental Quality hearings on the Clean Power Plan 
Dec. i7, 2.biS 

• As a Christian, I try to live by the great commandment: to love God and love our 
neighbors as ourselves. 

• I believe with all my heart that in a spirit of love, God calls us to work for the Common 
good. 

• Climate change is a moral issue because it affects the lives of our neighbors. The 
fishermen on the coast. The farmers who grow our food. The elderly and children who 
are affected by heat and poor air quality. And the people who can't afford to move or 
retreat to a second home if the climate overheats. 

• As Pope Francis said, caring for the environment is NOT an OPTIONAL part of 
Christianity. 

• I see climate change as the ultimate pro-life issue. PAUSE 

• Our atmosphere is the envelope that contains all life. PAUSE 
• My grandchildren are 7, 3 and 7 months old. 
• When I look at them, I feel the responsibility to do everything I can to ensure that the 

climate 50 years from now is one that still sustains human life. 

• The recent conference in Paris showed that global leaders take seriously the reality that 
climate ctlaf\ge has already oegun ana Is one of ttte most urgent threats faCing 
humanity. 

• Climate change is already affecting North Carolina. 
• As a gardener, I have noticed the increase in heavy rainstorms that dump inches of rain 

and create runoff that threatens the health of water supplies. 
. . . . . 

• Extreme weather threatens beach communities that are vital to our recreation and 
economy. 

• Extreme heat, drought and heavier rain harms agriculture and our food supply. 

• North Carolina is well positioned to take advantage of the opportunity to transition to 
cleaner energy. Our state is already a leader nationally in renewable energy production. 

• A North Carolina plan should include input from all stakeholders. Our plan should build 
on the state's progress in promoting renewable energy, which will create jobs in 
addition to reducing emissions of green house gases. 

• Let's play our part in the global effort to find solutions to climate change. 
• Let's be courageous and work together with all stakeholders to create a Clean Power 

Plan that protects public health now and for future generations. 
• Let's step up and do the right thing, so that SO years from now our children and 

grandchildren are not suffering or dying from an unhealthy climate. 
• We have an opportunity now to live out of our highest values of love and generosity in 

our response to climate change. Let's do it. 
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Date: December 17, 2015 

To: Donald R. van der Vaart, Secretary, NC Department of Environmental Quality 

From: Charles Humble, PhD, Retired Epidemiologist 

RE: Statement for Clean Power Plan Hearing, Raleigh, NC 

My name is Charles Humble. I am a retired epidemiologist who received my PhD from UNC's School of 

Public Health. I started working in air pollution research in 1974. Since then the US has done a good 

job reducing smog and the acidification of the air and water from oxides of nitrogen and sulfur, but we 

have lagged in dealing with C02. Ever higher levels of C02 in the atmosphere are driving global 

warming which threatens our health and economic well-being. 

The Clean Power Plan is an important part of our response to this problem. I am asking Governor 

McCrory to put forward a plan that will help us meet the goals of the CPP by building on the strengths 

and opportunities that we possess here in NC. 

We can easily redouble our commitment to renewables . North Carolina is blessed with ample land and 

abundant sun light and wind. Today is the anniversary of powered flight. 100 years ago the Wright 

Brothers came to Kitty Hawk to test their airplane precisely because they knew that strong, reliable 

winds could be found along the North Carolina coast. We can't wait another 100 years to rediscover 

this resource! 

Lastly, there is the low-hanging fruit of improved insulation in homes. Some years ago researchers 

took an infra-red camera up above Madison, WI in the dead of winter. They were looking for 

residential heat loss. What they saw was little heat corning from newer homes and massive losses 

from older housing stock. Clearly, the biggest bangs for our bucks lie in improvements to older homes. 

This and all these options can generate good jobs and improve public health in North Carolina. 

Charles Humble 

910 Emory Drive 

Chapel Hill 

NC 27517 

919-942-0669 
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TESTIMONY PROVIDED BY: 
ALISON LAWRENCE JONES, Project Manager for North Carolina, 
Mothers & Others for Clean Air, a program of American Lung Association of the 
Southeast, Inc. 

RE: N.C. Department of Environmental Quality, Division of Air Quality, Environmental 
Management Commission 
RALEIGH, N.C., DECEMBER 17, 2015 
PROPOSED ADOPTION OF AIR QUALITY RULES 

My name is Alison Jones, I am the Project Manager for North Carolina for Mothers & Others for Clean 
Air, a program of the American Lung Association of the Southeast, Inc. Thank you for providing an 
opportunity for me to speak. Mothers & Others for Clean Air1llllaili1'1s.js a unique partnership of leading 
public health and child advocacy organizations working to advance public policy that will improve air 
quality and fight climate change in order to reduce the effects of air pollution on public health, especially 
children's health. We know that children are at a higher risk from the ill effects of air pollution because 
they breathe at an increased rate and spend more time out of doors. 

The effects of greenhouse gases leading to a changing climate impact our health through degraded air 
quality, wildfires, drought, heat waves and more. Scientists project that warmer temperatures from 
climate change will increase the frequency of days with unhealthy levels of ground-level ozone, a 
harmful air pollutant, and a component in smog. 

Carbon dioxide pollution is a greenhouse gas and contributes to rising temperatures that will increase 
the risk of unhealthy levels of air pollution threatening the health of our children, and fossil fuel-fired 
power plants are the largest single source of U.S. carbon dioxide emissions. 

A strong adaptation of a Clean Power Plan in N.C. will immediately reduce carbon dioxide emissions 
and other air pollutants, thereby keeping children out of the hospital and in school and helping to keep 
older adults, athletes and outdoor workers breathing easier. We want to make sure we achieve the 
EPA's estimated health benefits of the Clean Power Plan, including preventing up to 3,600 premature 
deaths in 2030, preventing 90,000 asthma attacks and avoiding 300,000 days missed from work and 
school each year nationwide. These health benefits will only come if North Carolina and other states 
develop effective plans to meet the requirements set out by the EPA in the Clean Power Plan. 

We support a strong state adaptation of the Clean Power Plan with an emphasis on renewable energy 
and energy efficiency. 

We need a strong Clean Power Plan in place for N.C. to cut carbon pollution and lessen the burden on 
the health of our citizens. We urge NC's DEQ to adopt standards that will ensure we do as much as we 
can to fight these threats and protect public health. 
Thank you. 
Alison Lawrence Jones, North Carolina Project Manager 
Mothers & Others for Clean Air, American Lung Association of the Southeast 
C: 910-922-0295 
www.mocleanair.org I www.facebook.com/mocleanair I https://twitter.com/mocleanair 
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Comments of John Bachmann, Principal, Vision Air Consulting LLC, reflecting his personal views, to 
the NC Environmental Management Commission (EMC) on the NC Department of Environmental 
Quality's (NCDEQ) primary plan for complying with the EPA Final Clean Power Plan Rules (CPP). 

Climate change is a serious, growing threat to North Carolina and the rest of the world that compels 
the development and implementation of serious solutions. 

North Carolina's coastal resources and the vibrant tourist economy they support are at particular risk, 
both because of the potential of increased damaging storms and the certainty of a continued 
acceleration of sea level rise. It may be comforting to look at the draft 30 year projections made by 
the Coastal Resources Commission Science panel, but recent statements by NASA scientists and an 
updated EPA assessment last summer suggest that the high end of the range IPPC forecasts of sea level 
rise for 2100 (3 feet) used by the panel now look closer to the low end of what we may see by the end 
of this century (eg EPA estimates of 5 feet for NC). If we are lucky enough to find ocean expansion and 
melting associated with warming are on the low end of what is expected, then the actions we can take 
now have a better chance slowing or preventing the loss our barrier islands in the early part of the 22nd 

century. Our state has a significant stake in the U.S. and international effort to address climate change. 

Pigure 2. Projected Sea Level Rise afong the Contiguous. U.S. Coastline in 2100 
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North Carolina's response to the Clean Power Plan is risky, ill considered, and wholly inadequate with 
respect to the EPA rules and to the threat posed by climate change. 

According to NC DEQ estimates (above), the C02 reductions achieved by the proposed rule would be 
only 0.4% compared to the 2012 base line or 30 times smaller than the mass based reductions called 
for in the EPA final rule by 2030. Nevertheless, the proposed rule is a bargain, as the modest increase 
in efficiency appears to result in a net savings of $5.9 million. This raises the question posed in the 
Duke Nicholas Institute analysis last May as to why these kinds of improvements have not already been 
implemented in the baseline by the company. Surely this inadequate combustion efficiency tune-up, 
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while welcome, cannot be considered to be a serious effort to address the requirements of the EPA 
rule or a prudent policy for addressing the larger problem of climate change. 

The DEQ response is predicated on the risky assumption that the state can better interpret the 
requirements of the Clean Air Act than can EPA. This is risky for the industry as well as NC 
policymakers, because if EPA prevails in the lawsuits, North Carolina will lose control of important 
policy choices permitted in the rule, and be forced to accept a less flexible Federal Plan. This is why 
many states that are litigating the rule are also working with stakeholders to develop plans that would 
comply the EPA goals - and presumably why Secretary van der Va art recently announced the DEQ 
would be developing some kind of delayed 'backup' response. The current proposal is also risky 
because it continues to prolong the uncertainty for Duke Energy and all of the states it serves now face 
in planning for energy supply and environmental protection over the next 15 years. Finally, this 
approach is risky for our environment because, besides vigorous objections to EPA's rule, the state 
leaders in responsible for this proposal have shown no signs that they are taking the issue of climate 
change seriously, and so far they do not appear to be ready to offer or work toward any serious long
term solutions that would be as good or better than the opportunity for planning and cooperation 
offered by the Clean Power Plan. 

While some of the worst effects of climate change may not appear imminent, the long-life time of C02 

in the atmosphere means that we are already committed to significant warming in this century that 
cannot be stopped by the recent downturn in emissions. And delaying significant reductions only 
increases the eventual level of damage as temperatures and effects reach more critical levels in the 
long run. Although C02 is indeed acidifying the oceans, this is not like acid rain, where reductions of 
sulfur and nitrogen oxides over the last 20 years have produced significant near term benefits. 

A decision by Governor McCrory and his Administration to recognize the challenges of climate change 
and to show real leadership in exploring creative and sensible long-term approaches is in the best 
interests of the economy, the environment, and the people of North Carolina. 

Recently, the Governor has rightly called attention to the tremendous progress made in cleaning the 
air of North Carolina. This is in no small measure due to a long term multistate multi-stakeholder 
effort to examine the multiple pollutants, sources, damages, and solutions, the Southern Appalachian 
Mountain Initiative (SAMI). I am proud to have helped conceive and secure funding to jumpstart the 
SAMI effort in my days at EPA, but North Carolina officials and many others did the heavy lifting in 
making the process work. This was followed by a bipartisan effort in the North Carolina legislature to 
pass the landmark Clean Smokestacks legislation, which prompted significant in-state reductions and 
subsequent EPA actions that contributed to reducing the pollutants coming into North Carolina from 
other states. Tighter Federal car and truck standards also contributed. Based on EIA data and Duke 
Energy's Integrated Resource Plan (IRP), the 20% reduction in statewide C02 emissions between 2005 
and 2013 appears largely driven by decisions made by Duke Energy to retire certain older coal fired 
generation units as a least cost approach to meet these state and federal air pollution requirements, 
given the availability of cheaper natural gas, as well as the need to meet the requirements of North 
Carolina's first in the Southeast Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency Portfolio Standards (REPS). 
Decisions were also influenced by the possibility of future climate related programs. 
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The Governor and the state again have an opportunity to show leadership for the region. At the very 
least, the DEQ should use the opportunity presented by the Clean Power Plan and begin now to work 
with stakeholders and surrounding states to develop and analyze alternative comprehensive 
approaches to reducing C02 emissions from power generation. Based on the results of published 
analyses by the Nicholas Institute and EPA, it is likely that multistate trading would reduce the total 
costs of compliance, and it is possible that North Carolina might be a net seller of allowances. 
Moreover, further examination of options for the already growing renewable energy sector and energy 
conservation carries the promise of increased jobs that can't be shipped overseas. Such analyses can 
reveal significant insights and opportunities, as well as problems to avoid; a cooperative effort with 
stakeholders on alternative approaches that might meet or exceed the EPA requirements should begin 
as soon as possible. 

It is unfortunate that the goal of protecting the environment, once a source of strong bipartisan 
consensus, has run afoul of the current partisan divide. Yet with COP21, the efforts of some 
evangelical groups, and the hard reexamination of the science by meteorologists like our own Greg 
Fishel, more and more Americans are becoming convinced that human induced climate change is an 
important issue that must be addressed. There is an opportunity, particularly for Republican 
executives, to show leadership on this issue. While at EPA I was proud to work with a number of 
talented Republican political appointees. Two of them, in particular, were Administrators Bill 
Ruckleshaus and William Reilly. This month, both decided to weigh in on the Clean Power litigation as 
Amici Curiae in support of EPA's position. It is of note that both are graduates of Harvard Law School, 
and both oversaw the administration of the Clean Air Act, including Section 111d. In their brief they 
state "the Clean Power Plan falls well within the bounds of an administrator's authority to embrace 
reasonable interpretation of existing stationary statutory language to address unforeseen problems 
without the need to resort to congressional amendment of the current law." They also wrote that the 
Plan "represents the very kind of pollution control program they endorsed at EPA." The Governor 
should consider the counsel of these strong Republican leaders. If he chooses to break with current 
convention and lead on this issue, he would certainly be in good company. 

Brief Bio. 

John Bachmann of Vision Air Consulting, LLC worked in EPA's air office for 33 years and was Associate 
Director for Science/Policy and New Programs for the Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards. He 
played a significant role in the development of ambient air quality standards, acid rain, visibility, the 
Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 as well as subsequent initiatives and regulations to develop 
multipollutant programs for the power sector to address regional air pollution, mercury, and C02• 

Most recently he organized a plenary session at June 2015 of the Air and Waste Management 
Association in Raleigh that featured presentations by EPA Administrator Gina McCarthy, Secretary van 
der Va art, Caro Boyce of Duke Energy, and Vickie Patton of the Environmental Defense Fund. 

V-503 A-593



Board of Directors 

Tharesa Lee (Chair) 
Neuse River CDC 
New Bern 

Antionette Kerr (Vice Chair) 
Lexington Housing CDC 
Lexington 

Tony Portal (Treasurer) 
CohnReznick 
Charlotte 

Patricia Benefield 
Coastal Community Action, Inc. 
Newport 

Kim Cameron 
Self-Help 
Durham, NC 

Evan Covington-Chavez 
Capitol Broadcast Company 
Durham 

Ted Edward 
The Banks Law Firm 
Durham 

Tara Kenchen 
NC Community Development 
Initiative 
Raleigh 

Robin Merrell 
Pisgah Legal Services 
Asheville 

Mark Morgan 
MC Morgan & Associates 
High Point 

Tyler Mulligan 
UNG School of Government 
Chapel Hill 

Brad Pollock 
BB&T 
Raleigh 

Mark Shelburne 
Novogradac & Company 
Raleigh 

Sarah Williams 
Bank of America 
Cary 

Executive Director 
Satana Deberry 

,,,,,,,,,,, . 
•• 
~· 

NORTH CAROLINA 

HOUSING 
COALITION 

December 17. 2015 

Public Comment on 
North Carolina's Clean Power Plan Implementation Plan 

The North Carolina Housing Coalition is a private, non-profit membership 
organization made up of housing providers and advocates from across the 
state. Our mission is to ensure that every North Carolinian has access to a 
safe, decent, affordable home. In furtherance of that mission, the Coalition 
encourages the Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) to include 
investments in energy efficiency for low-income communities in the state's 
Clean Power Plan (CPP) implementation plan. 

Right now at least 14% of North Carolina's households - 518,804 - spend 
at least half of their income on housing and utilities. Nearly 95% of those 
households are extremely low- to low-income.1 Too often, severely cost
burdened households live in older and less energy efficient homes. This 
means that these families are paying disproportionately higher amounts 
on utility bills. Investments in demand-side energy efficiency in low
income communities mean real savings on a utility bill. In addition to the 
jobs that this work creates, lower utility costs means that resources are 
put back into the hands of families whose tight budgets provide little no 
margin for error. 

North Carolina's CPP implementation plan can play a role in this through 
the Clean Energy Incentive Program (CEIP). The CEIP was created to 
reward early investments in demand-side energy efficiency programs 
implemented in low-income communities. Even though energy efficiency 
is not a CPP building block for compliance, demand-side energy efficiency 
is a proven and cost-effective way for North Carolina to comply with 
carbon reduction target. 

1 
National Housing Conference. Housing Affordability Challenges in North Carolina. Housing Landscape 2014. 

http://www.housingpolicy.org/pdfs/Landscape2014state/North%20Carolina.pdf 

Extremely low-income: A family makes less than 30% Area Median Income (AMI) or less than $13,900/year in NC 
Very low-income: A family makes 31-50% AMI or between $13,900 and $23,167 /year in NC 
Low-income: A family makes 51-80% AMI or between $23,167 and $37,067 /year in NC 

North Carolina Housing Coalition 
5800 Faringdon Pl. • Raleigh, NC 27609 

Phone 919.881.0707 • Fax 919.881.0350 • www.nchousing.org 
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NORTH CAROLINA 

HOUSING 
COALITION 

North Carolina has an opportunity to craft a plan that works for our state by putting 
resources back into our most vulnerable communities. We encourage DEQ to opt in to the 
CEIP and include demand-side energy efficiency improvements in low-income 
communities as a feature of the CPP implementation plan. 

Since~~ 

/ <~ 
/' 

Samuel Gunter ---
Director of Policy and Advocacy 
North Carolina Housing Coalition 

North Carolina Housing Coalition 
5800 Faringdon PL • Raleigh, NC 27609 

Phone 919.881.0707 • Fax 919.881.0350 • www.nchousing.org 
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Jared Burton 

Hey thank you for having us tonight. My name is Jared Burton I work with New Belgium Brewing and 
we just finished a new brewing company in Asheville, North Carolina. It’s a $140 Million facility. We 
are the 4th largest craft brewing in the United States and we are representative in North Carolina of a $2 
billion industry. We have our first facility in Fort Collins, Colorado and you may not know much about 
New Belgium but we are 100% employee owns and we have the second largest solar array on our 
facility there and we also catch our own methane water and have a generator. We plan to do these same 
steps in Asheville. The reason I bring this up as obviously these are cost intensive processes to put into 
your establishment but customers expect this from us. In the craft brewing community, if we are not 
being on the fore front of renewable sustainability it affects our bottom line. Our concerns want that on 
our packaging and they want to know it is a serious investment for us. At new Belgium we do support 
the Clean Power Plan and we just finished up a company that we did with Environment North Carolina 
and Ben & Jerry’s where Ben and Jerry’s was able to collect 3,000 signatures in North Carolina and we 
had over 100 letters that were delivered to the Deputy Secretary and the Chief Deputy Secretary of Dept. 
of Environmental Quality where we were able to talk about renewable energy and we definitely feel that 
the renewable pieces of the Clean Power Plan are definitely a focus for North Carolina where we can be 
a leader in the South East. We definitely have a lead right now in the solar and I think we have the 
opportunity to explore wind in a way we have not done yet. I know we are looking very seriously at 
nuclear but I hope we do look at solar and wind a little harder before we look at these avenues. I have 
lived in North Carolina for 27 years. I have been an employee at the New Belgium for 5 Years. I have 2 
children, two girls and I just hope that as a whole we adopt a Clean Power Plan in North Carolina. The 
EPA standards I think are meetable. I think as a state we can exceed those and I hope that we choose to. 
Thank you  
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Marvin Wall 

My name is Marvin Wall and I represent myself. I appreciate the opportunity to speak .We have a 
choice. We can continue to deny there are problems with the climate change in which case we will put 
ourselves and future generations in grave danger or we can try to do everything we possibly can to 
reduce some of the negative effects of climate change .We need more solar now not five or ten years 
from now. We need more wind now not five or ten years from now. We need energy efficiency. I’d like 
to ask the audience a question if they could give me a response I would appreciate it. How many of you 
are opposed to the North Carolina Clean Power Plan? As it stands and support an EPA Plan or stronger 
than an EPA Plan. Raise your hand. Thank you .Let the record show that 99.9% of those in attendance 
want more for a Clean Power Plan .Thank you  
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Theresa Vick 

Good Evening Chairman Carter and Dept. Environmental Staff and Folks here in the audience. I am 
Theresa Vick. I am the North Carolina Healthy campaign coordinator for the defense league. I’m here to 
talk about the policy of the so called Clean Power Plan. We will be submitting additional technical 
comments. North Carolina’s Clean Power Plan also known as the Climate Cap rather than acting on it 
they rather favor a path paying no attention to fact. The course that the Dept. of Environmental Quality 
has taken ignores the importance of economic benefits and health benefits of renewable energy and 
reflects a particular ideology that does not serve public health or the environment. The so called plan 
that Dept. of Environmental Quality has submitted to the EPA is nothing more than a middle finger 
salute and is intended to fail. The rational that the Dept. of Environmental Quality used to justify their 
failure to protect the people of North Carolina is deeply flawed and the rhetoric coming out of the 
agency reflects this. Press releases using terms such as over reach and special interest that refer to an 
industry deficient in depth in order to sell their narrative to the public by attempting to hold them 
hostage with the threat of higher energy bills. Using low income families as a reason for their resistance 
to avoid EPA’S  Clean Power Plan is particularly ironic being neither the Department nor the division 
within the agency have a comprehensive environmental justice policy and routinely make light of 
environmental justice concerns. Where can we look for the reason behind the Department arrogance? 
According to an analysis conducted by Yale University for brevity 61% of adult North Carolinians poled 
support EPA’S Clean Power Plan. So it cannot be based on public opinion. It’s crystal clear that 
Department of Environmental Quality actions primarily benefit their number one customer, Duke 
Energy. They don’t have to challenge the plan because DEQ is doing it for them. On October 8, 2015 
Duke Energy CEO Les Hood was quoted in the Charlotte Business Journal as saying that the experts 
will see the Obama Administration in court regardless of whether or not her company is the one to 
challenge it. The Department. Must get serious about protecting North Carolinians, not dirty energy 
special interest. Put this plan in the shredder and try it again. 

 

  

V-508 A-598



 
 

Hallie Turner 

I am Hallie Turner.  I'm thirteen years old.  I've been passionate about the issue of climate change since I 
was nine.  I have met with my mayor, written the president, shared many blog posts, and given speeches 
in my community. I helped organize a rally of more than 300 people in Raleigh in 2013, and I recently 
took the state to court over protecting our climate. 
 
I've lived in North Carolina all my life.  I love the mountains and the beaches and the greenways and the 
rivers.  I love hiking at Hanging Rock and Umstead State Park.  I love kayaking on North Carolina's 
lakes and riding waves at the beach.  Without an effective Clean Power Plan for the state, these things 
are at risk. 
 
I signed up to speak today on behalf of today's young people and future generations.  Science has made 
it clear that we need to act and act now to protect our future.  We need a significant and immediate shift 
away from fossil fuels, but the plan North Carolina proposes ignores the facts.   
The North Carolina plan fails to include sufficient CO2 reductions, prioritize renewables, or meet the 
standards of the federal Clean Power Plan.  It does not reflect the voices of the people it will impact.  It 
jeopardizes our health, our economy, our safety, and social justice for all North Carolinians.  Our leaders 
are playing political games with our future. 
 
Our government has a responsibility to ensure a healthy, safe, and sustainable environment for each of 
its citizens.  This issue is urgent, and members of the youngest generation are the ones who are the most 
vulnerable to the effects of inaction.  We need our leaders to take a stand now. They have the power to 
protect our future and to make North Carolina an example for the rest of the country. 
 
When I talk and write about this issue I always challenge young people to make their voices heard.  I am 
here today to do just that.  I want my leaders to hear my voice and to create a plan that protects the 
health, safety, and natural beauty of North Carolina.   Thank you. 
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Robert Bruck 

Well it’s May 4,1981 and I’m with a van load of graduate students heading up to the summit of Mt 
Mitchell to state investigating what was euphemistically called acid rain at that time and of course what 
I was met with was fraud, hoax. There is no such thing. Well we spent millions of dollars researching 
that problem. And in 1991 The Clean Air Amendments were passed. You’ll bankrupt America. Well 
suffer dioxide, nitrogen dioxide was reduced by 70%. There is no acid problem in the eastern U.S and 
no we did not bankrupt the economy or cause coal fired plants or others to go out of business. 194 
countries met several days ago. I’m not going to tell you what they said if you haven’t figured it out by 
now I really have nothing to say to you. Bottom line is we have a problem of carbon dioxide emission.  
We’ve passed 400 parts per million. There’s no end in sight. You’re going to hear from plenty of other 
people about the ramifications that is going to be on our state. The time to cut those emissions is now. 
The USEPA submitted a bill. That bill gave us modest targets to be able to meet the needs that just we in 
NC would be able to attain. No it’s not impossible, it’s not a hoax and it’s not a fraud. It needs to be 
done now. NC is #3 in renewable energy in the US of America. What does the General Assembly do? 
They take away the various subsidies that every other state in the nation has. It’s insanity for every $ 
that’s invested by there’s a $10 return in income to our state not including jobs. Are what we‘re looking 
at here some cynical, ideological, conservatives agenda. Where if the President of the US or the EPA 
recommends something the answer is we’re not going to do it or are we going to use the great science 
where 50 years of university research in our own state have shown what we need to do and we need to 
do it now.NC should be part of the solution, not part of the problem. Thank You 
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Jasper Cobb 

Hi my name is Jasper Cobb I’m a freshman at Chapel Hill High School and I plan to study Marine 
Sciences. Ocean acidification has been called the twin of global warming. It means the water is 
becoming more acid. This is happening because the ocean absorbs about 1/3 of the co2 in the 
atmosphere. So it is now 30% more acidic than it was during the industrial revolution. The lower ph 
levels is eroding bicarbonate shells from animals like oysters and killing them off. When shell fish are 
gone the entire marine ecosystem is at risk. Many jobs in NC come from fishing and seafood provide an 
important part of our diet. Scientist say if we continue emitting so much carbon the ocean could become 
100% more acidic than what they are now. We need to change so our systems don’t create any more 
harmful emissions now or in the future. I’m willing to sacrifice to save our ocean and I hope you are too. 

 

  

V-511 A-601



 
 

Elizabeth Adams 

Hello my name is Elizabeth Adams. Tonight I am speaking on behalf of myself. The Clean Power Plan 
(CPP) for NC needs to reduce its dependence on inefficient out dated dirty and toxic waste generating 
systems and for smart local clean energy innovations. I choose to drive an electric vehicle. I own a home 
that is rated as energy efficient and it has solar panels. They reduce our utility bills and our CO2 
emissions by 20% since 2003. I chose to work, shop and invest with companies that have a high 100% 
renewable and efficiency strategies. Solar powered electric buses, electric trains, electric homes, electric 
vehicle and smart grids are products with unlimited potential to solar. The CPP for NC needs to focus on 
empowering communities, businesses and individuals in a clean efficient renewable economy. Creating 
local green jobs. NC should be a climate leader and quickly reducing greenhouse gas emissions while 
also cutting cost and risk for NC citizens and businesses. Rate payers should not be absorbing the high 
cost of new nuclear or behind the fence line--- improvement we can do better. Thank You  
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Stephen Jurovico 

Hi I’m Steven Jurovico I’m with the Executive Committee of Interfaith Power & Light but I’m speaking 
for myself and I thank you for this opportunity. I’m gonna cut to the chase on this issue about power 
plant at least as I see it. Politico is not a zero sum game that is if the Democrats puts forth a proposal and 
it passes it’s a win for the Democrats and a loss for the Republicans or if the Republicans put forth 
something and it passes it’s a win for the republicans and it’s a loss for the Democrats. That’s a false 
premise and a disgraceful premise. It is not a zero sum game because in that equation the interest of 
Americans are not included. Is politics just about wins and losses for the Republicans or the Democrats 
or do the needs of the American people enter the picture? They must enter the picture if one party 
proposes something for the benefit of the country and it passes it is to the credit of both parties that it has 
passed. That’s the perspective that we need. I believe I don’t know but I believe that in the dark of night 
every member of this EMC understand that climate change is real it’s complex and it’s serious and its 
even somewhat scary and I believe you also know its caused by the burning of fossil fuels and that coal 
fired power plants represent the largest single source of emissions in the country. So the EPA plans to 
cut those emissions significantly makes perfect sense. Any increase in cost will be far smaller that the 
cost for delaying emission reductions. You also know that this plan does not meet the EPA requirement. 
NC is particularly vulnerable to climate change because of our agricultural industry and our long coast 
line, our tourist industry and our fishing industry and hundreds of thousands of people who live within a 
mile or two of the Atlantic. Please do not stall or withhold on the CPP because the initiative came from a 
Democratic Administration. Reject this juvenile sand game of politics that’s practiced in Washington. 
Let’s be smarter than those folks. Do what’s right for NC and for the American people and reject this 
plan. Thank You 
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Carson Harkrader 

Good Evening. My name is Carson Harkrader and to the public servants who are here tonight thank you 
so much for listening to us. We appreciate it very much. I was born in Durham. I grew up going to the 
beach at Cape Hatteras. I work in the clean energy industry. I worked first for 8 years at GE. Wind 
energy then I got an MBA from New York University and 3 years ago I came home to NC to work in 
the solar industry. I am currently the Director of Product Development at Carolina Solar Energy in 
Durham. I’m speaking on behalf of my company. We support the CPP and I’d like to share some data 
and information as to why we do so. One piece that I think has been talked about tonight as the impact 
of clean energy and jobs on the economy. I’m going to read a few names from a large group of energy 
buyers. That have developed something called the buyers principles. They are requesting the easier 
purchase of more renewable energy. Many of the brand that we know best in the US ,Nestle, Johnson & 
Johnson, Cisco, Amazon, Kellogg, Sprint, General Motors, Starbucks, Yahoo, REI, Volvo, Unilever, 
Target, Facebook, McDonald’s, Google, Facebook, etc.. These are companies that have been coming to 
NC. Some of them have come and invested in NC because of our success in the Southeast at promoting 
clean energy and renewable energy. As you may know we are the only state in the southeast right now 
that has a renewable energy portfolio standard. I brought an executive summary of a report written by 
RTI International that they prepared assessing the economic and energy weights impacting our 
renewable energy portfolio here in NC. In the report RTI International is an independent consulting 
body that reports for the state legislature as well as other groups. Key findings are expected to be lower 
than they would have been had NC continued to use only conventional generation sources. Integrating 
renewable energy and efficient sources in NC’S electricity portfolio to comply with the renewable 
energy portfolio we have will result in cost savings of 651 Million. As a member of the solar energy we 
are very, very proud of what we have achieved in NC. We were number 2 in the country last year. We’re 
going to be number 2 again this year. It’s a huge success and a driver of jobs. We have a lot of business 
interest that’s really cheering us on as we create jobs in economic development and clean energy. We 
invite the chance to do that more and we hope that the state will approve the CPP. It gives us more 
growth to do what we’re doing. Thank You for your time. 
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Richard Harkrader 

 Good Evening My name is Richard Harkrader CEO of Carolina’s Solar Energy and I’m here tonight to 
speak for the NC Clean Energy Business Alliance which is a statewide group alliance for energy 
efficiency. Representing energy companies including Geo Thermal and Solar. I came here today to ask 
you to reject this plan. This is really no plan. This is business as usual and to go ahead with this plan is 
inconceivable. The justification that I hear for the plan in that it’s too expensive. Well I think that is 
false reasoning. The other reason that is given is that it’s a job killer. So as far as the cost is concerned 
NC at the end of this year would have installed 1.4 gwh of solar energy as my daughter just said we are 
# 2 in the country. 1.4 gwh is a size larger than the Sharon Harris and we’ve done this in the last 5 years 
since the start of the recession. And in doing so we are able to power 200,000 homes and we’ve invested 
over $4 million in NC. $3 billion of that in tier 1 low wealth counties. At the same time we’ve created 
over 15,000 jobs and at the same time we’ve attracted Apple, Google, Facebook and others to NC 
because of our energy policy. I ask you and our organization ask you to reject this plan and create a real 
plan that addresses the carbon issues and improves our economy at the same time. 
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Morgan Malone 

Hello my name is Morgan Malone and I’m here representing my fellow students at NC State and across 
the UNC school system who support clean power across the universities. Science tells us that climate 
change is happening now and happening fast and that it’s due to anthropogenic causes. The real question 
for many of us is what’s going to happen as a result of it? At our current projection our country is 
headed toward complete and total environmental collapse. One of the major reasons holding us back 
from making decisions is our political system. A system that does not provide for economical 
consideration. However change is economically feasible. The real issue is that many politicians and 
governmental officials do not agree with the way environmentalist propose to fix the problem. Nothing 
will change unless the government stops pretending that climate change is just an argument. Currently 
we have the tools and the knowledge to save ourselves. We have the opportunity to invest in clean and 
safe energy to reduce our consumption and to live sustainably. It will not be easy but we can do it. So 
why aren’t we? By following the EPA’S guidelines we can protect our public health, the cost of power 
to households and businesses, and create jobs across our beautiful state. So why does our governor 
continue to oppose clean safe solar energy and other sources of clean power will benefit our society 
because it empowers the people and not the corporations. We’ve a lot of technology and science behind 
it and as it continues to increase it will be more reliable. Through renewable power we can become self -
sufficient. The sun shines on earth more energy in a single day than we can consume in an entire year. 
We know that it will work and that it is reliable. It also increases local jobs for maintenance and 
research. It does not contribute to climate change and therefore is not causing any major security threats. 
Global warming is becoming the greatest threat to our national security. So why aren’t we addressing 
the issue? As a more decentralized grid technology developed and more technology is implemented 
renewable energy is becoming affordable. By implementing the CPP that actually limits carbon 
production and supports clean energy we can bring a brighter and cleaner future to our planet. Thank 
You 
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Caroline Blythe  

Hello my name is Caroline Blythe and I live in Chatham County. I am a sophomore at Woods Charter 
School and I am a member of the Alliance for Environmental Action Fellowship. When I first heard 
about the EPA’S CPP I was thrilled because it finally felt like there was a real initiative in place to 
combat climate change which is the biggest threat to my future, my generation and generations to come. 
What wasn’t so thrilling was discovering the course of action NC was taking concerning the plan. This 
is an important issue to me not only as an environmentalist and as a climate change advocate but as a 
youth and a resident of our planet. Think what we would gain if we effectively combat climate change 
and the most to lose if we sit quietly doing and that is what North Carolina’s current plan is calling for. 
Creating a strong and effective CPP will not only benefit youth by giving us a habitual world for the 
future but will benefit marginally low income communities , minorities, those at risk of respiratory 
disease , and many other groups of people that will be negatively impacted by climate change. Passing 
an effective clean power plan will not only help effective clean power plan will not only help the United 
State but NC to become more energy cleaner, Cities will become more livable and many jobs will be 
created. The benefits of the plan extend to sea level rise as well because the EPA’S proposed plan would 
help to prevent 4 feet of sea level rise by 2100. On balance these benefits of the plan out- weigh any 
potential risk of inaction. Considering both sides of the argument the answer is clear to me. Passing an 
effective and reformative CPP will benefit residents of NC and the United States, the economy, and the 
environment. We cannot afford the cost of inaction. Making the strong and effective changes outlined in 
the CPP is not only the best choice for the people of our state but the only choice. Thank you. 
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Robert van der Dribb 

Good Evening. I’m Robert van der Dribb. I’m a junior at Cedar Ridge High School in Goldsboro. I’m 
part of the Alliance for Education or ACE and I’m also representing other youth my age who could not 
make it here to this hearing. Most importantly I’m very happy to have the opportunity to share my 
perspective on the CPP. While many her have talked about the specific details of the CPP tonight. I 
would like to step back and look at the economic reality this plan poses for NC. Here’s the deal no 
matter how you cut it the cost of inaction on climate change is higher than a strong CPP  that works at 
creating a renewable energy source and cutting back on fossil fuel emissions. Allow me to explain. Fifty 
Million a year. That’s how much the impacts of erosion cost NC. Fifty million a year and that’s probably 
one of the smallest cost climate change will have on our community. That’s just erosion. Nothing more. 
That’s not taking into account additional cost of property damage because of sea level rise on the 
already poor conditions of highway 12 and its impacts or the fact that there will be more strong 
hurricanes that impact the coast. That’s not considering the impact on tourism and fishing, the forestry 
and agricultural industry. That’s just erosion and when we start to consider all these impacts together the 
cost of inaction rises to the billions. Climate change is here and it’s real and it’s impacting us now and if 
you stop and think about it for a second the best choice of action for NC and its economy is 
incorporating these more renewable energy resources in the CPP. From the reduction of fossil fuel you 
see the impacts on our community through the creation of thousands of energy jobs, help the design, 
build and maintain these resources. Having a stronger CPP would benefit us environmentally and 
economically. So tonight I ask you to stand up for what’s right for our economy and what‘s right for our 
future by adopting a strong CPP that holds up renewable energy and phases out fossil fuel. Thank you 
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Adam Kay 

My name is Adam Kay. I’m a high school senior at Durham Academy with the Youth Environmental 
Activist with the Alliance for Climate Education and a lifelong North Carolinian. I love this state. Many 
of my best and earliest memories are of hiking and back packing it its beautiful forest and state parks 
and along the Eno River near my home. NC is a unique and beautiful place. It’s been an incredible state 
to grow up in and I’m tremendously grateful that I’ve been able to experience so much of what makes it 
special my 18 years here. However I’m aware that unless we do whatever we can to protect our 
environment and the things that make NC so special within a few short decades a huge portion of this 
will be irrevocably lost to us and throughout general climate change is going to transform NC and not 
for the better. We can expect more frequent and stronger hurricanes, extreme heat waves, regular 
droughts, worsening air quality and increased spread of tropical diseases. All of these impacts will be 
horrible for the quality of life of people across the state. It’s too late to avoid these impacts the 
greenhouse gas emissions trajectory over my life time remove that as a possibility at this point. What we 
can do is limit the damage. A few days ago for the first time in history 195 nations agreed to limit 
greenhouse gas emissions as part of this undertaking the EPA has asked NC to reduce our CO2 
emissions by 36% over the next 15 years. Barely over 2% per year. We have the resources to do this. 
The goal was set by the EPA with the assumption that NC has only 12 Million megawatts of renewable 
energy available annually. However more current estimates put that number at closer to 70 million 
megawatts. Six times what the EPA thought we had available to us. Not only can we reach this goal we 
can do so easily. And yet, our legislature has chosen to fail deliberately in order to score political points 
by suing the EPA for our own failure. Selling out my future and the future of millions of other young 
North Carolinians solely to score political points is obscene. We can preserve the beauty and the 
biodiversity of our state but only if we act now. It’s in our power to accomplish all of this and turn our 
state from a laggard to a leader in generating the energy needed for our future. By adopting a strong 
clean power plan we can insure a better future for ourselves and for future generations and preserve the 
place that has mattered so much to so many people. Thank you for your time  
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Jasmine Gregory 

Hello my name is Jasmine Gregory. I am 16 years old and I am a high school junior. I am also here as an 
Alliance for Climate Education Action Fellowship member. I am here today not only because I have a 
passion for climate change but also for the equitable treatment of all people regardless of race, religion 
or background. Climate change is real and more than 97% of scientist agree we’re no longer worried 
about proving climate change.  Everyone deserves to live a healthy life in a healthy environment. This is 
not always the case. In the United State the number one reason students miss school is asthma. Currently 
in NC 519,000 adults and 300,000 children have asthma which can be directly linked to coal power 
plant emissions. I would like to emphasize this is especially prevalent in minority and low income 
communities where African American children are 3 times as likely to suffer asthma attacks. Studies 
also show that race is the number one indicator is the placement of the toxic facilities .This is the 
definition of injustice. These communities are disproportionately affected by climate change and hit first 
and worse by a problem they are least responsible for creating. Climate change amplifies social and 
economic and environmental injustice and we as North Carolinians have the opportunity to address these 
problems. I know that all North Carolinians are concerned about the health of their friends and families 
and neighbors living near dangerous fossil fuel emissions plants and they are specifically in the poorest 
communities who are normally sick their beds or in their hospital  to have the opportunity to go out to 
find jobs to provide for their families. As a fellow North Carolinian I know that our state is a beautiful 
place and natural wonders clean air and most importantly amazing people. As citizens we must unsure 
that Governor McCrory and our legislatures understand that we demand a clean energy future. We 
refuse to sit by and watch our environment and our lives be degrade simply because our elected officials 
lack the courage to lead. We must act now because we can no longer put off the facts. We must also 
remember to involve members of low income communities and minority communities in creating the 
plan. We must leave no voice out and no one behind. Breathing air is essential to a healthy life and we 
all deserve this. No matter what you look like and where you come from at the end of the day none of 
these issues can be addressed without the support and compliance of the government with the people. 
This is why I stand here today to ask Governor McCrory and our legislators to stand with the people of 
NC and help protect our lives and future by taking bold action on climate change and adopting a strong 
Clean Power Plan. Thank You 
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Arya Pontula 

Good evening. My name is Arya Pontula and I’m a sophomore at Enloe High School. I’m also a 
member of Alliance for Climate Education Action Fellowship. Since kindergarten I understood that 
climate change is occurring and that the effects would be dire. So many around me were convinced that 
we would not have to fare it. My parents, my brother, my friends and I would no longer be here to 
experience the devastating hurricanes and tornadoes and hazardous heat streaks that climate change 
would bring. It was a selfish outlook. Now those dire consequences are actually happening. We’re 
witnessing the hottet summers on record and hurricanes such as Sandy are brewing to bring death and 
destruction. Floods across the world are threatening lives of millions. Only together can we stop climate 
change. We live in a world that belongs to all of us. And only all of us united can save our globe. 
Having lived in NC all my life I have grown to love the state and I am immensely proud of our huge 
state parks, waterfalls, mountains, swamps and endless forest and swaths of uninhabited land. I feel 
immensely privileged to be able to access these areas so easily but climate change can quickly ruin the 
old landscapes considering the time it took to form them. We in NC need to implement solar energy 
throughout our state. Vendicative are prominent position to lead by example in the southeast. We are a 
national leader in solar energy with large scale solar projects such as the Capital Solar Partner Project 
and the Dogwood Solar Project which together have the capability of providing energy for 7,600 homes. 
If we can accomplish this together why can’t we continue striving toward a future of clean energy? Why 
can’t we reduce carbon emissions by36% by 2030? Why can’t we implement the Clean Power Plan 
(CPP) to preserve the beauty of our state? The CPP is clean and flexible. We have a great start in 
renewable energy. Let’s build on what we have. The clean energy industry has generated near $4.8 
Billion in annual gross revenues. Let’s expand our economy but cut our carbon emissions. Renewable 
energy generation has grown at least 76% since 2008. Let’s lead in our commitment to growing 
renewable energy generation by leaps and bounds. I would like to leave you with this quote from the 
prominent author Mary Ann Williams. “Our deepest fear is not that we are inadequate. Our deepest fear 
is that we are powerful beyond measure. We ask ourselves who am I to be brilliant, gorgeous, talented 
and fabulous. Actually who am I not to be .We were born to make a manifest to the glory of God that is 
within us and as we let our own light shine we unconsciously give others the right to do the same.” 
Thank you for your time. 
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Michelle Nowlin 

Hello thank you very much for the opportunity to be here today. My name is Michelle Nowlin. I’m a 
supervising attorney at the Environmental Law and Policy Clinic at Duke University. I teach the practice 
of environmental law as well as a class on food and agricultural law. I came her tonight very discourage 
by the proposal that the state has put forward. But I must say that after hearing the comments of 
everyone her this evening representing such a wide swath of our community I’m heartened by the 
optimism and the encouragement that has been articulated here to do the right thing and serve the 
interest of all of our citizens. As others have emphasized with eloquence and with facts the proposal you 
put forward lacks vision and foresight and squanders opportunity. Granted it is a challenge to reduce 
global warming, greenhouse gas emissions while at the same time growing our economy to meet the 
needs of a growing population. But the challenges of climate change and the challenges that this 
presents us demands us tapping into the ingenuity and the creativity that brought NC out of poverty in 
the mid 1900’s and made it the leader in the region that it is today. The CPP is the start and we 
encourage the state to work on the building blocks and the second criteria to develop a robust energy 
sector and build on the investments that have been made in the past decade. These revisions should 
include a plan for the clean energy investment program where there is an opportunity to invest in clean 
energy efficiency measures and also reduce demand and improve economics conditions for low income 
residents. There’s an opportunity here to work with our agricultural sector which possibly has the most 
to lose in this changing global environment and convert manure into energy alleviating the horrible 
conditions around the state and also mitigating the industry’s own environmental impacts as well as 
reducing its contribution to climate change. There’s an opportunity here to work with stake holders 
across the state and develop a seriously legal complaint plan and we encourage you to ask he governor 
and the general assembly to restore and expand incentives for renewables and to hold hearing in other 
parts of the state where communities are likely to more seriously experience the effects of climate 
change. Such as areas in the mountains and our agricultural communities and the outer banks itself. 
Thank you very much. 
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Katharine Kollins 

Hello I am Katherine Kollins. I am the president of the south eastern wind coalition. So like many of the 
other comments today I don’t believe that DEQ’s current compliance proposal is best for the state of 
North Carolina (NC) in terms of the future of our electricity prices, economic development nor of the 
environment. Forcing NC into accepting EPA’s federal plan will greatly limit our states’ ability to adjust 
and utilize electricity generating plants in a manner that’s tailored to our state’s natural energy resources. 
Our local skilled work forces and the lowest cost compliance options. Creating a robust stakeholder 
process for our state allows NC to propose a plan that will capitalize on the incredible energy resources 
that our state can employ. NC has diverse and abundantly naturally occurring resources that allow our 
state to generate our own clean and reliable electricity. I would like to highlight the utilization of wind 
power options within the Clean Power Plan (CPP). Although the adoption of wind power in NC is in its 
very early stages it is an important and untapped resource that benefits all North Carolinians. This 
source of energy is an economic boon to the counties that have wind resources and work to capitalize 
those resources. A small county can see their tax base increase by 50% or double overnight. Family 
farmers could harvest the wind. A steady income stream not dependent on weather precipitation or 
timing right alongside their typical technical jobs are created primarily in our rural counties. They offer 
excellent career opportunities for local residents. For every approximately 15 mw of installed turbines 
when at capacity there is one 60 to 80 thousand dollar salaried position added to those tier 1 counties. 
It’s really only by including wind and other renewables and a thorough analysis of clean power plan 
options that our state will be able to realize all of the benefits that come from wind power and other 
renewables which includes the economic benefits that many tonight have mentioned and that we as a 
coalition stress. There are all kinds of energy resources that the CPP guidelines which can only be 
accomplished if our state plays an active role in creating a plan tailor made to our specific resources and 
strengths. Thank you. 
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Anita Simna 

I’m kind of sorry you had to be here for almost 2 hours but I’m also thrilled about it.  My name is Anita 
Simna.  I’m a student at UNC Chapel Hill and I study quantitative biology and I daydream at college 
which means that I spend a lot of time making stuff up as it comes to me.  It’s kind of weird but it seems 
a lot of members of the DEQ also think that they are improve comedians and so I’m here to encourage 
them to stop making stuff up.  It’s not funny.  And to start listening to real science and that’s where 
quantitative biology comes in.  As a student I know that 97% of scientists recognize a phenomenon 
based on evidence is no joke.  This is my 5th year in the UNC system.  Since I attended the class of 
science and math in high school and I’m frustrated because in these premiere public educational 
institutions, we know the facts and we’re crafting proposals and solutions to address them.  And they are 
not to be taken lightly.  This proposal is at best a waste of taxpayer money since it will just result in the 
same standard set by the EPA to secure our future.  Without our dependence on the state to decide how 
we want to secure that future.  But more than that, this anti-climate stamp shows blatant disregards for 
the futures of North Carolinians and for academic literature, the conclusive evidence and the scientific 
process that thrives on higher education if it cannot control our actions and our policy.  My peers and I 
need a strong leader who can think long term and bare the awesome burden of a dirty state.  If the 
Governor’s Administration cannot be leaders at least follow examples of my own University, which 
after really listening to its constituent students to be coal free by 2030 and be natural by 2050.  Our 
State’s Motto, “esse quam videri”, means to be rather than to seem.  The McCrory Administration to 
make meaningful progress on the North Carolina strategy for the Clean Power Plan including input form 
key stakeholders and especially the young people because our present determines our future.  In other 
words, I call on them to be leaders in fashion for progress and not just seem like leaders or at least do the 
minimum to meet our federal mandate.  And for our state it has its own issue.  It’s time to recognize 
studies from North Carolina from my University at Chapel Hill.  Ask us about climate change.  Thank 
you. 
 
  

V-524 A-614



 
 

Kyra Moore 

Hi, my name is Kyra Moore and I’m here on behalf of what I believe is most North Carolinians and I 
have 2 points and a couple of questions.  First off, the US Defense Department said that climate change 
is not only a threat to the national defense but it is a major threat to the national defense more so than 
ISIS or more than Al Queda or any terrorist group or any other country.  And I am surprised that 
McCrory doesn’t consider our national defense important.  The second thing, is jobs and that another 
thing McCrory emphasized is the importance of bringing jobs to NC.  Not only would it bring jobs here 
as a result of having more solar and wind and other renewable energy jobs but for each job it creates 
jobs in other industries too.  Because those people with their extra income have money to buy medicine, 
health insurance, food, clothes, houses, cars and buying all these goods and services and using more 
services that creates jobs too.  So, it creates a more positive feedback loop of more and more jobs.  Not 
just renewable energy jobs and my last point, actually a question.  Does the fact that Duke Energy, 
contributes more to the Democrats and the Republican campaigns have anything to do with this 
decision?  Thank you. 
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Lib Hutchby 

I’m native to North Carolina and my mother, grandmother and I’m a social worker and educator.  I’m a 
lifelong learner.  Thank you for this opportunity, even though we’re getting a little tired shall we say.  
We’re very tired of having to come before a hearing like this and plead and beg and say please do clean 
up our energy plan for North Carolina.  It would be wonderful if we could all work together, cooperate in 
a way that would make sure that we have a clean energy plan with solar and wind and renewables because 
we know it’s possible.  Even in May of 2010, Bob Deary wrote an article in John Blackburn on renewable 
energy.  How many of you hear of John Blackburn?  You’re not raising your hand.  Maybe I’ll give you 
guys this article then that will help refresh your memory.  But he said in the article there are 35 states that 
have commercial wind power generation.  That was in 2010.  North Carolina is one of the 15 states that 
didn’t have it.  In 2010, so we hope things will be changing and I just wanted to make the comment again.  
Thanking all of you who have made the connection between war and peace, security, safety and what it is 
that we want for the future of our children, grandchildren and generation to come for this earth.  It was 
my experience working in ----- resettlement for over 10 years that people would come to the airport at 
RDU with absolutely nothing except flip flops maybe.  They were coming from Vietnam from the Vietnam 
War.  So we have helped settle right in this within 50 miles of Raleigh people from over 20 different 
countries.  Now I’m asking you, you think of yourself and how you get here and how your family got 
here.  Where is your food going to come from?  What is it we learned a long time ago? We learned that 
Maslow’s Hierarchy of Needs starts with safety.  So we are saying again, help make North Carolina a safe 
place to live and connect the dots between what a clean energy plan looks like.  Not the one that’s currently 
in writing but the one you will write because it must be done.  You must write a different one.  We do 
need to all be safe. 
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Thom Kay 

Thank you.  My name is Thom Kay.  I represent Appalachian Voices.  Appalachian Voices is a non-profit 
based out of Boone, NC and our hope is to see a day when the integrity of the land, air and water of central 
North Carolina and South Carolina is protected for future generations and held as a national model for a 
just and sustainable economy.  We’re concerned about the direction of NC but also excited about our 
potential.  We don’t have a real plan yet but we can have one.  The current proposal is designed to fail.  
It’s designed to bring a legal and political battle but NC can instead create a better plan that exceeds our 
goals of creating jobs and providing us with cleaner air.  When creating a plan, it’s absolutely necessary 
to have true stakeholder’s process that brings stakeholders and communities together and social justice 
organizations to the table.  North Carolina is full of people who will be affected by a new energy plan but 
just as importantly, the state is full of people with great ideas for making the state plan that works for all 
of us.  So take advantage of the Clean Air Incentive Program.  CAIP will help double the efforts of both 
renewables and demand beside energy efficiency projects in low income communities.  Appalachian 
Voices wants to help build wealth in this country.  Particularly in lower income areas in western North 
Carolina.  Home efficiency and roof top solar don’t’ just decrease the need for fossil fuel use, they provide 
a way to drastically reduce home energy prices in the family’s home and greatly increase the quality of 
life.  Please help us take advantage of the opportunities before us and work with stakeholders across that 
state to create a plan that works for NC. We’ll also be submitting some more technical comments.  Thank 
you. 
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Paul Namaste 

Good Evening, my name is Paul Namaste.  I am a sociology professor at High Point University but I am 
here representing myself and my family.  Forgive me, I am here with just a hand full of notes.  I was not 
prepared to talk tonight but I felt moved based on the fact if my kids ever asked me what did you do Dad?  
I want to say I did everything I could.  Also, what I tell my kids and my students is process is important.  
Really what I’m talking about here tonight is we’ve heard a lot of ideas from a lot of good people.  I want 
to stress process.  It does matter how we do these things.  So far we have a plan that just kind of popped 
up and I don’t know how much input was here because I was not part of the process here but I am part of 
the process now.  What do we have to do to keep this process going?  You had a hearing last night. You 
have a hearing tonight and I want you to think about this is a Clean Power Plan for the entire State of 
North Carolina.  And I understand the flack you’re taking right now and the need to determine the future.  
The state wants to determine its own future.  They don’t want to do what the EPA tells them to do.  I 
understand that.  So, let’s do a process that speaks for the state.  Get everybody involved, hear what the 
people want to say, hear what the businesses want to say and we can develop a plan.  We have tremendous 
resources her in this state.  Amazing universities with lots of experts.  Businesses that have experience 
and have produced a lot of their own resources.  Developed their own renewable energy.  North Carolina 
over the past decade has become a renewable powerhouse while at the same time, Duke Energy has 
become one of the largest energy companies in the world.  We can do all this together.  Let’s bring 
everyone together and talk about what we need.  We’ll talk about what our desires are.  We have the 
opportunity not just to look at the power plants.  We can do renewable energy, like I mentioned before, 
energy efficiency is the low hanging fruit in the energy business.  It’s easy and it’s a lot cheaper than 
anything else to do and it makes a huge impact.  Long term based on some people changing their habits.  
What I want to basically say is we started this process.  We’re not done.  We got a long way to go and we 
can do better.  Let’s come up with a good plan.  A strong plan.  Not because the EPA is telling us to do it 
but because we want to come up with a good plan that is good for North Carolina for our businesses, for 
our environment, for our citizens.  Let’s do it because it’s the right thing to do.  Thank you.  
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Ewan Kingston 

Thanks, you will notice I talk a little funny.  I’m originally from New Zealand but I’m really proud to live 
in North Carolina now.  A lot of people have made extremely good points about the imperative need to 
strengthen the plan to make sure that it does something and meets or exceeds the EPA’s mandate by the 
2030 target.  So they made really good moral arguments.  I’m studying to have a PhD in Philosophy Study 
and those arguments all stack up really well but I want to harp on some of the economic arguments others 
have been making and also link that to the negotiations that just happened in Paris.  Some really interesting 
things that came out of Paris that people haven’t talked about is signals that the world is definitely 
changing.  It’s moving towards energy transformation.  We’ve got mission innovation which involves the 
notion that 20 countries are responsible for 80% of the energy that includes Japan, and whole bunch of 
other countries.  They have pledged to increase their renewable energy and then you’ve got input from a 
big business core right wing coalition led by Bill Gates and they have pledged private capital to bring 
these innovations to market.  You’ve also got innovations happening in developing countries like India 
starting solar alliances.  It’s going to have $4 hundred million running through it soon pushing for solar 
energy innovation.  So, it’s obvious that the world is changing toward new energy structure that 
renewables are the future.  No question about it towards really where North Carolina wants to be.  In the 
forefront of that gaining all the advantages you get from innovation, market leaders and business movers 
within the state.  No one wants to be just lagging behind, kind of following along taking up the innovations 
that are coming from elsewhere.  And to me, the choice is obvious.  It means that the NC Plan must be 
significantly strengthened.  It must include, as people have said, measures to increase renewable energy 
here and to increase efficiency and that will keep you on the forefront and moving toward energy 
confirmation that is happening right now.  Thank you. 
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Holly Hardin 
 

My name is Holly Hardin.  I'm a middle school science and math teacher at Lakewood 
Montessori School in Durham Public School System and I'm lucky enough to teach students for 
2 consecutive years.  I have 7th and 9th graders so a lot of my students have truly gotten to dig 
deep in to the climate change in our science classroom. We're looking at science as well as human 
impact including NC’s contribution to the problem and its impact on our state.  This year my 
students really wanted to take action on this topic, so as someone who also values critical 
thinking, I asked students to come up with some criteria for what their project they wanted to 
take on might be. A criteria that  would include climate change.  Any project you tackle climate 
change with should have these things, so they did. I know I'm probably  a little biased but I think  
the criteria  they come up with  is pretty amazing.  So I looked at their criteria and wanted to see 
if North Carolina's plan could stand up to theirs. So I want to look at a couple of them.  The first 
criteria that my 12, 13, and 14 year old students came up were that any solution must involve 
citizens working together. That it must be about citizens’ power to control energy. Second they 
believe any solution we work on must involve list of different people and back grounds coming 
together to solve the problem. Well when I think about that with this plan I propose the 
McCrory administration has taken no meaningful steps to include stake holders and citizens in 
drafting this plan.  So far they haven't really passed the criteria. The next 2 criteria, they said 
had to involve how the land is changing around us and also any good project must make people 
aware that this issue is a crisis. And as many before me have shared.  This proposal isn’t serious 
enough and there is no urgency in the plan that is proposed. So I know they’ll fail. Students also 
shared they felt it help people understand their greed is affection the earth.  Anything more.  
Whatever we are going to work on shouldn't involve anymore extraction. We must have 
guarantee for no fracking, no off shore drilling for this to happen.  Finally the final criteria I 
want to share is what I see as the most important one.  They said any kind of solution should be 
a solution that not only works for us but also works for the people most affected by climate 
change. And I'm really proud of them for this.  My students know that community extends 
beyond them and if others are hurting in the community so are we all.  Until we meet or 
exceed the Federal Clean Air Reduction plan we certainly can’t say we're helping people most 
affected by this.  The people throughout the world. The people who are daily affected by 
climate change.  If any increase in the temperature is going to affect their lives. So I challenge 
the state to meet these criteria set up for them by 12, 13 and 14 year olds and support something 
thatnot only meets but exceeds the EPA's plan. 
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Marc Dreyfors 

 

Hi I’m Marc Dreyfors I represent a whole hand full of folks.  We have a site over in east Durham that is 
an old brownfield site.  It’s the old shell oil field site and we are converting it into an example of what 
NC can do from the standpoint of renewables.  We are collecting waste vegetable oil from local 
restaurants and converting it into biodiesel fuel and running it in buses. We move people around, we 
move students around. It is an example of how we can solve this problem of climate change. I’m very 
concerned about the part that out leadership in the state has not stepped up to the opportunities that 
climate change and going green afford us. We have a chance to transition out state in to the future.  
What we’re seeing is blockage by our leadership.  We have so much opportunity here in NC and with 
just simple measured we can leap into the future, create jobs, create opportunity and be safe.  The sad 
thing about what’s happening is that coming down the road with climate change is that it will impact the 
poor most.  That is completely unfair and we need to get this situation under control.  We need to 
transition rapidly. The situation is very dire, the science is emphatic about how fast and how quickly 
climate change can hit us.  Methane hydrate in the Artic may happen extremely fast.  We are already at 
tipping points across the world at this point. We’ve got to get going, so I implore you all of you to stand 
up and do what’s right.  Thank You 
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Roy Mcllmal 

 

I was going to stick to my comments but I don’t want to repeat a lot of what has already been said. A 
great part of what others have said. But I do want to provide some real comments about the clean power 
plan.  First if all I’d like to say I wasted about 5 hours of my time reading the current plan.  I say that 
because there’s nothing in it and there’s nothing in it to help NC.  Honestly it’s like 60 pages of just 
repeat.  This doesn’t do anything and I feel like they could do better spent taxpayer money and Shelia 
and everybody else’s time with procuring solar panels for this building which might have gotten us a 
little bit further that the current state plan really does in terms of reducing out carbon emissions.  But 
that’s not what my comments but I just got to start somewhere.  I run the energy savings for the program 
Appalachian voices and the goal is to promote programs that bring programs that help low income folk 
working to help credit paying customers of rural electric cooperatives.  Most are in Western NC but 
throughout the state there’s 2.5 million customers being served by cooperatives. These cooperatives 
have low cost access to capital through the rural service thru the USDA and a lot of them are starting to 
take advantage of it.  Roanoke Electric got a 6 million loan guaranteed to do so home retrofits in the 
next 4 years reducing their customers average energy cost by 30 percent or more.  So that’s just an 
example of what can happen.  I mean there’s 26 electric cooperatives across the state right now. One of 
them is doing that type of program.  One of them is going a loan leased program.  And the  reason those 
are important is because they are thousands hundreds of thousands of residence across the state who are 
low income, impoverished, don’t have good credit scores and so they don’t have access to finance good 
home improvement while at the same time they spend a great portion of their of the income. Their gross 
family income on energy coops the 70 applicants the average energy cost for those 70 folks was near 10 
percent over the course of a whole year.  For some winter time go up to 30 to 40 percent.  That’s 
ridiculous. Like NC up to this point has done very little to help those folks reduce their energy cost and 
make those home a better place to live. You put a  plan together where you’re squandering can 
opportunity provided by EPA’s clean power plan that could be used to be leverage to develop a program 
advisable.  Millions of dollars a year in energy renewable investments. I urge you to take this as an 
opportunity and not as a challenge.  I urge you to take advantage of this plan to address real issue caused 
by this problem. While supporting investments in rural communities while supporting reducing the 
burden of energy cost on low income families throughout the state while supporting the stabilization of 
clean energy cost and not leaving us vulnerable  to various fuel cost that are associated with fossil fuels.  
I think that might be it.  That the end of my comments.  But I think it’s really clean. This is a cleaner 
energy program in the CPP.  Everything in it’s plan while it does seem daunting is an opportunity.  It’s 
an opportunity we have to take advantage of not only for our economy  and environment but also for the 
folks living throughout the state who are struggling to pay their energy bills. Thank you. 
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Kevin Shinault 

My name is Kevin Shinault and I’m from the mountains where we have clean air good water. I was 
raised on the New River in Virginia. I still grade up there. I just want to say that as a 35 year school 
teacher and coach I’m really saddened that we haven’t done a better job of teaching our young people 
the constitution and the power of the federal government. This sheet that I’ve got lays out several things, 
avoid the imposition of a federal plan, the proposed rule before the EMC. Everything is about the federal 
rule that EPA comes up with and the DEW has to comply by September 26, 2016. So I’m disappointed 
in that. I’m also disappointed in the science that looks at something and turns it into a religion and 
doesn’t look at all the facts. Takes only the facts they want. Apparently some of them will think I’ve 
taken only the facts that I want. But here’s the basic facts if electricity if all this conversion. If it works 
why does Bill Gates and other multi billionaires need to throw in their money if it’s something that’s 
going to make it in the market place? So this renewable energy stuff. Why did Solyndra fail so terribly? 
Why did Bev Perdue’s family up in the mountain? Why did their family multimillion dollar subsidies 
fail so terribly? Why are the wind turbines and what have you not producing efficient amounts so that 
everybody’s not getting on board without such extreme activism? If my mother-in-law makes $1000 
month after 37 years in social services her power bill is around $125 a month. 12% a year is the 
projected cost of her electricity bill going up by converting all this stuff. Giving subsidies to folks again 
in other areas and she can’t afford another 5 years of 65 to $100 in her monthly bill so truthfully folks 
here are talking about helping out the disadvantaged and folks in poor neighborhoods well they don’t 
realize yours’re really gonna drive up everybody’s electricity cost in North Carolina and we’re doing a 
great job already. I appreciate the fellow that worked on the acid rain and what have you. I really think 
we’re at a good place and with the technology comes even in cars and what have you fine. But we 
shouldn’t have to subsidize it. I’m thankful that North Carolina is going to sue even though the lawyers 
will make all the money. I’m glad you’ve signed up for this deal. I’m a conservative Christian tea partier 
and I really feel like a lot of you folks you give man way too much credit. You don’t have God in the 
proper place in your life.  
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Susan McBride 

Good evening my name is Susan McBride. I’m from Stokes County North Carolina and I’ve been in 
North Carolina all my years. I’m also with 62 plus. I’d like to just start out by letting you know that I 
found out that the EPA has already been confirmed that they are in violation. Jim I’m off. The chairman 
of the U.S Senate environmental works committee released a government accountability office of GAO. 
The GAO published that its legal decision was the United States Environmental Protection Agency 
violated prohibitions on the use of taxpayer dollars to convert propaganda and unauthorized publicity as 
well as for indirect grass roots lobbyist against legislation concerning EPA’s contraband fur seal.  

This was for water but it’s also for climate change. He goes on to say that EPA will go to extreme 
lengths and even violate the law to promote its activist environmental agenda. Like to read you some 
quotes from scientist. There are actually 32, 000 scientist that will tell you there is no such thing as 
global warming. There are 17,000 that have actually signed a petition that have asked them to either 
have their names be removed or they will say that there is no global warming. Any reasonable scientific 
analysis must include the basis the wrong theory is wrong. That’s what NASA scientist Dr. Leonard 
Weinstein said who worked 35 years at NASA Langley Research. Please remain calm the earth will heal 
itself. Climate is beyond our power to control. Earth doesn’t care about governments or their legislation. 
You can’t find much global warming in the present day weather observation. Climate change is a matter 
of geological time. Something that the earth routinely does on its own without asking anyone’s 
permission or explaining itself. There’s a noble prize winner at Stamford University that says physicist 
Dr. Robert McGlofland who won the Nobel Peace Prize for physics in 1988. In essence the jig is up the 
whole thing is a fraud and even the fraudsters that fudges data are admitting to history that things they 
used to say didn’t happen. Perhaps what has doomed the climate gate fraudsters the most was their 
brazenness in fudging the guidance. That came from Dr. Christopher J. Kobus an associate professor of 
mechanical engineering at Oakland University specializing in alternative energy thermal transport 
phenomena two face flow fluid and thermal energy systems. These are people that have degrees. All I 
have is a little old Stokes County high school education but a lot of common sense. Hundreds of billion 
dollars have been wasted with an attempt to impose theory that has not been supported by physical 
world evidence. And that is forcefully imposed by a means of barrage of scar stories and indoctrination 
that begins as early as our elementary school textbooks. I’m all for being an environmentalist. I’m an 8th 
Cherokee Indian. I’m on disability from the Stokes County School System. I have a very fixed like 
$1,000 a month income. I’m wondering if all of you’ll know this is just a baby step because if you look 
at the building blocks here on the 4th building block designated by the EPA it says on your 4th block 
what they want you’ll to do is you can be more efficient if you can tell us that we don’t need to be using 
any power. That’s what it’s going to come down to. You say things like Starbucks wants to come here. 
Starbucks would love for the power to cost us so much in our homes that it would actually cost us more 
to make a cup of coffee at home than we can drive in our car and to down to buy one at Starbucks 
because that’s what going to happen. On a $1,000 a month income by the time you go through and do all 
these things that are absolutely a bunch of political propaganda anyway. All you’re gonna do is raise my 
power bill. I want to tell you I am an efficient home. You know how I know that? Because you’ll pay 
about 7, 8 , or 9 dollars a month to send me a piece of paper to tell me that I’m an efficient home and I 
do better than my neighbors. I don’t need to know what my neighbors do. Thank you I have a piece of 
paper here that’ll prove to you that global warming is not. This is 219 month full of confirmed data that 
there is no such thing. I have a lot more and I’ll write it all up. Thank you sir very much. 
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Beverly Luna 

You know Sir I actually thank you.  That is the correct pronunciation of my last name but in German its 
Lunae but because of WWII and my father-in-law and his brother were fighting over there they dropped 
the “e” to make it Luna.  Luna and yet I get mail in hieroglyphics because it’s an ancient Chinese 
Dynasty so it’s rather a crazy name.  I didn’t intend to speak tonight but I’ve been listening to folks and 
like Mr. Emery I claim that I’m on my second tour of duty in NC because of all the down turns in the 
economy my husband’s job in manufacturing  moved us all over the place.  But’ I’ve lived previously in 
NC in the Greensboro area up in Horseshoe, down at Oak Island and we ended up leaving and I’ve lived 
in the desert.  I’ve lived in the mountains of Colorado, I’ve lived in the Rio Grande Valley and then 
we’re back to NC and in saying that I’m hearing people talk tonight about hurricanes.  I survived Bertha 
and Fran on Oak Island.  Earthquakes.  Well I’ve experienced earthquakes being pitched right out of bed 
onto the floor when an earthquake hit out in California.  And yet there’re talking about all of this global 
warming and global cooling and climate change and oceans rising and beach erosions yet there’s a sun 
up there and the earth circles around the sun. Sometimes it’s a nice circle level sometimes it gets more 
into an oval.  And then our little world kind of wobbles once in a while and it also tilts.   Do you’ll have 
a switch or do you have new technology that you’re gonna control that because what they’re talking 
about global warming and  global cooling.   We don’t have a thing that we can do about it.  When I think 
about where I was born and raised in beautiful farmland up in northwest Ohio. Very productive 
farmland but it once was part of what is currently now Lake Erie.  Things change.  And they will in the 
future generations.  It’s been evolving. So global warming.  I don’t know what their teaching in school 
anymore because I’m one of these senior citizens but I’m trying to say is that I heard things being 
referenced to all of this and it’s like let’s keep the basics the basics.  Let’s not over flood some topic 
with stuff that has nothing to do with it.  And just to share with you.  I’ve lived where there’s been wind 
farms, Palm Springs, CA.  Not a pretty situation.   I’m not really too keen on them and the people in 
Nazare Portugal as Walter was talking about up on the mountains and the beach we’re all gonna have to 
have some medicine for ear buzzing noise if you live near them because they are not pretty and Mr. 
Kennedy didn’t want them near his property either.  Did He?  I’m all for energy.  I’m one of the energy 
efficient homes in my neighborhood but it’s because I didn’t run the air conditioner 24/7 and I keep the 
thermostat set at 67 and I don’t leave things on when they shouldn’t be because I grew up in a 
generation like you did and if you left the room you turned the light off.  We can be energy efficient but 
just think about things that are practical and let’s not keep bumping up our prices because I live near 
Belews Creek Power Plant and it’s one of the cleaner power plants but because of its size it was equated 
with smaller ones and so they didn’t give it the efficiency rating.  They been doing a lot with coal in our 
power plants and I don’t have any.  I’ve gone off the topic here and there but talk and think about things 
and keep it practical and use common sense and think about we the people. But some of what I hear 
tonight I had to come up and say, I’m sorry but unless you’ve got a switch to tell how our earth rotates 
around the sun as to whether sun spots happen.  There’s warmth from the sun.  There’s somethings that 
we don’t have any control over.  Thank you.  You’ll have a blessed evening. 
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North Carolina Plan I Clean Power Plan - Wilmington Hearing - January 5, 2016 

My name is Lloyd Smith, and I am a resident of New Hanover County, a business owner I 
employer, parent and a member of the board of the Cape Fear Economic Development 
Council. I appreciate the opportunity to speak at today's hearing on North Carolina's proposal 
relating to the EPA Clean Power Plan standards. 

I appreciate that North Carolina air quality is vastly better today than it was in the not too 
distant past. So in principle, I agree that past state leaders, state agencies, public utilities and 
private industries deserve credit for the work they have done since the 2002 NC Clean 
Smokestacks Act was passed. However, the reality is that we know a lot more today than we 
did in 2002 about the danger unbridled C02 emissions, and any plan for cleaning up the air 
needs to deal with this previously unrecognized global airborne problem. 

The fact is that the rest of the world believes C02 emissions are a concern. So, whether we 
agree with federal law, the EPA, scientists or the 195 nations that signed onto the Paris 
Agreement, NC should acknowledge the pressure it is under to take steps to curb C02 
emissions. The state's reputation as a place to live and do business depend not on our 
ideology but on how we are perceived around the nation and around the world. Aside from the 
potential negative side of the equation, there is a significant potential upside to the fact that the 
federal government, other states and other nations perceive C02 as a problem. There is a 
significant opportunity to invest in development of clean technologies and renewable energy 
that could bolster our reputation, grow an already significant source of jobs and tax revenues 
while also reducing the pressure on C02 sources for which we do not have promising 
solutions ... YET. 

It is my opinion that: 
• The NC plan presented to the public is not sufficient to meet the carbon dioxide 

emissions reductions required by the Clean Power Plan. 
• This administration has not taken any meaningful steps to engage stakeholders in 

drafting a plan for North Carolina. 
• The McCrory administration drafted a plan that is intended to fail so it can pursue a 

wasteful politically motivated lawsuit. This is disrespectful to the public and belies the 
basic tenets of good governance 

• North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan 
through clean energy and energy efficiency, yet the draft plan does not contain either of 

these options. 
• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North 

Carolina will have a federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North 
Carolina businesses and communities to provide input. 
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To: Governor Pat McCrory 

As concerned citizens of North Carolina, we believe our state needs to do its part to reduce 
global warming emissions and protect our communities from the risks of rising sea levels and 
other harmful consequences of a warming planet. 

The draft rule proposed by the Department of Environmental Quality is unacceptable because it 
fails to meet North Carolina's limits on global warming pollution from power plants under the 
Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) Clean Power Plan (1 ). 

We strongly urge you and your administration to develop a real plan for North Carolina to cost
effectively meet and exceed the EPA's new limits on power sector global warming pollution by 
building on the Tar Heel State's success in ramping up renewable energy and improving energy 
efficiency. 

Utilities are on track to meet 12.5 percent of their electricity needs through renew ables or energy 
efficiency measures, as required by North Carolina's Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency 
Portfolio Standard (REPS) (2). Recent analysis shows that the REPS has already generated 
millions of dollars in net savings, with more savings on the way (3). North Carolina is now a 
national leader in solar power development, ranking behind only California in new solar 
photovoltaic installations over the last two years ( 4). Our state's first wind farm is now under 
construction (5). 

Investments in renewable energy and energy efficiency will help to position our state to exceed 
the EPA's initial 2022 limits on global warming pollution (6). The Department of Environmental 
Quality's draft rule defies common sense by excluding these clean energy resources from our 
state's plan to limit global warming pollution. 

We therefore urge you and your administration to go back to the drawing table, and work with 
the public and stakeholders to develop a real plan to limit global warming pollution that 
prioritizes investments in renewable energy and energy efficiency. 

Foot notes: 
I. The News & Observer. 2014. 
http ://www.newsobserver.com/news/business/arti cle429806 l 9.html 
2. North Carolina Utilities Commission. 2015. 
http://www.ncuc.commerce.state.nc.us/reports/repsreport2015.pdf 
3. RTI International. 2015. 
http://c.ymcdn.com/sites/www.energync.org/resource/resmgr/ResourcesJage/RTI_2015.pdf 
4. Solar Energy Industries Association. 2015. http://www.seia.org/research-resources/solar
market-insight-2015-q3 
5. Wind Power Monthly. 2015. http://www.windpowermonthly.com/article/1356034/first-north
carolina-project-power-amazon-ws 
6. Union of Concerned Scientists. 2015. http://www.ucsusa.org/global-warming/reduce
emissions/ clean-power-plan-states-of-progress 

V-538 A-628



DEQ' s plan would not impose additional costs on Duke Energy because the increased operating 
efficiencies would result in a net savings of $5 .9 million from 2019 to 2030, Sushma Masemore 
of the agency's Division of Air Quality told the EMC panel. 

DEQ officials told the Environmental Management Commission that the state already has the 
most efficient coal burning plants in the country after spending about $3 billion to comply with 
the the state's 2002 Clean Smokestacks Act. 

Additionally, North Carolina's utilities in recent years have spent $3 billion to shut down aging 
coal plants and build new natural gas plants. DEQ Secretary Donald Van der Vaart has said the 
state should get credit for these efforts under the EPA' s plan, but the EPA is not counting any 
reductions before 2012. 

John Murawski: 919-829-8932, @,johnmurawski 
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Ed Ablard 
Public Policy Analyst ::> ECONOMIC IMPACT BY THE NUMBERS IN 
219 N. 18th Street 
Wilmington, N.C. 28405 

703-980-4654 CAROLINA 
eablard@gmail.com 
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Yvonne Moody 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Yvonne Moody <yvonne37@bellsouth.net> 
Monday, January 04, 2016 10:50 PM 
Yvonne 
CPP 

North Carolina needs a functional Clean Power Plan which will be accepted by the EPA, not an ineffectual 
excuse which will result in our clean up being organized by Washington bureaucrats instead of people 
knowledgeable about our state. As a taxpayer, I am really irritated by the waste of time and effort in setting up 
an unacceptable plan. The planners should have been sufficiently intelligent to create a proper proposal the first 
time ... or am I asking too much? 

Renewable resources should be a major component of a Clean Power Plan, not ignored. As more and more 
people crowd our state, and our planet, it is increasingly important to have clean air and water for them. This 
cannot be achieved by current inefficient fossil fuel use, which also results in more global warming 
emissions. In the 16 years I have lived in NC, I have noticed the marsh behind my home covered with water 
more and more often. Considering the number of coastline communities in our state, I am concerned about their 
future. 

I urge the Environmental Management Commission to amend the McCrory administration's Clean Power Plan 
for greater reductions of carbon dioxide emissions, increased use of renewable resources, and acceptance by the 
EPA, so that we can get on with the program instead of nitpicking about it. 

1 
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Comments for DEQ/EMC 
RE: Clean Power Plan Proposal 

From: Mac Montgomery, former Mayor of Kure Beach; Vice-President of the NC League 
of Conservation Voters Board of Directors. 

January 5, 2016 

• The Governor and the Department of Environmental Quality are putting forward 
the most costly option to address the EPA's Clean Power Plan. 

• This designed-to-fail "plan" is wasting taxpayer dollars and is wasting our time. 

• Additionally, this draft "plan" undermines current state policies that put North 
Carolina in a position to reduce carbon pollution and increase reliance on 
renewable energy and energy-efficiency programs and technology. These 
policies including the Renewable Energy and Energy-Efficiency Portfolio 
Standards (REPS) passed back in 2007. We need leaders who will take 
advantage of the gains our state has already made in our growing solar and 
renewable industries. 

• With the commitment of utility companies, the record breaking growth in private 
sector solar energy, the state's Clean Smokestacks Act and REPS, North 
Carolina was in a position to meet and exceed all requirements and the remain a 
leader in the fight for clean air. 

• Positive action on a Clean Power Plan for NC would reduce individual 
consumers' energy bills and would enhance industry growth and the desire of 
major technology companies to have access to "a reliable, sustainable electricity 
supply ... sourcing power from renewable energy." 

• It is time to hold Governor McCrory accountable for putting a frivolous, time
intensive lawsuit ahead of creating a North Carolina Clean Power Plan that 
protects our families and our communities. 

• As a former elected official, it is especially disheartening to see current elected 
officials pursue political games rather than work to reduce dangerous carbon 
pollution that is impacting North Carolinians each and every day. 
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• North Carolina's own Constitution commands our state leaders to "protect its 
lands and waters for the benefit of all its citizenry" and ''to control and limit the 
pollution of our air and water." By failing to draft a Clean Power Plan that meets 
federal guidelines to cut carbon pollution, Governor McCrory is openly defying his 
responsibilities as outlined in the state Constitution. 

• I believe that state leaders should spend taxpayer dollars in a fiscally-responsible 
way. 

• I believe that North Carolina voters should hold the McCrory Administration 
accountable for creating a real plan to keep our water clean, our air healthy, and 
our children safe. 

• And, North Carolinians believe that investments in a clean energy and clean air 
future will pay back dividends for generations to come. 
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January 5, 2016 

Comments of Mal Maynard concerning the NC Clean Power Plan. 

Good evening. 

My name is Mal Maynard. 

J am a consumer-advocate-attorney based here in 
Wilmington. For the last 3 2 years I have represented low and 
moderate income individuals here, and across the state. I am 
also a qualifier for a licensed general contractor LLC, and have 
experience with building issues involving energy efficiency. 

In my experience, I often work with families that are 

struggling financially to pay a mortgage, repay a loan, or meet 
the day-to-day demands of supporting a family. Utility bills are 
a significant cost for these families and, as a state, we need to do 
all we can to keep utility bills down for low income North 
Carolinians. 

We need a better plan than the one being considered today 
that, not only complies with the EPA requirements, but also 
takes advantage of the tremendous opportunity provided by the 
Clean Energy Incentive Program (CEIP) to provide programs 
that bring strong energy efficiency programs that target low 
income communities. Current energy efficiency programs do 
not do enough to provide beneficial outcomes to low income 
families. If implemented correctly, energy efficiency programs 
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can provide the least expensive way to help low income 
consumers reduce utility bills while also providing the benefit of 

lowering overall energy demands, that can help keep energy 
costs down as well. 

The CEIP also provides an opportunity to design renewable 
wind and solar energy programs that will benefit low income 
communities. As the cost of renewable energy implementation 
continues to drop, it is critical that we as a state take advantage 
of the opportunity that renewable energy provides. Renewable 
energy will help us reduce carbon emissions but also help us 
lower the cost of energy generation. 

The Clean Power Plan also gives North Carolina an 
incredible opportunity to create new, well-paying jobs, with 
good benefits. Many of these jobs could be performed by 

members of low income communities that are currently 
struggling with unemployment and underemployment. 

I very much appreciate the opportunity to speak today and 
hope that you will work to revise and improve the current plan 
as I have suggested in my remarks this evening. 

Thank you. 
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Hello, my name is David Pollock, I am a North Carolina resident and live at 5309 Clear Run Drive Wilmington. 

I would like to make 3 points regarding the proposed Clean Power Plan. 

1. Disappointment with your Plan 

2. Science and the law supports a different plan 

3. Future of Clean Power in North Carolina 

Point one: Disappointment. 

The Paris accord is a reality and the world has agreed that Carbon dioxide needs to be reduced. You have not 

included all aspects of the plan as outlined by EPA that includes wind and solar. We need to develop a vison 

for carbon reduction and not be obstructionists to this goal. According to the US Conference of Mayors, 43 

mayors in North Carolina have signed the pledge to reduce carbon emission. These 43 Mayors represent 2.2 

million people, and Wilmington is in this group. This demonstrates there is public support to reduce carbon 
emissions. 

Point two: Science and law supports a different strategy than the one proposed. 

The United States Supreme court has ruled that Carbon Dioxide is a pollutant and EPA has legal authority to 

regulate C02 emissions. 

To quote Jonas Monast, who directs the Climate and Energy Program at Duke University's Nicholas Institute 

for Environmental Solutions." North Carolina's plan is a risky approach, The irony with the DEQ approach is it 

could leave the state with less control of its carbon-reduction program, If the EPA successfully defends the 

challenge". 

There is overwhelming scientific data and conclusions based on the data. The planet is dealing with the 

effects of climate change and atmospheric greenhouse gasses are the cause. The impacts of climate change 

are great, as leaders it is imperative you recognize these impacts on future generations, not only in North 

Carolina but to people around the world. 

Point three: The future of Clean Power in North Carolina. 

Speaking as a grandparent with all of our children's interest it is imperative that our plans look forward and 

accept the inevitable and necessary change away from carbon sourced energy. North Carolina's Clean Power 

Plan needs to have components that include, efficiency, conservation, wind and solar. 

Wind and Solar power are clean alternatives and have proven track records for large scale commercial 

electrical production. According to United States Energy Information Agency (EIA.gov) North Carolina 

generates 6.6 % from all renewable energy sources. North Carolina has the necessary wind and solar resources 

and room to add additional renewable generation to its energy portfolio. North Carolina has the potential to 

develop industrial wind and solar electric generation to add to the list of resources and products we export 

and be an environmentally sensitive, valuable economic asset to our great state. 
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Environmental Management Commission Hearing on the Clean Power Plan 
Jan. 5, 2016, 6:00PM Roland-Grise Middle School, Wilmington, NC 

Commissioner Carter, my name is Priss Endo. I represent the Cape Fear Group of the 
Sierra Club which includes 808 members in 7 counties in southeastern NC. 

The blood moon event of last September flooded beach communities from Florida to 
New Jersey. At Carolina Beach, parts of Canal St. were awash for several days. This 
isn't, however, a 30 year flood phenomenon - Canal St. is often flooded during full 
moons as a result of sea level rise caused by carbon emissions. 

Living so close to the coast gives one a heightened awareness of climate change. We 
know that building houses on stilts, sand mining, sand bagging, and construction of 
terminal groins, are only stop gap measures. We are also in a unique position to 
appreciate solar and wind power and bemoan the withdrawal of support for sustainable 
energy by the Governor and Department of Environmental Quality 

How can the Governor and the DEQ address climate change? The Cape Fear Group of 
the Sierra Club gives full support to the Clean Power Plan, but the proposed state rules 
do not attempt to meet the carbon reduction goals required by the CPP. The 
Environmental Management Commission should not approve them. 

In 2002 with the passage of the Clean Smokestacks Act, North Carolina set a precedent 
for successful state action to mitigate air pollution from nitrogen and sulfur dioxide 
emissions. How was that accomplished? 

I quote from the North Carolina Department of Air Quality website: 

"We learned a lot in pursuing adoption of the Clean Smokestacks Act. One of the 
biggest reasons for the bill's passage was the involvement of various stakeholders in 
developing the legislation." end of quote. 
If fact, the Clean Power Plan requires the state to consult with many stakeholders, such 
as vulnerable communities. which the Department of Environmental Quality has not 
done. 

You have heard it said: "The way to love anything is to realize it may be lost." We are 
not ready to lose what we love - a life preserving, life giving planet. The Environmental 
Management Commission should not approve the proposed state rules but require the 
Department of Environmental Quality to come back with rules that meet the carbon 
emissions reductions required by the Clean Power Plan. 

Pauline (Priss) Endo 
7414 Lucky Fish Ln. 
Wilmington, NC 28411 
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Peter Gillman-Bryan 

My name is Peter Gillman-Bryan. I’m resident pf New Hanover County and I’m here as a citizen 
but I also work with the Surf Right Foundation both nationally and state wide and with the 
NAACP, Environmental Justice. I want to thank you all for allowing this opportunity. Mac 
covered a lot of the areas I had reviewed. I did a little bit of research the last few days and I’m a 
little confused about as to why the state ,DEQ and the McCrory Administration seem to think that 
the courts is a place to settle the department policy. We this past year in 2015 globally in parts per 
million CO2 in the atmosphere has risen above 400 for the first time in human history. I’m 
assuring that what sort of precipitated things like the Paris conference. It seems to me this is an 
opportunity for the state to get on board and consider the future of environmental policy. It seems 
inevitable that we are going to have to go to renewables and what I see in the current plan by 
DEQ is foot dragging. I also noticed that the EMC only took one day to review that plan and 
approve it. I was a little disappointed in that. It seems the business interest in the state Apple, 
Facebook, and other high tech industries are pushing for an environmental policy that is 
progressive but I keep seeing the McCrory Administration wanting to rely on fossil fuel. If you’re 
going to address this 3 legged plan coal, gas and renewables, why not do it all at once? It makes 
more sense to get on board, address these issues now develop policies while it’s cheap enough to 
that. If we wait we could get into crisis mode and it may impact the residences, state, and the 
business interest as well. From what I read it’s a gamble to take this thing to court. It could mean 
the feds will take over North Carolina’s Policy. Do we want to risk that? That’s all I have to say. 
Thank you 
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Lauren Kyle Horton 

It’s Dr. Lauren Kyle-Horton. I’d like to speak today as both personally and professionally as an 
internal medical physician and a public health advocate. On a personal level a member of my 
immediate family in the deep water horizon sink well explosion. Our family experienced loss 
because of our nation’s dirty energy addiction to exploration of fossil fuel exploration. I don’t 
want that loss to be experienced here in NC and we need to stop valuing dirty profits over human 
life. It’s not often you get to speak out knowing that you have the likes of the Pope and NASA 
claiming  the detrimental effects of climate change. Speaking professionally as a doctor there’s 
wide spread agreement that climate change is happening and that it is relevant to our patient care. 
We’ve already seem of the early effects of climate change include the number of deaths and 
hospitalizations due to extreme heat. There are injuries and deaths attributed to super storms and 
disasters. There’s also a spread in the geographic regions of tick and mosquito borne illnesses 
which would include West Nile, Lymph disease and even cases of dengue fever in the southeast. 
Probably most important is the consensus that the health effects of the climate change 
disproportionately affect the health of our most vulnerable citizens which includes children, 
seniors and the poor. Those living with chronic heart and lung disease are particularly at risk. In 
January of this year there was actually a Yale University study that surveyed positions on the 
American Thoracic Society that is a group that studies lung disease and critical care in particular. 
Seventy Seven percent of them observed that pollution and climate change worsened the patient’s 
chronic condition like asthma. There’s nothing worse as a physician than watching a child 
struggle to breathe. Now is our opportunity to stand up for the future and set us on the course 
toward a cleaner and healthier future for energy in NC. Future generations of North Carolinians 
deserve to breath easier and we can take the action today to insure this. We pride ourselves on 
being a state where the weak grow strong and the strong grow great. Our children while weak and 
vulnerable today can grow strong but only with the clean with the clean air and water that is 
essential for their growth and development. For the sake of our children we must insure that our 
energy future is renewable, clean and healthy. I‘m asking  Governor McCrory to commit to public 
health by putting forth a real plan consistent with the guidelines set forth by the EPA to cut 
pollution. The CPP is a toll to help future generations and North Carolinians breathe easier. 
That’s a plan that means carbon dioxide emissions lowered and that strengthens our renewable 
clean and healthier energy sources. We can and should expect our governor to stop paying politics 
and putting corporate profits ahead of people. I want to thank you for your time today and thank 
you for listening to the public comments and concerns. 
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Roger Shew 

Good Evening. My name is Roger Shew. I’m a resident of New Hanover County standing on 
behalf of myself and citizens of NC. I have detailed comments that I will submit relative to the 
phase plan but tonight I want to make more general comments. I hope after this meeting you, the 
legislature and Governor McCrory will remember the mission statement of DEQ which states that 
a collaborative stewardship among citizens, government regulators and business community will 
maintain and enhance North Carolina’s environment and natural resources for the benefit and 
enjoyment of everyone om or visiting our great state. Mission statement also says that additional 
cost benefit are not always only applicable to the environment and recreation. However, in the 
case where we have a win win for the environment and economy. The CPP has the potential to 
both protect our natural resources and promote even faster deployment and job creation that is 
possible in the clean energy sector. Several questions have been associated with this issue. First is 
there a burden on the state’s economy with the loss of jobs associated with the implementation of 
the plan? Let me just give one stat. The American Coalition for Clean Coal Technology stated 
there were 8,000 direct jobs and indirect jobs in NC related to coal but there was a 12% increase 
25,700 jobs in the clean energy sector in NC with a revenue of 6.6 billion dollars in 2014 and I 
might add that even with the clean carbon plan there’s been a dramatic change in North 
Carolina’s energy bits. Sept of last year in natural gas exceeded the electricity that was generated 
from coal. My point is the conversion is already underway and we should continue that trend 
which brings me to the second question. Can NC meet the requirement to reduce our emissions? 
The answer is a simple yes. If we stick with our current plan changes in fossil fuel mixed with 
coal plant retirements let’s keep our current mandates in place we will exceed EPA’S 2020-2029 
interim reduction requirement. And of course we were to continue our path of increased solar and 
wind which was given a boost in December by extending the tax credits another 5five years and if 
we increase natural gas we can easily meet the 36% of reduction by 2030. Example of the current 
transition of coal to natural gas is our own Sutton Power Plant. The conversion was done in 2013 
and was therefore applied to the reductions in CO2. 41% reduction in CO2 is 3% of the total 36% 
requirement already. So we’re on our way. This brings me to the third question which is what are 
the benefits? Whether anyone believes in climate change with increased CO2 emissions or not 
there is evidence that poor air quality is directly caused by pollution. A change from 
predominantly coal to other energy sources will see health care cost reductions by over $50 
million dollars and other deaths reduced by over 2,700 by 2030 and that’s the low end numbers. 
The renewables are better even natural gas reduces CO2 by 40% sulfur dioxide by 99% and 
eliminates mercury entirely. Dramatically reduces parts of particulate matter and nitrix oxides and 
yes the conversion even saves millions of gallons of water too. What should DAQ recommend? I 
think you should give enthusiastic support to the CPP for NC to increase more jobs, better paying 
jobs, cleaner air and health for the citizens. I’d like to finish there were many na sayers in the 90’s 
when sulfur dioxide and nitrix oxide were produce 40% of the acid rain legislation. An opposite 
to the 2014 Clean Smoke Stacks Legislation which resulted in clearer and cleaner air and health 
to our citizens was also up for vote. Our elected officials should stop their misguided and short 
sighted efforts to block this plan with blatantcy. These arguments are killing jobs instead of 
fighting EPA’s over stepping their bounds. We should support this plan because it really supports 
DEQ’S mission to enhance NC’S environment and natural resources for the benefit of everyone 
in the state. Thank you. 
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Ashley Daniels 

My name is Ashley Daniels, I am going to speak to you tonight as a resident of New Hanover 
County also as a NC native.  My father, grandfather and many of my uncles spent most of their 
adult lives working for chemical plants.  Growing up, one of my chores was to wash my father’s 
work clothes.  He instructed me to never handle them directly as the chemicals they absorbed 
were too dangerous to touch.  Of course, the unspoken reality was that if the chemicals were too 
dangerous for me to be exposed to for 5 minutes they were definitely too dangerous for him to be 
exposed for 12 hours a day, every day.  It was something we all understood but rarely spoke of.  
As with everything, time and experience has given us the opportunity to improve upon what exist.  
Understanding safety and progress are not mutually exclusive.  Se have, move forward in a way 
that will sustain us for the life we want ten, fifty, hundred years from now.  Already we are facing 
drought, floods and storms like we have never seen.  Adjusting these challenges, EPA has 
requiring states to develop the Clean Power Plan to reduce carbon emissions in hopes of slowing 
climate change.  I understand climate change is a hotly debated topic in this administration and I 
won’t speak long on it.  But I will say this:  if you look at the same thermometer for 10 years and 
each year it is hotter, then global warming is real.  If you look at the same shore line for 10 years 
and each year it gets a little higher then sea level rise is real.   And it surely is that simple.   These 
issues are not political chess pieces but have actual consequences and victims.  I work full time as 
a CNA.  My favorite client is an 82 year old quick witted man with.  He is wheel chair bound and 
a double amputee.  He’s got stage 4 cancer.   He is probably the bravest person I’ve ever known 
and he never complains.  I would like for you to consider for moment what would happen to him 
if Wilmington saw a day like Columbia, SC did this summer.  I already know, you do too.  There 
are residents across the state who do not have cars to drive to safety, they don’t have money to 
buy new homes and they don’t have political clout but they are people.  They deserve your 
protection not when it is convenient but right now.  Make no mistake, 10 years from now no one 
will say “those boys in Raleigh sure showed the EPA”. If you failed to act in the interest of the 
residents you represent instead there will use words like disaster, corruption and criminals.  We 
deserve better and we require better, right now. 
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Scott Johnson 

Well, that will be a tough act to follow.  Good evening, my name is Scott Johnson and I too am a 
New Hanover County resident. I here because I am the chair of the Cape Fear Economic 
Development Council.  I certainly agree with all the speakers before me as far as the 
environmental concerns and the climate change, health concerns especially with the doctor who 
spoke so eloquently.  As the chair of the economic development council here in the region we 
promote and encourage economic growth and sustainability and creating and enhancing the life of 
this area as well as the state.  I did want to just touch on the jobs and economic impact especially 
what’s occurred under the renewable energy portfolio standard.  We’ve already shown NC can 
achieve the targets we’ve done it.  What’s been the target or result of that over $6.5 billion impact 
to this state over 25000 jobs?  I just back 3 weeks ago from Asheville, NC celebrating a 
brewery’s award for the craft brewing industry in Asheville.  They are all using Solar.  They 
realize it’s the way to go and it’s an easy tool and synergy for them to use it.  So I don’t 
understand this plan that’s being proposed that everyone else said is gona fail.  Basically sending 
a message that our state which is really a ragging success is kinda turning into a hot mess.  It 
really don’t make sense to me.  Why submit a plan that’s going to fail.  We’ve already shown we 
can hit the targets.  We’ve done it and we have created over $6 billion in revenue and economic 
impact.  So what I ask policy makers is if support jobs, if you support economic impact in this stat 
then you support the clean power plan.  We’ve already shown in this state we can do it.  So again 
as a representative of an economic council we’d like to see the clean power plan met and adopted 
and moved forward with.  That’s all I have to say.  Thank you for your time. 
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Nancy Sharp 

Hello I’m Nancy Sharp.  I’m a resident of Wilmington and I think it’s important that we get to 
basics and what we’re doing here is all about.  So I would like to remind you of some of the great 
truths of our time.  Number 1 global warming is real and it’s caused to a great extent by the 
burning of fossil fuels.  Number 2 if we keep burning fossil fuels the planet will be uninhabitable 
for human beings with a couple of generations.  Number 4 we have a very small window of 
opportunity to act to reduce carbon emissions and maybe the future will not be so dire for our 
grandchildren.  So this brings me to this question.  What the hell is DEQ doing by obstructing an 
effort to reduce carbon emissions, an effort made by the federal government?  Why this 
gamesmanship going on for the purpose of obstruction and delay of a goal we should all be 
considering seriously.  So I’d like to really know who’s running the show.  Why are you not 
really hearing us?  Thank you. 
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Scott Skowronski 

Hello my name is Scott Skowronski, I’m a student at the University of NC Wilmington and I’m 
here representing myself as a citizen her in Wilmington and also as a member of the 
Environmental of Concerns Organization.  Thank you to everybody for coming out it’s a bit chilly 
and its very important that we do come out because I believe it’s important to be informed on 
issues that affect our community it’s also important for the government to make sure it represents 
the people as a whole and not a select few lobbyist.   If you watch the news there’s always a few 
bits that it’s good for environment or it’s good for business.   They are opposites and none must 
be sacrificed.  It’s my objective to explain how moving to renewable energy is just good business.  
Renewable energy has seen a rapid expanse here in NC Duke Energy recently announced it will 
invest $500,000 in solar energy for NC.   Part of this is just acquiring more facilities and will also 
involve the construction of 3 new solar farms.  This construction means more jobs in Eastern NC.  
Eastern Solar is constructing an 800 megawatt wind farm and this is not just a project this is a 
consumption.  Google has already mad an agreement to purchase energy from these farms and 
Amazon is buying electricity form the wind farms.  Moreover clean energy isn’t just for those 
large corporations.  There are 5600 people employed in NC as part of the value chain in the solar 
industry alone.  These are employees of over 180 small businesses.  Now it’s the job of our 
representatives to be encouraging small businesses so they can grow and help their communities 
flourish.  IF we show commitment to the industry there’s plenty of potential to create even more 
jobs and expand renewable energy.  Off our coast an estimate by the renewables energy 
laboratory shows there’s potential for 465 watts of wind power.   Now that’s a big fancy term but 
o explain that in layman’s terms.   According to the National Resource Defense Council 1 to 150 
megawatt project generates 522 construction jobs, 432 manufacturing jobs, 80 for planning and 
development, 18 sales slots and 27 for operation.  And that’s almost twice that 250 megawatt 
project.  This can all be achieved without threatening our coastal community that is extremely 
dependent on tourism.  The clean power plan isn’t going to hurt our economy it’s not going to kill 
jobs.  We shouldn’t be shooting for the bare minimum either.   NC should be working as hard as 
possible to increase renewable energy to full capacity because it’s just good business. 
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Nelson Bealier 

Good evening and thank you for your time. My name is Nelson Bealier. I’m not going to talk 
tonight about science, numbers and jobs because everybody has done a wonderful job in covering 
that. I want to thank my fellow citizens for giving so generously of their time tonight. I want to 
talk to you about people. What you have done here is really pretty simple. The EPA said this is 
the plan and you said no this is not the plan. The plan is we are going to sue you. And you did not 
sue because the plan is not good enough or that we can’t possibly do that. I have a lot of friends 
that fought the war in Afghanistan and they have a lot of breathing problems. Go down to the VA 
and talk to them and they will tell you, you do the right thing. It’s really a very simple thing to do. 
Just listen and get it done. Instead of fighting and waiting and waiting until every legal loophole 
has been satisfied. It’s very frustrating as a citizen to have to stand her and watch this. Another 
group of people I’d like to talk to you about is students. I have the great privilege of teaching at 
our community college here at Wilmington and every day I get up in the morning and I teach 
government. And every year my job gets more and more difficult because my students become 
more and more cynical. We talked about this issue right before we left for holiday break. I was 
asking my students why don’t you care about government. They responded government doesn’t 
care about us. They don’t listen to us, they don’t respect us, they don’t like us and we talked about 
this issue. What do you think the problem is why do you think the state of North Carolina made 
this decision? They said money and politics. You have given me one helluva opportunity tonight 
because I don’t generally get to say this about 19 year old kids and government but they are right. 
They are absolutely right and what you have done is wrong. You should be ashamed.  
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Rob Zapple 

Good evening my name is Rob Zapple.  I’m a member of the Board of Commissioners of New 
Hanover County.  I’d like to thank you Ms. Holman and Mr. Carter for making the time to come 
down here and hear the comments of wonderful community and before I get into my comments 
I’d like to thank everybody for coming out and expressing yourselves.   This is how it works.  
This is how we communicate, we thank you all.  CPP for NC that’s being proposed by the DEQ is 
an acknowledgement by our governor and his administration that there is a serious concern 
throughout NC with the quality of the air that we’re all breathing and the strange weather that 
brings flooding, tornadoes, severe thunderstorms to our unique coastal area is especially 
vulnerable.  Our beach communities and low lying properties and businesses and infrastructure 
are being stressed on an ever increasing basis and there is an undeniable scientific connection 
between those serious threats to our quality of life and our reliance on and burning fossil fuels for 
energy.  Ironically, we are already a national leader in the solar energy industry.  Home grown 
clean energy and energy efficient solutions are already a part of many of our lives.  Creating jobs 
and investments in our communities and throughout the rural counties of NC.   We can meet our 
needs through clean energy sources while protecting our communities and the natural beauty of 
our state.  Now and in the future.  However we need to have a CPP for NC that meets the EPA 
goals that will also work for our businesses and for our communities.   The draft plan is just that.  
It’s just a draft.  It is a platform we can build an NC renewable energy portfolio standards is 
already in place and has a proven track record of success for businesses and homeowners across 
the state.  Please I implore you to give consideration to including an enhanced reps program in 
NC clean power plan.  And take advantage of the gains our state has already made in our solar 
and renewable industry.  We need a plan that works for all communities.  A plan that will 
capitalize on the investments we’ve already made.  A plan that protects our businesses and homes 
and a plan that will allow all NC to breathe easier now and in the future.  Thank you. 
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Kate Cardawone 

Hello my name is Kate Cardawone and I am a resident of Wilmington, NC. Thank you very much 
for allowing me to be a part of this democratic process. I just want to know by the end of this are 
you taking notes? Are you going to do something with all the things we’re telling you tonight 
about our real concerns? I want to talk about renewable energy because the raw materials for it 
are free. I’m concerned about the extracting process of coal, even if it’s not in our state and gas 
because of its degradation and pollutants. We all pay a price for that. But more importantly it’s 
not just us that pay the price for that extracting process but the environment.  I’m grateful for the 
8 locks of the Cape Fear River and the St. Lawrence Seaway which I adored and I used to look 
down as a child and see hundreds of fish in the water. About 40 years ago there was an oil spill 
much like the Valdez and the Alaskan Gulf Coast spill that still impact the fish. I never looked 
down and saw that scope and scale and beauty of the fish so it’s not just about us. It’s about all 
the occupants. It’s not just about people. It’s all species like the birds and the fish. It’s the 
mammals and it’s the trees and the plant life. We’re talking about everything. All that make up 
the earth. Thank you for your time. 

  

V-557 A-647



Gerald DeVito 

Thank you.  I represent me.  I’m an engineer and scientist.  I recently a peer review science paper 
by the IPCC, one by the International Panel of Climate Change (IPCC).  The IPCC has proposed 
all the countries in the world the thousands of the best and brightest scientist.  They’re synopsis of 
the IPCC is now 95% certain that humans are the main cause of current global warming in 
addition the report finds that the longer human activity disrupts the climate the greater risk of 
irreversible impacts.  Irreversible.  Everybody knows what that means.  It highlights that we have 
the means to limit climate change and its risk.  With many solutions however stabilizing 
temperature increase below 2 degrees Celsius relative to preindustrial levels will require an urgent 
and fundamental departure from business as usual.   That’s why we’re here.  You plan is business 
as usual and it will fail and it will kill future generations.   The other report to refute the myths put 
out by the Republicans in Raleigh.  The oil companies is a primo science paper tilted The Raging 
Super Grid from 100% Renewable Power Supply.  This is a peer review paper at the World Solar 
Conference in November 2015.    The conclusion of the paper was cost analysis connecting 
various renewable such as smart grids, fossil carbon capture the system cost and level eye cost 
and electricity for each     region are computed and compared.  The results show that 100% 
renewable based system are lower in cost than nuclear and fossil fuels.  I’ll end with Thomas 
Grement “Energy and environment is an allegory of the country whether or not we can any longer 
meet the greatest challenge of the day.”  Your plan even the EPA’s plan doesn’t meet that.   
Local.  The part of the plan for off shore drilling for more than 2 months.  Methane has been 
escaping from storage wells in Los Angeles causing the evacuation of thousands of homes and 
dumping more than 6 coal plants worth of greenhouse gases into the atmosphere.  That's what 
we’re looking at under Governor McCrory and all his cronies up in Raleigh. 
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Jack Spruill 
 

Good evening. I'm Jack Spruill. I live in Pender County but I'm also speaking on behalf of my 
farm conservation project in Washington County. On the Albemarle Sound. I think it's highly 
disappointing to the point of being disgusting that our state is considering suing the EPA. The 
federal government in this matter. On the other hand it's really not that surprising when you 
consider the record of the department that the DEQ and state administration have had for the 
last few years to wit you have remove air quality monitors from parts of the state. Even 
though there was ample warning about the ticking time bomb of coal ash ponds you did 
nothing about it. Until there was a disaster. And then part of the response was to cut a 
sweetheart deal with Duke Energy about clean up. The DEQ has been so pro tracking and pro 
off shore drilling that it has surely compromised to expected independence to act on permits 
that will come before it or anything concerning operating those activities. The department 
has encouraged a slowdown in wonderfully permitted boon in solar energy in our state. It 
has pushed restrictions against the potential for offshore wind apparently because it would 
interfere with its pro off shore drilling agenda. The department has been silent about the 
massive clear cutting of hardwoods in North Carolina to create wood pellets to be burned in 
power plants in the United Kingdom even though it is well established that the clear cutting 
of those trees is having a detrimental effect on air quality and water quality in our state. You 
have no water quality monitors in the Albemarle Sound. The largest fresh water sound in the 
world. In the world. The sound has water quality problems and it has rising senility due to sea 
level rise. Yes Virginia there is sea level rise. Rising salinity in that giant fresh water estuary 
has massive environmental impacts for North Carolina and eastern North Carolina. The 
attitude of this administration on sea level rise made us the laughing stock of late night 
television. The state has been so negligent in its responsibilities under the clean water act that 
the EPA has floated the idea of withdrawing the delegated authority to this state under that 
act. That would be a huge embarrassment. Finally the secretary of DEQ Mr. van der Vaart was 
the Chief on the Titan air permit and he gave Titan everything they asked for. So planning to 
use taxpayer money to sue the federal government under its best efforts to help clean up the 
atmosphere and help do something about climate change and sea level rise is disgusting. I hope 
that the citizens, the scientist, the medical doctors who have spoken in Raleigh, Charlotte, and 
here tonight have an impact on the thought process behind what you're thinking about doing. 
But if not I got a secret to share with you. You will listen to us come November. 
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Peter Key 
 

Thank you Ms. Holman and Mr. Carter. I appreciate your time and assistance in allowing 
this time for public comment to occur. My name is Peter Key and I am a resident of 
Brunswick County elevation is 16 feet. I have been a resident of North Carolina 45 years. 
Most importantly I'm a father of four children under nine years old. There future good or 
bad is in our state. I understand the state's stance that this plan is partially illegal in scope. 
I'm not an attorney and so I defer to their expertise. Mr. Carter I also defer to your 
expertise in the arena of the EPA. I don't contest the stance that the feds are over stepping 
their stance of its reach especially in that arena. What I am however is a professional Dad. 
It's my job to protect those little girls in the small everyday things and the global. I teach 
them to dream big dreams. My perception of the state's policy as I watch the news is that 
we began moving forward toward the future in every way we can. We reduce the 
incentives toward renewable energy at every opportunity we can and reinforce the hold 
that old energy has on the process. As a previous speaker mentioned under the state 
constitution there's a mandate that the government protect me, my family and every person 
that calls this great state home. Our government should be stepping up to improve current 
energy productions systems and implementing cutting edge initiatives. I feel that the bulk 
of blocks 2 and 3 on this federal plan are a direct push back and a return to the old world 
way. A rejection of a sustainable future. A future that for my children and your children 
will live in. WE should be doing everything we possibly can to cut pollution out of the 
envelope with fossil fuel and the pollution that it creates. A cynic might say that the 
rejection of these 2 block specifically the refusal to stay forward thinking plans to renew 
the design of solar and wind are influenced by an under and financially draining influence 
on our states executive branch by fossil fuel interest namely the Koch Brothers. I would 
like to admire our government as well. 

 
We have an amazing opportunity to use the natural resources God has afforded us. Our 
offshore wind and solar opportunities in unusual areas are significant yet we fail to dream 
big. Really big. I have voted for Mr. McCrory in every single election that he has ever run 
in in his political career. As a resident of Charlotte until recently I've had the opportunity 
to support him in every way I can. As governor he has failed me at every single turn. I am 
heart broken by his political activity. I encourage. Our government to stop the cynicism 
and failure to dream big to protect us. Protect our families. To lead the way in our nation. 
The previous speaker stated that our stance was bigger. I respectfully disagree based on 
our profits from clean energy production and clean air improvements in this century this 
plan is a step backwards. Only great plans inspire the hearts of men. Be great. Lead the 
nation. Lead the world. According to great American writer William Faulkner "always 
dream and shot higher than you know you can do. Do not bother to just be better than your 
contemporary or predecessors. Try to be better than yourself. Shot higher." Thank you. 
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Matt Rudolph 
 

Hi my name is Matt Rudolph. I am a lifelong resident of North Carolina who drove all the 
way down from Asheville. I’ve been working in renewable energy here in North Carolina for 
the last 10 years or so. I was the first CEO of a bio diesel cooperation in Pittsboro, NC and 
then I spent the past 7 years working on bio sustainable energy standards internationally. More 
recently I've been working with a group that is working in conservative bio mass. By that 
conservation biomass is when you do land restoration activities. For instance removing basal 
brush or restoring grassland and take that biomass and put it to use. So we've been exploring a 
lot of bio energy markets. And we've been looking at opportunities here in North Carolina 
where we compare conservation biomass concepts to renewable energy. And I recently had the 
opportunity to attend a meeting sponsored by the bio energy council and I was struck by the 
disconnect. We were sitting around talking about how do we extend renewable energy, 
advance bio fuels in NC and nobody was talking about a price on carbon and nobody was 
talking about the CPP. Nobody was talking about anything that could create the mechanism 
for this to happen. It was all about how what is not working. Why do we have the technology 
and this and that and it occurred to me everything is happening either far west in California or 
Far East in Europe. But nothing is happening here in NC. It struck me that we have a complete 
disconnect. We have a desire to support rural economies to do innovative projects to create 
jobs, we have a NC bio energy council that's established to set a road map for sustainable bio 
mass and bio energy in NC and potentially a mechanism to make it all happen with the CPP 
using resources that we have her in NC. The left hand of our government didn't seem to be 
talking to the right hand of our state government so I came all the way down from the 
mountain to sort of understand what's going on and point out to you guys there are workable 
mechanisms here in NC. We can use sustainable resources like the speaker before me pointed 
out. We are the Saudi Arabia of bio mass. We have bio chemist. We are a leader in solar. All 
the opportunities are in front of us and for some reason we seem to be ignoring them and so to 
me it seems like there is a disconnect. I'd be pleased if the state government would recognize 
it. Thank you. 
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Jim Nesbit 
 
I don't think I have a whole lot to add to the eloquence of the group this evening. But it’s my 
hope that these comments will make a difference in Raleigh. It's my hope that some minds 
will open and some thoughts will come in other than what gets pumped into the stack by 
Alex and the destruction of taking our state over by outside interest that don't  care about 
North Carolinians, that don't care about our children, don't  care about our air, that don't  care 
about our water. They just care about the fossil fuel that the industry and the money that 
pours into their pockets. Please stand up as really great leaders and stand up for the people. 
Not the Koch industries, not the fossil fuels industries. We need people to speak for us. 

 
Thank you. 
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Keenen Altic 
 

My name is Keenen Altic and I'm here form the People's Water Power Project. I am a recent 
graduate from Cape Fear Community College Technology Program. I just want to bring up 
something that struck me. There's something called the Jevons Paradox that actually came 
about during 1865 that says when you increase the efficiency of the production of energy that 
its consumption will actually create more dependence for energy driving up the people's 
consuming of energy; therefore, your plan here. All it's doing is incentivizing the fossil fuel 
industry. I mean this is science that's been known. Aside from climate science this science 
has been known by the fossil fuel industry for over 100 years. Thank you very much. 
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Ben Kerr 
 

Good evening. My name is Ben Kerr and I just want to stand up and be counted. I don't 
have anything profound to add. I just want you to know that I don't think even what is being 
proposed at the federal level is enough. I'm a believer in climate change. I'm no more 
special than anyone else but if somehow I can be a resource I'm glad to help. My bias is that 
I'm in the solar industry and have been for 7 years and if I can be a resource at any point I'm 
glad to help. So thank you. 
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Julie Johnson 
 

Hello thanks for the opportunity to speak. I'm from out of state and what I notice here is 
that EPA is a dirty word. If you mention something like clean air in many social groups you 
find yourself ostracized. Very interesting to hear their points of views. Scientific evidence 
means nothing. Conscious means nothing. I began to think about this problem we have and 
the road blocks. What are the road blocks that are stopping us from using common sense? 
Everybody wants clean air. The problem is people say we want clean air but what is the road 
block here? What is the road block? Is it money? Is there somebody we need to pay off? 
That should be easy. Maybe you could give us some names and we could crowd source to 
find a way to get the money. I think there is a bigger problem than money. A ground 
swell of public opinion in North Carolina. The majority of the people here tonight are 
speaking a language they understand. So let's approach this from fear. Let's approach it from 
terrorism, let's approach it from gun thinking or something. I heard on the radio the other day 
the biggest threat to our country is the energy system because it is centralized and probably 
any one of us could figure out how to hack into our power plan and disable half the country. 
This would cause a major problem because a billion people would be without food and water 
causing a giant refugee crisis in our country. So you can bring the county to its knees because 
we have a centralized energy system. So all you have to do is take out a couple power grids 
and boom you got the country. This is where this solar would be so great because it would 
decentralize the energy system. Wind would also be centralizing. What we want to do in this 
country is to decentralize the power gird. Everybody can have their own. Everybody can get 
20 semi-automatics, get their solar power and we're set. Go back to his comment it will help 
this state. He will just be laughed out of office. So I think if we approach it from a terrorism 
stand point and get behind the fear that we can generate from terrorist taking out our state 
that's what we need to do. 
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Lora Sharkey 
 
Hello my name is Lora Sharkey. I'm a resident of Southport, NC I'm a member of a small 
environmental group called Coastal Water Watch because we care about our environment 
and we care about our water quality. It's a reflection of who we are and the quality of life 
we live to enjoy as residents of North Carolina (NC). Tonight I came forward because the 
same thing as Election Day unless you go to the pole and vote you can't expect to be 
counted. Unfortunately I can’t rely on my elected officials to act on my best interest. The 
direction to recommend DEQ prepare a plan not to meet the EPA’s Clean Power Plan (CPP) 
is irresponsible and I'm not happy with that. The fact that perhaps the EPA is operating 
outside their federal authority concerns me. Instead we should be concerned about what we 
can do to resolve the carbon emissions problem. How do we resolve the carbon emissions 
problem? How do we resolve the amount of carbon that is in our atmosphere, ocean 
acidification and why are we not talking about that? There’s a multi- state plan and we're 
joining other states to see how we can avoid doing it. So I'm here to say what are you 
doing? That is not the direction NC should go. NC has the capacity and academic resources, 
its previous history in renewable energy source use proves we can do better and I expect 
that from here on out we will do the right thing instead of worrying about state rights and 
political party agendas. 
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Ms. Joelle Burleson 
Division of Air Quality 
1641 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1641 

Re: 111(d) Draft Rule 

MY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO BE RECORDED 

BY THE NC DIVISION OF AIR QUALITY: 
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I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules 
do not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I 
respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft 
rules to comply with Section lll(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan): 

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean 
[3""Power Plan if we build upon our solar and wind energy successes. Currently, 

there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal. Renewable energy and energy 
efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan . 

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders 
as required by the Clean Power Plan. The state plan must include 

~documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and 
community involvement, including engagement with vulnerable 
communities. The draft rules do not include this documentation. 

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as 
double credits, to develop clean energy and energy efficiency projects for 

l1Y' low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this 
EPA Program. T draft rules o not tak~advan age of this progra 
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Section V.8:  Comments with KnowWho Services as Sender Of Email 

 

 

 

 

This section contains emails that were sent to daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov with the sender 
(From) listed as KnowWhoServices. In the body of each email is the name of the commenter that 
sent the email. 

 

These emails start on page V-573 and end on page V-2375. 
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 5:56:04 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

lauren white 
153A Country Club Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
laurentestaccountsc@yahoo.com
(893) 787-3229
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:05:37 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michael Eisenberg 
5033 Bartons Enclave Ln
Raleigh, NC 27613-
mikeeeisen@yahoo.com
(919) 846-5154
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:07:40 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James McManus 
6583 Derby LN NW
Concord, NC 28027-
punchymac@yahoo.com
(704) 782-7667

V-575 A-665

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:08:17 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michael Eisenberg 
5033 Bartons Enclave Ln
Raleigh, NC 27613-
mikeeeisen@yahoo.com
(919) 846-5154
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:08:26 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michael Eisenberg 
5033 Bartons Enclave Ln
Raleigh, NC 27613-
mikeeeisen@yahoo.com
(919) 846-5154
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:13:16 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

beth harvey 
1005 black oak
ape,, NC 27502-
sale3b@gmail.com
(919) 349-0414
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:14:26 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Albrecht 
367 Battleground Rd
Atkinson, NC 28421-
albrechtwj@gmail.com
(910) 889-0084

V-579 A-669

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Governor McCrory"s plan does not provide for clean energy!!!
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:14:44 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carol Greenman 
4805 Breakers Lane
Asheville, NC 28806-
carolgreenman@gmail.com
(828) 633-1867
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Where"s the clean energy?
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:15:44 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Harvey Sellner 
1014 Millspring Dr.
Durham, NC 27705-
harvey@sellners.us
(919) 937-9813
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:17:14 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Debbie Burroughs 
111 Hobbs Acre Drive
Edenton, NC 27932-
debbieburroughs@hotmail.com
(252) 482-7769
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:19:06 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Debbie Burroughs 
111 Hobbs Acre Drive
Edenton, NC 27932-
debbieburroughs@hotmail.com
(252) 482-7769
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:19:18 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ronald De Shon 
126 Basswood Ter
Wilkesboro, NC 28697-
deshon37@yahoo.com
(434) 996-1116

V-584 A-674

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:20:04 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jody Campbell 
364 Indian Trail
Mooresville, NC 28117-
jodybcampbell@gmail.com
7044893677

V-585 A-675

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:20:06 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Hairston 
100 S. Spruce St.
Winston Salem, NC 27101-
jahairst@gmail.com
3369341705
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:20:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Will Bethune 
909 Craftsman St
Hillsborough, NC 27278-
whbethune@gmail.com
(919) 995-0373
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:20:20 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Debbie Burroughs 
111 Hobbs Acre Drive
Edenton, NC 27932-
debbieburroughs@hotmail.com
(252) 482-7769
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:20:38 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Hairston 
100 S. Spruce St.
Winston Salem, NC 27101-
jahairst@gmail.com
3369341705

V-589 A-679

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:21:12 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ronald De Shon 
126 Basswood Ter
Wilkesboro, NC 28697-
deshon37@yahoo.com
(434) 996-1116
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:21:15 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Hairston 
100 S. Spruce St.
Winston Salem, NC 27101-
jahairst@gmail.com
3369341705

V-591 A-681

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Save the Environment
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:21:16 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gail Orman 
700 Gladedale Lane
Monroe, NC 28110-
freespirit@carolina.rr.com
(704) 283-0793

V-592 A-682

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:22:31 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ben Phipps 
50 Cliffview Drive
Asheville, NC 28803-
phippsindustrial@gmail.com
2486614510

V-593 A-683

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:22:42 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gary Schmoock 
1725 riverside dr.
hillsborough, NC 27278-
lyngar@mindspring.com
9197322695

V-594 A-684

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:22:54 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ronald De Shon 
126 Basswood Ter
Wilkesboro, NC 28697-
deshon37@yahoo.com
(434) 996-1116

V-595 A-685

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:26:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Belknap 
900 Hillsborough Street
Raleigh, NC 27603-
rebelknap@sms.edu
(919) 424-3654

V-596 A-686

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:30:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Belknap 
900 Hillsborough Street
Raleigh, NC 27603-
rebelknap@sms.edu
(919) 424-3654

V-597 A-687

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:30:28 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Belknap 
900 Hillsborough Street
Raleigh, NC 27603-
rebelknap@sms.edu
(919) 424-3654

V-598 A-688

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:33:33 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Julie Bond-Meers 
109 Stephens Street
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
lustron1@gmail.com
(919) 360-1096

V-599 A-689

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:34:02 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carol Soroos 
2876 Wycliff Road
919787515, NC 27607-
soroos@mindspring.com
(919) 787-5150

V-600 A-690

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:36:59 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Daniel Mullign 
755 Carolyn Dr SE
Concord, NC 28025-
dnl_mulligan@yahoo.com
(704) 605-3184

V-601 A-691

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:37:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

george garcia 
524 averette rd
rolesville, NC 27571-
ggramirez2001@yahoo.com
(919) 556-5194

V-602 A-692

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:37:39 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lawrence East 
316 Richlands Ave Apt. 5
Jacksonville, NC 28540-
rstyeast@aol.com
(999) 999-9999

V-603 A-693

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:37:50 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Daniel Mullign 
755 Carolyn Dr SE
Concord, NC 28025-
dnl_mulligan@yahoo.com
(704) 605-3184

V-604 A-694

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:38:39 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

george garcia 
524 averette rd
rolesville, NC 27571-
ggramirez2001@yahoo.com
(919) 556-5194

V-605 A-695

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:39:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lawrence East 
316 Richlands Ave Apt. 5
Jacksonville, NC 28540-
rstyeast@aol.com
(999) 999-9999

V-606 A-696

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:40:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

george garcia 
524 averette rd
rolesville, NC 27571-
ggramirez2001@yahoo.com
(919) 556-5194

V-607 A-697

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:40:16 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lawrence East 
316 Richlands Ave Apt. 5
Jacksonville, NC 28540-
rstyeast@aol.com
(999) 999-9999

V-608 A-698

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:43:09 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Amanda Gould 
1000 N Duke St, Apt 50
Durham, NC 27701-
amandastarling@gmail.com
(573) 587-0209

V-609 A-699

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:45:17 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Peter Cook 
PO Box 1567
Andrews, NC 28901-
ppcook@yahoo.com
8283215019

V-610 A-700

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:47:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gary Simpson 
82 Cynthia Lane
Pittsboro, NC 27312-
gsimpson@nc.rr.com
(919) 542-5628

V-611 A-701

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:47:18 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Chelsea Barnes 
2505 TRYON PINES DR
RALEIGH, NC 27603-
chelsearuth@gmail.com
6142056424

V-612 A-702

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean water is good for your soul, too.
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:53:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

Love thy neighbor.  Do no harm.  Just act for the good of the citizens.  AFP does not speak for me  - - - and should
 not dictate to you.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dale Weston 
611 Crissy Dr
Jacksonville, NC 28540-
majortest@earthlink.net
9104559916

V-613 A-703

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:55:02 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Shel Anderson 
1706 Rosetta Dr
Durham, NC 27701-
sheloregon@gmail.com
9105153342

V-614 A-704

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:55:31 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan.

Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the
 EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply
 with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

The McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make significant carbon dioxide
 reductions.

Sincerely,

Anne Cassebaum 
3469 Amick Road
Elon, NC 27244-
cassebaum@elon.edu
3364496843

V-615 A-705

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:59:50 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James and Leslea Kunz 
1218 Coral Reef Ct.
New Bern, NC 28560-
jimkunz44@gmail.com
(252) 514-6670

V-616 A-706

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:01:39 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James and Leslea Kunz 
1218 Coral Reef Ct.
New Bern, NC 28560-
jimkunz44@gmail.com
(252) 514-6670

V-617 A-707

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:02:41 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James and Leslea Kunz 
1218 Coral Reef Ct.
New Bern, NC 28560-
jimkunz44@gmail.com
(252) 514-6670

V-618 A-708

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:02:44 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Alexis Lamere 
3265 Northwest Trce
Elon, NC 27244-
alexisc58@yahoo.com
(336) 270-3341

V-619 A-709

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:04:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Thomas 
907 Tanglewood Dr.
Cary, NC 27511-
frog.pond@mindspring.com
(919) 460-8909

V-620 A-710

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:08:37 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Please keep in mind that everyone knows that North Carolina, especially Charlotte, is well-known for the calm
 climate, clean waterways, plentiful/bounty supply of trees to name a few.  Anything done to endanger these
 attributes will change and cause future new and returning tourists not to come here.  Let's NOT alert anything that
 will harm our "way of living".  Once we are gone our children and others MUST have a chance to rip all the
 bounties of our great State of North Carolina.  Excellent state leadership is when the officials know when, and more
 importantly, know when NOT to follow the crowd just because others are trying something else.  Let's continue to
 be the leader in the US of what statesmanship, government and public life is ALL about.  Let's continue to be
 individualistic and NOT just " and resident of this great state.part of the crowd".  I am proud of being a 61 year old
 native Charlotte-an and lifelong resident.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions. 

Also stop the actions of fracking that will definitely harm our state.  We should open our doors to refugees from
 everywhere if and only if it can be proven they are no danger to the state and its citizens.  If our forefathers had not
 be welcomed here with open arms, the State of North Carolina would be close-minded and behind times.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Graber 
11700 Red Hickory Lane
Charlotte, NC 28273-
bearsun704@gmail.com
7045884946

V-621 A-711

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:10:06 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jo Ann Mount 
1238 W. 4th St.
Winston-Salem, NC 27101-
joannmountusa@netscape.net
(336) 972-5696

V-622 A-712

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:12:34 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cathy Thomas 
907 Tanglewood Dr.
Cary, NC 27511-
frog.pond@mindspring.com
(919) 460-8909

V-623 A-713

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:16:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

NC needs the Energy Freedom Act to allow 3rd party solar and to restore the NC tax credit for solar at least for
 small businesses, churches and home owners.

And why I am on the subject. NC should not drill off our coast. I can't believe putting our coast at risk is even being
 considered. Let's do some long term thinking instead of taking this short term business as usual approach.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carl Sigel 
11116 Bremerton Ct
Raleigh, NC 27613-
cwsigel@aol.com
(919) 847-4252

V-624 A-714

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:19:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Wes Weaver 
342 Dogwood Knl
Boone, NC 28607-
weaverwm@bellsouth.net
8282649316

V-625 A-715
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:19:52 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

I was under the impression that the DEQ was going to come up with a plan to reduce toxic emissions by 36%.  Now
 I learn that they only intend to reduce emissions by 0.4%.  If this is true, then it is obviously unacceptable.  We
 must do better than that.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

David Shelton 
329 Grady McNeilly Rd
Casar, NC 28020-
smytor@yahoo.com
7045389133

V-626 A-716

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:21:56 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

David Shelton 
329 Grady McNeilly Rd
Casar, NC 28020-
smytor@yahoo.com
7045389133

V-627 A-717

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:22:09 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

David Shelton 
329 Grady McNeilly Rd
Casar, NC 28020-
smytor@yahoo.com
7045389133

V-628 A-718

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:25:13 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Also believe in third party providers like they have in California where a solar company can supply you with energy
 like a utility company. These are currently illegal allowing Duke to be the sole energy provider for the state.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Brandt 
328 Deer Run Rd
Prospect Hill, NC 27314-
jendbrandt@gmail.com
(530) 520-3067

V-629 A-719

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:34:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Martha Spencer 
988 Henry Mountain Road
Brevard, NC 28712-
spencer_martha@hotmail.com
(828) 885-2680

V-630 A-720
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:55:49 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robyn Barnes 
1211K Trillium Circle
Raleigh, NC 27606-
rlbarnes01@yahoo.com
(919) 859-3994

V-631 A-721

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:56:38 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robyn Barnes 
1211K Trillium Circle
Raleigh, NC 27606-
rlbarnes01@yahoo.com
(919) 859-3994

V-632 A-722
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 9:02:50 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Todd Lee 
23 Gentlebreeze Lane
Asheville, NC 28805-
stkman3@aol.com
(828) 299-3622

V-633 A-723
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 9:03:54 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

G.W. Cheney 
315 Hickory Lane
G.W., NC 28607-
gwcheney@ymail.com
(828) 773-4120

V-634 A-724

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d) comments
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 9:14:03 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Cherry 
301 PerkinsSt.
Boone, NC 28607-
bcherry001@gmail.com
800-55-1234

V-635 A-725
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 9:14:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Hiram Bayard 
105 Bluffton Rd.
Mooresville, NC 28115-
happyhiram79@gmail.com
7042524495

V-636 A-726

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 9:17:19 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Charles Huntley 
1013 Harrogate Ln.
Matthews, NC 28104-
chhuntley@icloud.com
(828) 773-6461

V-637 A-727
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 9:46:48 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Noel Parenti 
4210 Sunnydell Drive
Winston-Salem, NC 27106-
noel@newplanetyoga.com
(336) 918-4780

V-638 A-728

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 9:54:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Anne McDonald 
224 Monmouth Ave.
Durham, NC 27701-
m.a.mcdonald99@gmail.com
(919) 880-3839

V-639 A-729

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:04:21 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

April Hardee 
7528 Sound Dr
Emerald Isle, NC 28594-
ahh.runnergirl@gmail.com
(252) 764-0487

V-640 A-730

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:05:22 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dustin Chicurel-Bayard 
214 James St.
Carrboro, NC 27510-
hbayard@gmail.com
(609) 529-7145

V-641 A-731
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:06:33 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

April Hardee 
7528 Sound Dr
Emerald Isle, NC 28594-
ahh.runnergirl@gmail.com
(252) 764-0284

V-642 A-732
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:06:48 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carol Ann Minor 
10372 Singletree Lane
Davidson, NC 28036-
cminor27@windstream.net
(704) 938-9103

V-643 A-733
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:36:15 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

Our state falls far behind other states in the amount of clean energy produced. We have the technology and the
 natural resources to be a national leader in this. Leading the way in clean, renewable energy will create tens of
 thousands of jobs, reduce health care costs and leave us all with a more livable planet.

The latest terrorist attacks should remind us all why we must move away from a fossil-fuel based energy system.
 Money we send to Saudi Arabia funds this murderous regime.

The plan should also emphasize energy efficiency.

Thank you for hearing my views. I certainly hope that the DEQ and Gov. McCrory will revise their plans to create a
 truly clean power plan before any more damage is done to our beautiful state.

Sincerely,

Barry Cheney 
104 39th Ave. Pl. NW
Hickory, NC 28601-
bcheney58@gmail.com
828-324-2885

V-644 A-734

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:44:58 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Donald Harland 
PO Box 2080, 677 N Luther Rd
Candler, NC 28715-
dharland@bellsouth.net
(828) 665-9247

V-645 A-735
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:54:28 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary White 
2146 Sherwood Ave
Charlotte, NC 28207-
mvnw50@carolina.rr.com
(704) 372-8836

V-646 A-736

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 11:19:05 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Judy Smith 
2558 Empie Dr.
Leland, NC 28451-
jsnorkel23@gmail.com
(910) 228-5056

V-647 A-737
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 11:21:42 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Judy Smith 
2558 Empie Dr.
Leland, NC 28451-
jsnorkel23@gmail.com
(910) 228-5056

V-648 A-738

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 11:39:35 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lisa Merchant 
503 PASQUENOKE TRL
Edenton, NC 27932-
llittlelucylou@yahoo.com
9196165458

V-649 A-739
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 11:49:02 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bridget Peed 
32 Falling Water Dr
Durham, NC 27713-
bhpeed@ncsu.edu
(919) 308-9315

V-650 A-740
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 12:09:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Bejzak 
2387 Satterwhite Point Rd
Henderson, NC 27537-
lcatmondu@gmail.com
(215) 932-5293

V-651 A-741
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 12:49:46 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bridget Peed 
32 Falling Water Dr
Durham, NC 27713-
bhpeed@ncsu.edu
9193089315

V-652 A-742
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 12:50:13 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bridget Peed 
32 Falling Water Dr
Durham, NC 27713-
bhpeed@ncsu.edu
9193089315

V-653 A-743
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 1:11:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Giana Peranio-Paz 
150 Tulip Trail
Hendersonville, NC 28792-
gianapp@yahoo.com
(828) 891-2497

V-654 A-744
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 4:48:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ed Mathis 
9 Hawthorne Lane
Youngsville, NC 27596-
emathis2015@att.net
(919) 761-5187

V-655 A-745

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 5:03:58 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Deborah Milkowski 
2610 Old Cherry Point Road
28560, NC 28560-
debbie.carl@suddenlink.net
(252) 571-4330

V-656 A-746
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 5:07:01 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Deborah Milkowski 
2610 Old Cherry Point Road
New Bern, NC 28560-
debbie.carl@suddenlink.net
(252) 571-4330

V-657 A-747

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 6:11:43 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pam Dix 
11127 Aprilia Lane
Cornelius, NC 28031-
pamdix@me.com
(704) 604-5277

V-658 A-748

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 6:19:35 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nina Marable 
502 N Shore Dr. W
Sunset Beach, NC 28468-
ninam@atmc.net
111-111-1111

V-659 A-749
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 6:34:35 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Richard Dankert 
58 Amber Ln.
Asheville, NC 28803-
rrdank@gmail.com
8286762636

V-660 A-750
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 6:39:40 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Renee Dankert 
58 Amber Ln.
Asheville, NC 28803-
rrdank@gmail.com
8286762636

V-661 A-751

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 6:53:12 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

You need to think of what's best for the state, country, and world and not to benefit a few pockets.  You do not seem
 to have a vision of what the future can be unless you like polluted land, water and air.  

Sincerely,

Darlene Hamilton 
1605 Beacon Valley Dr
Raleigh, NC 27604-
darlene.hamilton@siemens.com
(919) 463-1942

V-662 A-752
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power plan
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 7:30:16 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Stone 
112 Rock Spring Ct
Carrboro, NC 27510-
stonewil2@gmail.com
9199681621

V-663 A-753

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 7:47:56 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Austin 
PO Box 787
Williston, NC 28589-
bobandcharlotte@ec.rr.com
(252) 729-8101

V-664 A-754

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 7:53:02 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nancy Parker 
647 Town Mountain Rd Apt 501
Asheville, NC 28804-
nsparker.nc@gmail.com
(828) 407-6674

V-665 A-755

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Create Better Health and Better Jobs
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 7:54:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Christina Stableford 
1508 Nature Court
Raleigh, NC 27609-
cstableford@msn.com
(919) 809-2613

V-666 A-756
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 7:55:22 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Beth Higley 
459 Church Hill St
Fleetwood, NC 28626-
inmygarden55@gmail.com
(828) 406-5536

V-667 A-757
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 7:55:40 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nancy Parker 
647 Town Mountain Rd Apt 501
Asheville, NC 28804-
nsparker.nc@gmail.com
(828) 407-6674

V-668 A-758
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 7:58:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nancy Parker 
647 Town Mountain Rd Apt 501
Asheville, NC 28804-
nsparker.nc@gmail.com
(828) 407-6674

V-669 A-759

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 8:12:35 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Alice Hoole 
309 Briarbridge Valley
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
ahoole@att.net
(919) 929-8884

V-670 A-760

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 8:29:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jane Forbes 
635 Bear Tree Creek
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
jforbes988@aol.com
(919) 533-6632

V-671 A-761
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:13:49 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lynette Weaver 
545 Deyton Rd
Bakersville, NC 28705-
weaverla@icloud.com
(828) 467-3490

V-672 A-762
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:15:46 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Russ 
204 Davis Drive
Morganton, NC 28655-
tr333rus@hotmail.com
(828) 289-3668

V-673 A-763
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:21:12 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Morris Letsinger 
123 Virginia Ave
Asheville, NC 28806-
mletsjoy@gmail.com
(828) 707-1971

V-674 A-764
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:22:34 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Morris Letsinger 
123 Virginia Ave
Asheville, NC 28806-
mletsjoy@gmail.com
(828) 707-1071

V-675 A-765

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:23:13 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Morris Letsinger 
123 Virginia Ave
Asheville, NC 28806-
mletsjoy@gmail.com
(828) 707-1071

V-676 A-766
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:29:54 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nina Nye 
5462 Eastwind Rd
Wilmington, NC 28403-
nina.nye@nhcs.net
9107902236

V-677 A-767
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:37:17 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Philip T Johnson 
12 Clover Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
pjphilip12@gmail.com
9199330144

V-678 A-768
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:38:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

mary raymond 
3026 silky dogwood trail
apex, NC 27502-
marray45@yahoo.com
(919) 387-4745

V-679 A-769
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:54:47 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Irene Cygan 
210 Madison Grove Pl
Cary, NC 27519-
irenecygan@hotmail.com
(815) 341-8687

V-680 A-770
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 10:10:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

IGNORANCE, GREED AND IDEOLOGY ARE NO MATCH FOR THE LAWS OF NATURE AND THE
 REALM OF REALITY. KILLING PEOPLE FOR PROFIT IS SELF-DEFEATING. TREASON IS NOT A PLAN
 FOR GOVERNANCE. THE THEOFASCIST CORPORATOCRACY YOU ARE CREATING CAN ONLY LEAD
 TO ARMED REBELLION IF THE PEOPLE WAKE UP, WHICH IS BY NO MEANS CERTAIN TO HAPPEN.

Sincerely,

Don Richardson 
577 Windover Drive
Brevard, NC 28712-
gaia@comporium.net
(828) 884-3435

V-681 A-771
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 10:26:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dwight Koeberl 
606 E Forest Hills Blvd
Durham, NC 27707-
dwight_koeberl@yahoo.com
(919) 403-3389

V-682 A-772

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 10:40:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Payne 
58 Log Cabin Lane
Nebo, NC 28761-
yatesmill2003@yahoo.com
8284608049

V-683 A-773

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 10:41:27 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Payne 
58 Log Cabin Lane
Nebo, NC 28761-
yatesmill2003@yahoo.com
8284608049

V-684 A-774
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 10:41:35 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jean Ann Wheelock 
22 Hibriten Drive
Asheville, NC 28801-
jeanann.wheelock@gmail.com
8282558323

V-685 A-775
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 10:44:07 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Matt Abele 
2235 Brisbane Woods Way
Cary, NC 27518-
mrabele@ncsu.edu
(704) 658-6265

V-686 A-776
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 10:48:27 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

April Hardee 
7528 Sound Dr
Emerald Isle, NC 28594-
ahh.runnergirl@gmail.com
(252) 764-0387

V-687 A-777
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 10:57:14 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jamie Heath 
1525 Carlos Dr
Greenville, NC 27834-
wheelerja10@students.ecu.edu
(252) 814-8609

V-688 A-778
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 10:58:35 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Brien 
3028 Airlie Street
Charlotte, NC 28205-
jfbrien@uncc.edu
(704) 535-8096

V-689 A-779
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 11:05:21 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Daniel Morris 
1712 Mirabeau Ct
High Point, NC 27265-
nc.loggerheads@outlook.com
(336) 882-4273

V-690 A-780
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 11:31:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Whiteside 
169 Montford Ave.
Asheville, NC 28801-
cassie@cassieandallen.com
(828) 254-9557

V-691 A-781
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 11:56:27 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Todd Crawford 
918 North New River Drive
Surf City, NC 28445-
toddatloggerhead@gmail.com
(910) 612-9900

V-692 A-782
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 12:16:49 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Margaret Bollini 
363 Daniel Drive
Boone, NC 28607-
fengshuicarole@yahoo.com
(555) 555-5555

V-693 A-783
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 12:22:45 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Adrian Smith 
PO Box 265 (110 Jones St)
Moncure, NC 27559-
adsmith57@charter.net
9195423807

V-694 A-784
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 12:23:03 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Adrian Smith 
PO Box 265 (110 Jones St)
Moncure, NC 27559-
adsmith57@charter.net
9195423807

V-695 A-785
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 1:24:02 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I am embarrassed that my state is standing in the way of aggressively addressing the causes of climate change, most
 likely simply because of political ideology.   It is shameful.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you.   I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

E. Houston 
107 N. Hillsborough Ave
Hillsborough, NC 27278-
responses098@gmail.com
(919) 888-9999

V-696 A-786
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 1:26:03 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I am embarrassed that my state is standing in the way of aggressively addressing the causes of climate change, most
 likely simply because of political ideology.   It is shameful.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

E. Houston 
107 N. Hillsborough Ave
Hillsborough, NC 27278-
responses098@gmail.com
(919) 999-8888

V-697 A-787

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 2:13:52 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cathy Brunick 
14133 Walkers Crossing Dr
Charlotte, NC 28273-
cbrunick@carolina.rr.com
(704) 293-4869

V-698 A-788

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 2:22:55 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Thomas Struhsaker 
2953 Welcome Dr
Durham, NC 27705-
tomstruh@duke.edu
(919) 490-5352

V-699 A-789

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 2:43:03 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

McCrory, use your head:  just a little less profit for you and your rich cronies could go a long way toward building a
 better sustainable world.  Yes, you won't be able to buy that extra ivory back-scratcher this year, but isn't it worth it
 to see that future generations inherit an Earth worth living in?

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rob Howe 
618 Webster St.
Cary, NC 27511-
rob@robhowe.com
(919) 228-8602

V-700 A-790

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 2:48:26 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Martha Brimm 
7 Surrey Lane
Durham, NC 27707-
mcb44444@aol.com
(919) 493-1775

V-701 A-791

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 2:49:16 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Martha Brimm 
7 Surrey Lane
Durham, NC 27707-
mcb44444@aol.com
(919) 493-1775

V-702 A-792

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 2:51:37 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Benji Burrell 
PO Box 6763
Asheville, NC 28816-
benji@benjiburrell.com
4233020006

V-703 A-793

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 2:52:03 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Benji Burrell 
PO Box 6763
Asheville, NC 28816-
benji@benjiburrell.com
4233020006

V-704 A-794

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 2:52:14 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Benji Burrell 
PO Box 6763
Asheville, NC 28816-
benji@benjiburrell.com
4233020006

V-705 A-795

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 3:08:02 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Schrock 
81004 Alexander
Robert, NC 27517-
carolyn535@msn.com
(919) 933-4882

V-706 A-796

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 3:08:53 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Samuel Brewer 
1203 Kilmory Dr
Cary, NC 27511-
nopablue@yahoo.com
(919) 462-1517

V-707 A-797

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 3:14:42 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Linda Orr 
100 Sam McClure Rd.
Franklin, NC 28734-
ncdovechild@yahoo.com
(828) 369-5211

V-708 A-798

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Energy for Economic Growthg
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 4:35:49 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dot Sulock 
18 Beaverdam Knoll
Asheville, NC 28804-
dsulock@unca.edu
(828) 232-5196

V-709 A-799

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 6:34:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Suzy Lawrence 
8622 Ryan Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
suzylrn@mindspring.com
(919) 619-6788

V-710 A-800

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 7:23:13 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Andy W 
106 Thoresby Court
Cary, NC 27519-
dellinspiron@nc.rr.com
(919) 625-6054

V-711 A-801
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 7:24:37 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Andy W 
106 Thoresby Court
Cary, NC 27519-
dellinspiron@nc.rr.com
(919) 625-6054

V-712 A-802

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:07:10 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Donna Caira 
114 Hampton Pines drive
Morrisville, NC 27560-
1star_gazer@att.net
(919) 481-9189

V-713 A-803
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:11:06 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Donna Caira 
114 Hampton Pines drive
Morrisville, NC 27560-
1star_gazer@att.net
(919) 481-9189

V-714 A-804
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:40:12 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Swett 
301 Montreat Road
Black Mountain, NC 28711-
robert.swett@att.net
(828) 357-8210

V-715 A-805
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:53:19 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Also, unlike DEQ, I do believe that the rule is legal and will be
 upheld by the courts.  Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide
 reductions required by the EPA, which are capable of being achieved while still providing safe, affordable and
 reliable power. 

I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with
 Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.  Given the hazards to our coast and our air quality, the citizens of North
 Carolina deserve no less.

Sincerely,

Heather Payne 
1300 Mason Farm Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
helsimon@yahoo.com
(919) 933-0229

V-716 A-806
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 11:51:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Edna Perrine 
604 Croatan Ave
Manteo, NC 27954-
ednajohn@embarqmail.com
2524732025

V-717 A-807
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 8:12:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephen Pocklington 
1626 North Main Street
Salisbury, NC 28144-
spocklington@fibrant.com
(252) 675-9008

V-718 A-808

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 8:45:31 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rhonda Godbee 
6542 Regatta L .
Charlotte, NC 28227-
rmgodbee@hotmail.com
7043992241

V-719 A-809

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 8:46:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rhonda Godbee 
6542 Regatta L .
Charlotte, NC 28227-
rmgodbee@hotmail.com
7043992241

V-720 A-810

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 8:46:53 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rhonda Godbee 
6542 Regatta L .
Charlotte, NC 28227-
rmgodbee@hotmail.com
7043992241

V-721 A-811

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 9:39:55 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

LUCY TYNDALL 
3977 Flannery Lane
High Point, NC 27265-
beaverfalls1@yahoo.com
3364544809

V-722 A-812

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Support Clean Energy in North Carolina"s Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 11:07:07 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Paul Namaste 
704 Croftwood Dr
Gibsonville, NC 27249-
pnamaste@highpoint.edu
(336) 437-6502

V-723 A-813

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 2:09:24 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stanislaw Zmuda 
5621 Barham Ct
Raleigh, NC 27613-
stanzmuda@gmail.com
(919) 676-9162

V-724 A-814

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 3:58:48 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions. Can we rise above politics for once and do what is best for the people of our
 state.  PLEASE!

Sincerely,

Annette Jurgelski 
3211 Oak Knob Ct
Hillsborough, NC 27278-
jurge00111@gmail.com
(919) 644-0280

V-725 A-815

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 4:47:34 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Qi Zhang 
910 Constitution Drive
Durham, NC 27705-
q.zhang@duke.edu
(434) 258-7508

V-726 A-816

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 21, 2015 5:38:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Shaw 
2218 W. Marilyn Circle
Cary, NC 27513-
seashaw27@aol.com
(919) 463-9528

V-727 A-817

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 21, 2015 5:39:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Shaw 
2218 W. Marilyn Circle
Cary, NC 27513-
seashaw27@aol.com
(919) 463-9528

V-728 A-818

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 21, 2015 5:39:58 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Shaw 
2218 W. Marilyn Circle
Cary, NC 27513-
seashaw27@aol.com
(919) 463-9528

V-729 A-819

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 21, 2015 12:32:34 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patti Brame 
216 Ashley Drive
Dobson, NC 27017-
jpbrame@surry.net
(336) 374-2545

V-730 A-820

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 7:24:25 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Roger Chellew 
104 Elmwood Lane
Clayton, NC 27520-
rchellew@aol.com
(919) 359-2960

V-731 A-821

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 10:54:53 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ruthann Fudacz 
1824 Andrew Farms Rd
Whitsett, NC 27377-
rfjg2903@bellsouth.net
(336) 686-7798

V-732 A-822

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 10:55:39 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ruthann Fudacz 
1824 Andrew Farms Rd
Whitsett, NC 27377-
rfjg2903@bellsouth.net
(336) 686-7798

V-733 A-823

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 10:56:17 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ruthann Fudacz 
1824 Andrew Farms Rd
Whitsett, NC 27377-
rfjg2903@bellsouth.net
(336) 686-7798

V-734 A-824

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 11:38:42 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lynette Weaver 
545 Deyton Rd
Bakersville, NC 28705-
weaverla@icloud.com
(828) 467-3490

V-735 A-825

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 11:58:33 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Melissa Mancini 
7112 Jeffrey Drive
Raleigh, NC 27603-
melissa.mancini@juno.com
(919) 802-6901

V-736 A-826

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 3:16:56 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dennis Patton 
115 Galahad Dr.
Greenville, NC 27858-
dpatton8@suddenlink.net
(252) 355-5460

V-737 A-827

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 3:18:38 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

brook Ben 
776 Crocker rd
Br, NC 28605-
dying_flames@hotmail.com
(828) 834-0588

V-738 A-828

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 6:18:54 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Janet Tice 
310 Umstead
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
starje@mindspring.com
919-0-0444

V-739 A-829

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 23, 2015 7:38:17 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Hal Trufan 
6808 Old Forge Dr
Charlotte, NC 28226-
htrufan@gmail.com
7045570001

V-740 A-830

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 23, 2015 3:28:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Esther Murphy 
PO Box 7941
Wilmington, NC 28406-
edm1958@gmail.com
(910) 452-9218

V-741 A-831

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 23, 2015 3:34:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

berry lee 
213 dacian ave
Durham, NC 27701-
xbor8@aol.com
9196670273

V-742 A-832

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 23, 2015 4:31:30 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Britten Cleveland 
423 E 22nd St
Charlotte, NC 28206-
britten.cleveland@gmail.com
9419792948

V-743 A-833

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:04:24 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Belknap 
900 Hillsborough St
Raleigh, NC 27603-
rebelknap@sms.edu
(919) 424-3654

V-744 A-834

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:04:54 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Mawhinney 
19 Sweetbriar Ct
Asheville, NC 28803-
zookeeper6y@yahoo.com
(828) 505-4580

V-745 A-835

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:05:14 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Heidi Boynton 
2313 Woodfield Circle
Gastonia, NC 28056-
heidi.boynton@staples.com
(704) 503-8730

V-746 A-836

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:07:09 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Milly Guill 
8127 County Home Rd
Ayden, NC 28513-
mguilly@yahoo.com
(252) 746-6304

V-747 A-837

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:07:23 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jim Brittain 
441 Fenton Pl
Charlotte, NC 28207-
jmbrittain@aol.com
(704) 376-9734

V-748 A-838

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:07:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Diane Mcclure 
2 Iron Carriage Ct Apt B
Greensboro, NC 27410-
mack2468@triad.rr.com
(336) 854-9331

V-749 A-839

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:08:02 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Donna Durfee 
2100 Collingdale Pl
Charlotte, NC 28210-
dddurfee@msn.com
(704) 553-7321

V-750 A-840

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:08:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Linda Nelson 
64 Blue Bird Ln
Brevard, NC 28712-
l2nelson1@yahoo.com
(828) 884-2874

V-751 A-841

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:08:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sandra Resner 
7607 Middle Dr
Greensboro, NC 27409-
sresner@triad.rr.com
(336) 706-6479

V-752 A-842

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:09:09 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jamie Heath 
1525 Carlos Dr
Greenville, NC 27834-
wheelerja10@students.ecu.edu
(252) 814-8609

V-753 A-843

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:10:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Weimin Yuan 
7224 Kinsmore Ln
Charlotte, NC 28269-
yyweimin@yahoo.com
(704) 783-2504

V-754 A-844

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:11:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Daniel Mulligan 
755 Carolyn Dr SE
Concord, NC 28025-
dnl_mulligan@yahoo.com
(704) 605-3184

V-755 A-845

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:12:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bruce Michael 
8 Rolling View Dr
Asheville, NC 28805-
brmichael16@gmail.com
(828) 298-0981

V-756 A-846

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:12:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Porteus 
2195 Farmington Rd
Mocksville, NC 27028-
bobporteus@yahoo.com
(336) 469-1941

V-757 A-847

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:12:33 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Anne Fogleman 
5 Saint James Pl
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
fogleman@dicksonpress.com
(919) 967-7278

V-758 A-848

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:12:40 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Marguerite Guarisco 
45 Cathey Rd
Candler, NC 28715-
marguarisco@gmail.com
(828) 633-0503

V-759 A-849

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:12:45 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Paul Wright 
2596 Mountain Dale Rd
Vilas, NC 28692-
pawwright@gmail.com
(828) 555-1212

V-760 A-850
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:13:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cathy Brunick 
14133 Walkers Crossing Dr
Charlotte, NC 28273-
cbrunick@carolina.rr.com
(704) 293-4869

V-761 A-851

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:13:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michael Eisenberg 
5033 Bartons Enclave Ln
Raleigh, NC 27613-
mikeeeisen@yahoo.com
(919) 846-5154

V-762 A-852

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:14:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michael David Loven 
4915 Mill Hill Ln
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
mdloven@msn.com
(919) 493-2981

V-763 A-853

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:14:14 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Barbara Amalfi 
1910 Kings Rd
Shelby, NC 28150-
tailsoluv@yahoo.com
(860) 334-8481

V-764 A-854

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:15:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Larry Wolf 
284 Fieldtrial Cir
Garner, NC 27529-
llwolf@syr.edu
(919) 301-8000

V-765 A-855

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:16:12 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Wilson 
300 Meredith Dr Apt 108
Durham, NC 27713-
wilwon32@gmail.com
(919) 593-9267

V-766 A-856

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:17:00 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ginny Nolan 
3204 S Memorial Ave
Nags Head, NC 27959-
ginnysnolan@embarqmail.com
(252) 441-6792

V-767 A-857

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:18:09 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Lou Buck 
3406 Mar Vista Cir
Charlotte, NC 28209-
maryloubuc@aol.com
(704) 525-2293

V-768 A-858

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:18:18 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Henry Lewis 
784 Broad Creek Rd
New Bern, NC 28560-
hhlewis@suddenlink.net
(252) 633-1836

V-769 A-859

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:19:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patricia Wright 
9402 Huey Blvd
Waxhaw, NC 28173-
pattpwright@aol.com
(704) 843-5074

V-770 A-860

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:19:29 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

A Price 
2021 Thorpshire Dr
Raleigh, NC 27615-
aaaprice@gmail.com
(919) 247-2564

V-771 A-861

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:22:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Zach Valdez 
1 Brevard College Drive
Brevard, NC 28712-
ztvaldez951@gmail.com
(951) 500-6413

V-772 A-862

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:22:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elena Lange 
294 Hillside St
Asheville, NC 28801-
elenalange33@gmail.com
(828) 691-9571

V-773 A-863

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:22:49 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Katerena Depasquale 
105 W Main St
Durham, NC 27701-
katerenaalkhimova@gmail.com
(646) 250-1667

V-774 A-864

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:22:50 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Christina Crawford 
108 Leckford Way
Cary, NC 27513-
politics@neositesolutions.com
(919) 434-0000

V-775 A-865

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:25:17 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sara Loeppert 
1317 Rand Dr
Raleigh, NC 27608-
sara@loeppert.net
(919) 424-7321

V-776 A-866

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:25:23 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Stone 
112 Rock Spring Ct
Carrboro, NC 27510-
stonewil2@gmail.com
(919) 968-1621

V-777 A-867

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:25:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Austin 
PO Box 787
Williston, NC 28589-
bobandcharlotte@ec.rr.com
(252) 729-8101

V-778 A-868

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:25:33 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Maren Sherrill 
6901 Konica Drive
Whitsett, NC 27377-
msherrill3@elon.edu
(336) 215-6222

V-779 A-869

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:26:27 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Barbara Balogh 
705-E Audubon Lakes Drive
D, NC 27713-
barbara.balogh06@yahoo.com
(919) 348-8264

V-780 A-870

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:27:04 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephen Pocklington 
1626 N Main St
Salisbury, NC 28144-
spocklington@fibrant.com
(252) 675-9008

V-781 A-871
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:27:16 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Byrne 
1917 Mary Ann Dr
Charlotte, NC 28214-
byrnerj@gmail.com
(347) 598-8471

V-782 A-872

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:28:03 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joanne Nikides 
5106A Murphy School Rd
Durham, NC 27705-
nikidesj@msn.com
(919) 425-0870

V-783 A-873

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:28:25 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Chas Griffin 
1275 Seven Lakes N.
Seven Lakes, NC 27376-
cpgriff8@nc.rr.com
(910) 400-5090

V-784 A-874

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:30:03 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Chrishelle Micolucci 
21201 Baltic Dr
Cornelius, NC 28031-
chrismicolucci@yahoo.com
(704) 896-3499

V-785 A-875

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:30:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

M Barclay Satterfield 
301 Streamwood Dr
Holly Springs, NC 27540-
barclay@aya.yale.edu
(609) 658-0736

V-786 A-876

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:30:49 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Judith Roth 
3655 Pineview Cir
Durham, NC 27705-
j.p.roth13@gmail.com
(919) 765-9861

V-787 A-877

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:30:51 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ellen Osborne 
6731 Hunt Rd
Pleasant Garden, NC 27313-
peaceeao7@aol.com
(336) 317-9231

V-788 A-878

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:31:17 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Danielle Boulet 
599 E Hatterleigh Ave
Hillsborough, NC 27278-
danimboulet@hotmail.com
(336) 639-9438

V-789 A-879

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:32:07 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Chris Micolucci 
21201 Baltic dr
Cornelius, NC 28031-
chrismicolucci@yahoo.com
(704) 896-3499

V-790 A-880

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:32:27 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Guderian 
326 Lafayette St
Wilmington, NC 28411-
jlguderian@gmail.com
(910) 686-0997

V-791 A-881

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:32:58 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Katherine Meyer 
185 Windover Dr
Forest City, NC 28043-
katherine.meyer49@gmail.com
(828) 247-0440

V-792 A-882

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:33:36 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lindsay Leghorn 
183 Avondale Rd
Asheville, NC 28803-
ljleghorn@gmail.com
(773) 332-3327

V-793 A-883

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:33:53 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patrick Zande 
2113 Arcola Way
Willow Spring, NC 27592-
patzande@yahoo.com
(919) 555-1212

V-794 A-884

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:34:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tom Warren 
PO Box 64
Rodanthe, NC 27968-
twarren3598@gmail.com
2522168099

V-795 A-885

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:34:31 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ann Mccray 
215 Inland Greens Cir
Wilmington, NC 28405-
mccr8060@bellsouth.net
(910) 793-0695

V-796 A-886

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:35:16 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tia Douglass 
PO Box 791
Williston, NC 28589-
tdouglass@ec.rr.com
(252) 729-5491

V-797 A-887

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:36:04 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Ventre 
36 Rocky Cove Rd
Candler, NC 28715-
jv3free@yahoo.com
(828) 712-7552

V-798 A-888

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:38:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dee Ham 
520 Innisbrook Rd
Statesville, NC 28625-
idham3@gmail.com
(704) 873-2362

V-799 A-889

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:39:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Anne Mettee 
59 cranesway dr
Asheville, NC 28806-
amettee@gmail.com
(828) 255-4141

V-800 A-890

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:39:36 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Philip Temple 
233 S Laurel Ave
Charlotte, NC 28207-
philtemple@carolina.rr.com
(704) 376-9112

V-801 A-891

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:40:33 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cathy Nieman 
312 Ivy Hill Rd
Weaverville, NC 28787-
cathy.nieman@gmail.com
(828) 645-5035

V-802 A-892

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:41:02 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Berlinda Tolbert 
6520 Havenlock Pl
Charlotte, NC 28215-
cherrygirl@dslextreme.com
(980) 322-8796

V-803 A-893

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:41:28 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Roger Diedrich 
10128 Vanguard Pkwy
Huntersville, NC 28078-
rdiedrich@roadrunner.com
(704) 727-0554

V-804 A-894

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:42:52 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Ballantyne 
206 Lawrence Rd
Cary, NC 27511-
zannie@nc.rr.com
(919) 469-0662

V-805 A-895

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:43:33 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Donald Barker 
23 13th Ave
Southern Shores, NC 27949-
wolvesdenobx@gmail.com
(252) 489-9389

V-806 A-896

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:44:14 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cheow Tan-Babcock 
171 S Greenbriar Woods Rd
Hendersonville, NC 28739-
cheow_tan_babcock@merck.com
(908) 995-7587

V-807 A-897

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:44:59 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

The rules that the NC Department of Environmental Quality has proposed do not even come close to meeting the
 carbon dioxide reductions that are required by the EPA in the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan).  I respectfully ask
 the Division of Air Quality to at least try to comply with Section 111(d) of the Plan.

Building our state's clean energy sector would generate jobs, invest in our communities, and potentially make NC a
 leader in renewable energy.  Reducing carbon pollution would also lower our health costs.   Not only is energy
 efficiency the cheapest option for reducing carbon pollution, it would also offer consumers lower energy
 consumption and power bills. 

Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the DEQ contains no new clean energy requirements.  And since the cost of
 renewable energy sources continues to come down (especially in the long term), why has the DEQ not included
 solar and wind energy sources in its proposed Clean Power Plan?

I urge the McCrory administration to put genuine, serious effort into revising the proposed Plan, with a considered
 view to reducing carbon dioxide emissions.

Sincerely,

Simmons Isler 
7436 Edenwood Ln
Raleigh, NC 27615-
esler@bellsouth.net
(919) 870-0890

V-808 A-898

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:45:22 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carl Gipson 
728 Spartacus Ct
Cary, NC 27518-
cbgipson@nc.rr.com
(919) 859-4710

V-809 A-899

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:45:26 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nelida Rivas 
4325 Moss Spring Dr
Raleigh, NC 27616-
nr4684@gmail.com
(919) 803-4581

V-810 A-900

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:46:03 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Marla Schexnider 
314 E Pritchard St
Asheboro, NC 27203-
marlaschexnider@yahoo.com
(773) 683-5061

V-811 A-901

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:46:15 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sammy Haygood 
3 Pinnacle Pt
Clayton, NC 27527-
s.haygood@att.net
(919) 763-0133

V-812 A-902

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:47:31 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

I'm not doing this for me, I don't have children and I've already lived more days than I have left. I'm doing this for
 your children because you've made it perfectly clear that you don't give a shit about them. Just something to think
 about this Holiday season while you're looking them in the eye and fucking them in the ass.

Sincerely,

James Smiley 
684 Deadmon Rd
Mocksville, NC 27028-
jaeandjan@yadtel.net
(336) 940-2618

V-813 A-903

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:50:53 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Amanda Burns 
37 Marlowe Rd
Fairview, NC 28730-
amanda8lynn@hotmail.com
(828) 582-6076

V-814 A-904

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:53:55 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Fosnaught 
224 Marsh Ave
Raleigh, NC 27606-
marynhans@aol.com
(919) 271-8680

V-815 A-905

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:56:09 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jacqueline Sices 
750 Weaver Dairy Rd Apt 140
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
david.sices@dartmouth.edu
(919) 918-3530

V-816 A-906

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:57:38 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Judy Schlegel 
2629 Camellia Dr
Durham, NC 27705-
plumheadschlegel@gmail.com
(919) 383-4896

V-817 A-907

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:58:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ashley Calhoun 
197 White Oak Rd
Waynesville, NC 28785-
amcalhoun2000@yahoo.com
(865) 661-1671

V-818 A-908

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:58:28 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bill Gowan 
2424 Trinity Farms Rd
Raleigh, NC 27607-
bgowan@gmail.com
(919) 834-1859

V-819 A-909

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:58:52 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Edna Perrine 
604 Croatan Ave
Manteo, NC 27954-
ednajohn@embarqmail.com
(252) 473-2025

V-820 A-910

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:59:04 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sigrid Hice 
1450 Lillian Ln
Hickory, NC 28602-
bookartist1450@yahoo.com
(828) 294-1561

V-821 A-911

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:59:17 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Christine Drea 
1709 Rosedale Ave
Durham, NC 27707-
cdrea@duke.edu
(919) 401-5901

V-822 A-912

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:59:35 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patty Shipman 
3140 Chatham Church Rd
Moncure, NC 27559-
pat.shipman9@gmail.com
(919) 342-5579

V-823 A-913

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:59:56 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lucille Harris 
504 Fredricksburg Rd
Matthews, NC 28105-
westie60@carolina.rr.com
(704) 497-6540

V-824 A-914

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:00:22 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Linda Orr 
100 Sam McClure Rd
Franklin, NC 28734-
ncdovechild@yahoo.com
(828) 369-5211

V-825 A-915

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:04:02 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joni Boaz 
1017 Lilly Dr
Tobaccoville, NC 27050-
joni.boaz@duke-energy.com
(336) 983-2078

V-826 A-916

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:04:15 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ariana Gabriel 
314 Oak Pl
Asheville, NC 28803-
arianagrace99@gmail.com
(828) 505-4910

V-827 A-917

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:04:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Goodkind 
23 Ridgefield Pl
Biltmore Forest, NC 28803-
mary@lindleyg.com
(828) 424-7151

V-828 A-918

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:05:15 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ruth Miller 
1819 Billabong Ln
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
ruthmiller@me.com
(555) 555-5555

V-829 A-919

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:07:09 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dina Cain 
2068 Cool Shade Dr
Sophia, NC 27350-
dinabutton@gmail.com
(336) 491-5282

V-830 A-920

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:08:04 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

LOUISE Koslofsky 
8300 Bromley Rd
Hillsborough, NC 27278-
lkoslofsky@hotmail.com
(919) 477-1963

V-831 A-921

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:09:22 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Eleanor Eltoft 
1615 Country Ln
Creedmoor, NC 27522-
elandale@gmail.com
(919) 528-4444

V-832 A-922

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:10:26 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Paulla Dixon 
4005 Halifax Rd
Wilmington, NC 28403-
pdixon1218@gmail.com
(910) 685-6897

V-833 A-923

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:10:39 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Helms 
215 Parker Rd
Gates, NC 27937-
dennishelms@embarqmail.com
(252) 357-1745

V-834 A-924

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:11:29 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Beth Higley 
459 Church Hill St
Fleetwood, NC 28626-
inmygarden55@gmail.com
(828) 406-5536

V-835 A-925

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:13:29 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gregory Boyd 
320 W Martin St
Raleigh, NC 27601-
gregboyd73@gmail.com
(919) 368-5584

V-836 A-926

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:14:31 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions. In my opinion, this would also be a major catalyst for job growth and
 corporate relocations too.

Sincerely,

Simon Allen 
5012 Pomfret Pt
Raleigh, NC 27612-
spmallen@yahoo.co.uk
(917) 213-4331

V-837 A-927

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:15:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Jones 
908 Carter Ave
Durham, NC 27703-
kennethlamon10@gmail.com
(919) 596-7764

V-838 A-928

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:15:35 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Christie Binzen 
2009 Metts Ave
Wilmington, NC 28403-
cbinzen@yahoo.com
(910) 523-5840

V-839 A-929
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:15:52 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Christie Binzen 
2009 Metts Ave
Wilmington, NC 28403-
cbinzen@yahoo.com
(910) 523-5840

V-840 A-930
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:17:28 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nina Marable 
502 N Shore Dr
Sunset Beach, NC 28468-
ninam@atmc.net
111-111-1111

V-841 A-931
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:18:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Martin Wilcox 
5174 Swepsonville Saxapahaw Rd
Graham, NC 27253-
martin.wilcox@live.com
(336) 567-7244

V-842 A-932
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:18:49 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nancee Neel 
3 Raven Rock Dr
Asheville, NC 28806-
nanceen@bellsouth.net
(205) 616-8751

V-843 A-933

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:23:00 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jeanne Gibbs 
PO Box 303
Benson, NC 27504-
jeannegibbs@centurylink.net
(919) 894-1688

V-844 A-934
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:23:01 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Martha Brimm 
7 Surrey Ln
Durham, NC 27707-
mcb44444@aol.com
(919) 493-1775

V-845 A-935

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:24:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Judith Brown 
22318 Market St
Cornelius, NC 28031-
jgbstudioone@gmail.com
(704) 439-0311

V-846 A-936
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:24:25 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Peter Jackson 
157 Shadow Run Rd
Hendersonville, NC 28792-
pete4159@gmail.com
(267) 265-5751

V-847 A-937
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:26:27 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Geri Conley 
1329 4th Ave W Apt B
Hendersonville, NC 28739-
geri5@att.net
(828) 699-8632

V-848 A-938
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:27:58 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James Steedman 
4600 Crowne Lake Cir
Jamestown, NC 27282-
timsteed@live.com
(919) 770-0477

V-849 A-939
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:28:00 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Todd Crawford 
918 N New River Dr # 735
Surf City, NC 28445-
toddatloggerhead@gmail.com
(910) 612-9900

V-850 A-940

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:28:01 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dolores Brigham 
4 Fox Den Rd
Asheville, NC 28805-
k9capers32@gmail.com
(828) 424-7014

V-851 A-941

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:28:03 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dolores Brigham 
4 Fox Den Rd
Asheville, NC 28805-
k9capers32@gmail.com
(828) 424-7014

V-852 A-942

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:28:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dolores Brigham 
4 Fox Den Rd
Asheville, NC 28805-
k9capers32@gmail.com
(828) 424-7014

V-853 A-943

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:28:36 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Alan Katzer 
2700 Reynolda Rd Apt 1202
Winston Salem, NC 27106-
katzer.alan@gmail.com
no phone number

V-854 A-944

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:30:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

K Liddle 
1815 Deer St
Charlotte, NC 28214-
kathryne88@hotmail.com
(704) 394-6134

V-855 A-945

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:31:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Grant 
15069 Santa Lucia Dr
Charlotte, NC 28277-
bec7y@carolina.rr.com
(980) 939-1810

V-856 A-946

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: pollution and climate change
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:32:26 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nan Martin 
1110 Pebble Creek Crossing
Durham, NC 27713-
nanpmartrin@yahoo.com
(919) 467-5338

V-857 A-947

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:32:31 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Laurie Pearson 
147 Coronilla Road
Mooresville, NC 28117-
lalupry@aol.com
(704) 360-4255

V-858 A-948

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:33:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Miles Varner 
114 NW 3rd St
Oak Island, NC 28465-
milesav@earthlink.net
(910) 933-4219

V-859 A-949

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:33:24 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bob Simons 
755 Timberlane Trl
Salisbury, NC 28147-
utt2000@yahoo.com
(704) 279-8132

V-860 A-950

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:34:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Harrison Marshall 
504 Greenwood Cir
Cary, NC 27511-
harmarshall@gmail.com
(919) 264-7360

V-861 A-951

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:34:13 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Harrison Marshall 
504 Greenwood Cir
Cary, NC 27511-
harmarshall@gmail.com
(919) 264-7360

V-862 A-952

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:35:17 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kelly Nichols 
8609 Acacia Ridge Ct
Charlotte, NC 28269-
catalina2002d@yahoo.com
(704) 969-6700

V-863 A-953

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:36:23 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dean Little 
3627 Paint Fork Rd
Mars Hill, NC 28754-
deanalittle@gmail.com
(828) 689-5627

V-864 A-954

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:36:27 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

We need you help for our health and safety.  I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately,
 DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I
 respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with
 Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lowell Johnson 
222 Bay Laurel Ln
Hendersonville, NC 28791-
lrjohnson44@hotmail.com
(888) 888-8888

V-865 A-955

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:36:59 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Doris Whitfield 
109 Renwick Ct
Raleigh, NC 27615-
doris.whitfield@att.net
(919) 518-0426

V-866 A-956

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:37:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Ann Gough 
119 Robinhood Rd
Asheville, NC 28804-
maryanngough@aaocnc.com
(828) 254-6131

V-867 A-957

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:37:31 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Stoudt 
116 Jimmy Ct
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948-
mcsfes@charter.net
(252) 441-9377

V-868 A-958

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:38:34 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Smith 
1101 Grogan Rd
Stoneville, NC 27048-
lorraine_sm@yahoo.com
(336) 573-2903

V-869 A-959

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:39:07 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Reginald Martin 
3514 Ravendale Dr
Greensboro, NC 27406-
remangels1123@yahoo.com
(336) 549-3662

V-870 A-960

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:39:22 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Laurie Leverington 
2708 Thurrock Dr
Apex, NC 27539-
lleelev64@aim.com
(919) 267-3788

V-871 A-961

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:40:56 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Radke 
7524 Fairlawn Dr Apt 204
Raleigh, NC 27615-
wjradke@juno.com
(919) 844-4439

V-872 A-962

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:41:24 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. The McCrory administration needs to revise its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.  It is the RIGHT thing to do.  You are there because you are representing us,
 so do it.

Sincerely,

Robin Woods 
13639 Quixley Ln
Charlotte, NC 28273-
rwoods@poyners.com
(704) 499-8271

V-873 A-963

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:43:33 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Helmut Mueller 
409 Moonridge Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
hmueller@live.unc.edu
(919) 942-4937

V-874 A-964

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Please veto H 765
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:44:29 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gavin Dillard 
528 Padgettown Road
Gavin, NC 28711-
gavco@me.com
(828) 357-8069

V-875 A-965

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:45:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nancy Clark 
6 Lackey Ln
Asheville, NC 28804-
nancyclark@franmckendree.com
(828) 658-1527

V-876 A-966

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:48:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Hobbs 
8 Elam Ct
Durham, NC 27705-
rhobbs@maine.rr.com
(919) 287-5656

V-877 A-967

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:48:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Donald Harland 
PO Box 2080, 677 N. Luher Rd.
Candler, NC 28715-
dharland@bellsouth.net
(828) 665-9247

V-878 A-968

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:48:38 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bob Carson 
361 Dillingham Cir
Asheville, NC 28805-
rcarson31@msn.com
(828) 424-7075

V-879 A-969

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:49:09 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jeff McDermott 
1021 Bianco Dr
Raleigh, NC 27607-
profjrmvm@gmail.com
(919) 531-7570

V-880 A-970

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:49:56 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions. THE ALTERNATIVE, OF COURSE, IS SUICIDE --THE COURSE YOU
 HAVE CHOSEN. 

Sincerely,

Don Richardson 
577 Windover Dr
Brevard, NC 28712-
gaia@comporium.net
(828) 884-3435

V-881 A-971

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:50:07 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Shelton Jenkins 
200 Fairmount Way
New Bern, NC 28562-
sj45pta@yahoo.com
(252) 638-3686

V-882 A-972

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:50:38 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan.

Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the
 EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply
 with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.

I strongly encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as
 well as energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sister Mary Schmuck RSM 
101 Mercy Dr
Belmont, NC 28012-
mschmuck@mercysc.org
(704) 829-5260

V-883 A-973

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:50:54 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan.

Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the
 EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply
 with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.

I strongly encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as
 well as energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sister Mary Schmuck RSM 
101 Mercy Dr
Belmont, NC 28012-
mschmuck@mercysc.org
(704) 829-5260

V-884 A-974

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:52:09 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Socorro Sepulveda 
502 Birchwood Dr
High Point, NC 27262-
freckledorange@yahoo.com
(336) 307-1324

V-885 A-975

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:53:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Zola Packman 
1011 Nicholwood Dr Apt 201
Raleigh, NC 27605-
zmpackman@att.net
(919) 835-4745

V-886 A-976

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:57:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lawrence East 
316 Richlands Ave Apt 5
Jacksonville, NC 28540-
rstyeast@aol.com
(999) 999-9999

V-887 A-977

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:58:58 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Paul Naylor 
3508 Manford Dr
Durham, NC 27707-
naylorpaul@msn.com
(919) 493-3702

V-888 A-978

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:59:16 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Hugh Ashcraft 
2334 Ainsdale Rd
Charlotte, NC 28226-
hugh@firstchoicesigns.net
(704) 365-9683

V-889 A-979

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:59:18 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Olu Adebiyi 
820 E Garner Rd
Garner, NC 27529-
olufamilycircle1@bellsouth.net
(919) 773-1115

V-890 A-980

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:59:30 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pam Peterson 
105 Nodding Oak
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
ppeterson420@gmail.com
(919) 942-7457

V-891 A-981

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:59:59 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Zachary Keith 
8 St. Marys St #4
Raleigh, NC 27605-
zhkeith@gmail.com
(321) 356-6603

V-892 A-982

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:00:23 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Alison Smitley 
916 Devonport Dr
Raleigh, NC 27610-
alison.smitley@gmail.com
(919) 308-6406

V-893 A-983

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:00:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Norma Elrod 
221 Valley View Dr
Madison, NC 27025-
etelrod@aol.com
(336) 427-0378

V-894 A-984

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:04:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jean Ann Wheelock 
22 Hibriten Dr
Asheville, NC 28801-
jeanann.wheelock@gmail.com
(828) 255-8323

V-895 A-985
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:06:04 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Beverly Hester 
1548 Moonstone Dr
Matthews, NC 28105-
beverlyrhester@earthlink.net
(980) 339-8570

V-896 A-986

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:06:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tasha Ferguson 
3526 Fawn Hill Rd
Matthews, NC 28105-
tashaf@carolina.rr.com
(704) 846-0596

V-897 A-987

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:07:57 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Frank Princiotta 
100 Longwood Drive
Chapel Hill, 27514, NC 27514-
fprinciotta@msn.com
(919) 408-0796

V-898 A-988
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:08:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Saundra Adair 
270 Mill Shoal Mountain Rd
Brevard, NC 28712-
sandyadair7@gmail.com
(828) 883-6393

V-899 A-989
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:08:31 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

Dear Koch wannabe . Do you really want your legacy to be death  disease and filth on our planet? I would not want
 to be in your mind or the Cock Bro's.Shame on you all.

Sincerely,

Robert Stover 
1314 Florida St
High Point, NC 27262-
lilbill@northstate.net
(336) 887-0666

V-900 A-990
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:10:17 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Alan Helsing 
2500 E Indiana Ave
Southern Pines, NC 28387-
hahelsing@windstream.net
(910) 944-0583

V-901 A-991
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:12:33 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lesley Wischmann 
102 Mardella Way
Holly Ridge, NC 28445-
lesleywisch@gmail.com
(307) 399-8805

V-902 A-992
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:13:21 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mark Raymond 
PO Box 174
Dana, NC 28724-
mhjnraymond@hotmail.com
(828) 685-7629

V-903 A-993

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:14:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Diana Mclemore 
6918 Loretta Pl
Charlotte, NC 28215-
diana.mclemore@gmail.com
(704) 532-9344

V-904 A-994
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:17:56 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Thomas Sherratt 
1407 W Lakewood Ave
Durham, NC 27707-
tasherratt@aol.com
(919) 493-5798

V-905 A-995
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:19:46 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Monica Sanchez 
64 Cedar Hills Cir
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
monica.northcarolina@yahoo.com
(919) 968-6115

V-906 A-996
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:23:39 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

A governor should show responsible leadership that protects the people and the environment of our state.  You have
 shown yourself to support the interests of big business over the people of the state, and that is just not right. 

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan that is inclusive of clean energy components. Unfortunately,
 DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I
 respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with
 Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements.  These would be essential to allowing
 our grandchildren to breathe and drink clean water.

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Susan Young 
99 Old Possum Way
Murphy, NC 28906-
slyoung28906@gmail.com
(828) 516-2180

V-907 A-997
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:25:51 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Judith Young 
51 Stonebridge Dr
Asheville, NC 28805-
jayoung10@gmail.com
(828) 298-0048

V-908 A-998
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:26:31 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Margaret Silvers 
947 Highway 9 S
Mill Spring, NC 28756-
marsilvers@gmail.com
(828) 894-9365

V-909 A-999
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:31:40 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Diane Sisley 
280 Beacon Hill Ln
Hayesville, NC 28904-
dianesisley@gmail.com
(828) 290-5730

V-910 A-1000
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:33:13 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pam Dix 
11127 Aprilia Ln
Cornelius, NC 28031-
pamdix@me.com
(704) 604-5277

V-911 A-1001
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:34:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Uli Alsentzer 
103 Cabana Rd
Belhaven, NC 27810-
ualsentzer@gotricounty.com
(252) 964-4624

V-912 A-1002
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:35:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Camille Mccarthy 
11 Hyannis Dr Apt 3J
Asheville, NC 28804-
battycam@hotmail.com
(864) 202-9672

V-913 A-1003
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:36:00 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Darra Newhouse 
526 N Church St
Charlotte, NC 28202-
darra@carolina.rr.com
(704) 333-6335

V-914 A-1004
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:36:18 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Brenda Scannell 
10129 Katelyn Dr
Charlotte, NC 28269-
brnscn@carolina.rr.com
(980) 207-0903

V-915 A-1005

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:38:13 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joan Guilkey 
246 Glandon Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
jguilkey@nc.rr.com
(919) 967-6703

V-916 A-1006
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:42:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lisa Sherman 
186 Cisco Rd
Asheville, NC 28805-
lisashermanavl@gmail.com
(828) 298-5106

V-917 A-1007
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:42:52 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Protecting clean air and water is the most vital responsibility of all men and women who seek leadership positions in
 our government. To do otherwise is foolish and negligent.

Sincerely,

Christian Smith 
1213 Stockton Rd
Kinston, NC 28504-
databasemaker@mac.com
(252) 527-8922

V-918 A-1008
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:43:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ann Prince 
9808 Leslie Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
irisgentian@gmail.com
(919) 929-4207

V-919 A-1009
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:44:51 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Don Weber 
121 Channel Dr N
Wrightsville Beach, NC 28480-
don82much@gmail.com
(910) 509-1650

V-920 A-1010
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:45:29 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ann Prince 
9808 Leslie Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
irisgentian@gmail.com
(919) 929-4207

V-921 A-1011
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:45:38 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Wanda Bass 
410 Liberty St
Durham, NC 27701-
wanda_bass@hotmail.com
(980) 213-7036

V-922 A-1012
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:47:00 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lisa Sherman 
186 Cisco Road
Asheville, NC 28805-
l.sherman@btopenworld.com
8289742599

V-923 A-1013
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:48:18 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

K Dacey 
301 N Trade St
Tryon, NC 28782-
gcpdacey@windstream.net
(828) 859-1239

V-924 A-1014
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:54:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Hyman 
4029 Bamburgh Ln
Apex, NC 27539-
rmhyman@nc.rr.com
(919) 362-8524

V-925 A-1015

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:54:55 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Eileen Juric 
511 Adams St
Raleigh, NC 27605-
eileenjuric@att.net
(919) 833-5485

V-926 A-1016
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:55:13 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ken Moore 
351 Old Fayetteville Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
kmoore3@email.unc.edu
(919) 967-5734

V-927 A-1017
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 11:05:35 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nancy Acopine 
81 Lakeshore Dr
Asheville, NC 28804-
nancyacopine@gmail.com
(828) 505-1349

V-928 A-1018
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 11:10:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

sharon mora 
PO Box 97
Whittier, NC 28789-
sharon.mora31@yahoo.com
(828) 497-7293

V-929 A-1019
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 11:14:07 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Andre Meaux 
6016 Dixon Dr
Raleigh, NC 27609-
mrunc07@gmail.com
(248) 894-7302

V-930 A-1020
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 11:17:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Laura Lansford 
130 Leisure Ln
Salisbury, NC 28146-
laura2@willjordan.com
(704) 421-8955

V-931 A-1021
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 11:18:29 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Laura Lansford 
130 Leisure Ln
Salisbury, NC 28146-
laura2@willjordan.com
(704) 421-8955

V-932 A-1022
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 11:21:57 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lynne C 
5012 Lipscomb Dr
Garner, NC 27529-
catslc@aol.com
(919) 553-8612

V-933 A-1023
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 11:26:07 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Csernecky 
42 Sunfield Dr
Carolina Shores, NC 28467-
mrmustache@atmc.net
(910) 579-9520

V-934 A-1024
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 11:27:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Walter Kross 
32 Imperial Dr
Hendersonville, NC 28792-
wkrb5@yahoo.com
(609) 954-2176

V-935 A-1025
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 11:28:12 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lee Barrentine 
12633 Woodside Falls Rd
Pineville, NC 28134-
barrentinelee@gmail.com
(704) 544-9076

V-936 A-1026
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 11:31:27 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rollin Shaw 
514 E New Jersey Ave
Southern Pines, NC 28387-
rfsshaw@penickvillage.org
(910) 624-8550

V-937 A-1027
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 11:33:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Becca Greenstein 
800 Pritchard Avenue Ext Apt B
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
rlgreenst@yahoo.com
(857) 636-8159

V-938 A-1028
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 11:34:02 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Raymond 
3026 Silky Dogwood Trl
Apex, NC 27502-
marray45@yahoo.com
(919) 387-4745

V-939 A-1029
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 11:42:43 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

Please support a strong and fair state Clean Power Plan. I don't believe DEQ's proposed rules come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I am requesting that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

Our state should build upon North Carolina's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  The plan put forth by the Department of Environmental
 Quality is disappointing in that it does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

North Carolina should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make significant carbon
 dioxide reductions.  I believe this is crucial to the future of this state.  Thank you for considering my concerns.

Sincerely,

Nancy Reid 
3903 Obriant Pl
Greensboro, NC 27410-
nancycr99@yahoo.com
(336) 617-4641

V-940 A-1030
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 11:43:57 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Matthew Peters 
2800 Pearwood Ct
Matthews, NC 28105-
matthewpp51@gmail.com
7049079204

V-941 A-1031
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 11:45:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ulaine Washington 
326 Forrest St
Hillsborough, NC 27278-
urwashington@earthlink.net
(919) 245-3009

V-942 A-1032
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 11:51:39 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Debbie Kenyon 
509 Gablefield Ln
Apex, NC 27502-
dcjkenyon@aol.com
(919) 303-6906

V-943 A-1033
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 11:58:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Wanda Williams 
127 Oak St
Rocky Mount, NC 27804-
iloveu4reel@yahoo.com
(252) 266-4128

V-944 A-1034
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 11:58:33 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Susan Taylor 
53 Walker Town Rd
Black Mountain, NC 28711-
sjtaylor1@charter.net
(828) 357-8128

V-945 A-1035
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 12:23:16 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

David Williams 
12 Willoughby Run Dr
Asheville, NC 28803-
dmw1nc@aol.com
(828) 687-2835

V-946 A-1036
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 12:27:10 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Judith Williams 
16 Vance Cir
Lexington, NC 27292-
judithjw@yahoo.com
(336) 248-6530

V-947 A-1037
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 12:30:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michelle Rossi 
19 rabbit hill Rd
Fairview, NC 28730-
michelle-rossi@live.com
(828) 423-6053

V-948 A-1038
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 12:31:19 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Chanda Farley 
117 Ford St
Canton, NC 28716-
raptured_night18@yahoo.com
(000) 000-0000

V-949 A-1039
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 12:32:46 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bill Crowley 
604 Mountain Quail Dr
Charlotte, NC 28216-
billcrowley37@twc.com
(260) 602-7190

V-950 A-1040
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 12:33:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Isaac Coleman 
11 Elkwood Ave
Asheville, NC 28804-
ikecoleman@outlook.com
(828) 231-2990

V-951 A-1041
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 12:34:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Anara Brinmere 
650 Caribou Rd Apt 210
Asheville, NC 28803-
abrinmere@gmail.com
(828) 775-7411

V-952 A-1042
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 12:36:26 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patricia Postel 
7231 Meeting St
Charlotte, NC 28210-
savannahpap@aol.com
(980) 498-2839

V-953 A-1043
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 12:37:36 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

David Borr 
38 Slide Rock Way
Fairview, NC 28730-
db49494@gmail.com
(616) 494-9205

V-954 A-1044
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 12:39:22 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Steve Bakeeff 
165 Wintercrest Dr
Concord, NC 28025-
eeff27@yahoo.com
(980) 248-3098

V-955 A-1045
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 12:46:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Wendt 
1813 Sarazen Pl
Raleigh, NC 27615-
mmwendt@mindspring.com
(919) 790-0280

V-956 A-1046
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 12:46:59 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kelly Powell 
pob 2087
Drexel, NC 28619-
icesquatch@live.com
(828) 448-2175

V-957 A-1047
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 12:48:31 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bill Groves 
738 Middle Skeenah Rd
Franklin, NC 28734-
okiedokey7@sbcglobal.net
(828) 371-6803

V-958 A-1048
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 12:57:32 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Donna Wagoner 
1484 Quarry Rd
Woodleaf, NC 27054-
wagoner.donna@gmail.com
(704) 657-6225

V-959 A-1049
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 12:59:10 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Emmy Moore 
2110 Saint Marys St
Raleigh, NC 27608-
emmym@nc.rr.com
(919) 571-3336

V-960 A-1050
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 1:09:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cashin Hunt 
2333 Rosewood Ave
Winston Salem, NC 27103-
cashinhunt@gmail.com
(336) 354-8548

V-961 A-1051
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 1:09:56 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Leslie Hutcherson 
415 Crescent Ave
Hendersonville, NC 28792-
leslieannhutcherson@yahoo.com
(828) 697-5885

V-962 A-1052
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 1:11:22 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Smith 
11 Forest Berry Rd
Fletcher, NC 28732-
liz@ncsmiths.com
no sorry

V-963 A-1053
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 1:20:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Debby Genz 
350 Sunset Dr
Asheville, NC 28804-
dgenz@skyrunner.net
(828) 216-2018

V-964 A-1054
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 1:25:52 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jamie Abeln 
313 Ivywood Ln
Raeford, NC 28376-
jabeln83@hotmail.com
(910) 922-6001

V-965 A-1055
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 1:26:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Karen Savage 
2300 Sharpe Rd
Greensboro, NC 27406-
krsavage@triad.rr.com
(336) 285-5095

V-966 A-1056
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 1:29:34 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bette-Burr Fenley 
211 Carolina Meadows Villa
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
bbfenley3@gmail.com
(919) 537-8071

V-967 A-1057
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 1:30:21 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bette-Burr Fenley 
211 Carolina Meadows Villa
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
bbfenley3@gmail.com
(919) 537-8071

V-968 A-1058
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 1:35:11 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Evelyn Coltman 
90 Evergreen Cir
Waynesville, NC 28786-
evelyn3226@charter.net
(828) 648-3226

V-969 A-1059
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 1:37:02 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Margie Zalesak 
205 McCleary Ct
Raleigh, NC 27607-
mezalesak@msn.com
(919) 858-0677

V-970 A-1060
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 1:39:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Edith Simpson 
15 Springdale Rd
Asheville, NC 28805-
mailedie@aol.com
(828) 505-3393

V-971 A-1061
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 1:40:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jon Harper 
1024 Gold Rock Ln
Morrisville, NC 27560-
jonharper62@gmail.com
(919) 559-7987

V-972 A-1062
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 1:48:04 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

George Phillips 
124 Fidelity St Apt 36
Carrboro, NC 27510-
nctrack@gmail.com
(919) 969-7145

V-973 A-1063
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 1:49:04 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Jacobson 
141 Ethel Ln
Statesville, NC 28625-
suzylee182@gmail.com
(000) 000-0000

V-974 A-1064
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 1:52:05 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bonnie B Derr 
3927 Kelly Dr
Durham, NC 27707-
bbderr@nc.rr.com
(919) 489-7138

V-975 A-1065
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 1:56:40 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

George Ferris 
921 Alba Rose Ave
Wake Forest, NC 27587-
geowheel@yahoo.com
(919) 602-9690

V-976 A-1066
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 1:57:34 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carol Ann Minor 
10372 Singletree Ln
Davidson, NC 28036-
cminor27@windstream.net
(704) 938-9103

V-977 A-1067
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 2:03:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Zeleny Terretta 
104 Prescott Dr
Durham, NC 27712-
zeleny@terretta.com
(919) 383-5073

V-978 A-1068

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 2:08:22 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Karen Boger 
1000 SPRING GARDEN St
Greensboro, NC 27412-
keboger@uncg.edu
(336) 776-8524

V-979 A-1069
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 2:44:59 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Andrea Poole 
2174 Skyview Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28304-
darlinnikki2928@gmail.com
(910) 816-7004

V-980 A-1070
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 2:53:37 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gregory Boyd 
320 W Martin St
Raleigh, NC 27601-
gregboyd73@gmail.com
(919) 368-5584

V-981 A-1071
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 2:55:48 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James Zizzo 
2304 Wrightsville Ave Apt 106
Wilmington, NC 28403-
jzizzo@ec.rr.com
(910) 762-6218

V-982 A-1072
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 2:57:58 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Peter Roda 
20 Pine Meadow Dr
Asheville, NC 28804-
peterroda@gmail.com
(828) 253-2581

V-983 A-1073

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:04:37 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Adrian Smith 
PO Box 265
Moncure, NC 27559-
adsmith57@charter.net
(919) 542-3807

V-984 A-1074

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:07:15 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Glenn Rape 
2921 Aprilia Ln
Monroe, NC 28112-
glennrape@earthlink.net
(704) 764-4459

V-985 A-1075

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:07:43 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lisa Neste 
4437 Garden Club St
High Point, NC 27265-
lilmouse1213@earthlink.net
(336) 259-6096

V-986 A-1076

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:11:35 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Barbara Harvey 
102 Ayr Ct
Cary, NC 27511-
barharvey@aol.com
(919) 388-7618

V-987 A-1077

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:19:11 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ruth Talley 
212 Pollock St
Beaufort, NC 28516-
rkk29@live.com
(908) 448-6818

V-988 A-1078

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:20:58 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Poynton 
6100 W Friendly Ave Apt 3301
Greensboro, NC 27410-
ejp4@fastmail.fm
(336) 676-6194

V-989 A-1079

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:23:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

George Spruill 
134 Elizabeth Ct
Murfreesboro, NC 27855-
gmspruill@yahoo.com
(252) 398-3979

V-990 A-1080
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:28:06 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Connie Nowlin 
100 Emory Pl
Huntersville, NC 28078-
phillipnowlin@att.net
(704) 947-8574

V-991 A-1081
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:43:05 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Terry Atwood 
443 Jade Dr
Clyde, NC 28721-
freddyterry@bellsouth.net
(828) 627-0407

V-992 A-1082
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:44:16 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Freddy Atwood 
443 JADE DR
CLYDE, NC 28721-
freddyterry@bellsouth.net
8286270407

V-993 A-1083

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:44:19 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Freddy Atwood 
443 JADE DR
CLYDE, NC 28721-
freddyterry@bellsouth.net
8286270407

V-994 A-1084

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:44:33 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Freddy Atwood 
443 JADE DR
CLYDE, NC 28721-
freddyterry@bellsouth.net
8286270407

V-995 A-1085

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:44:36 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Freddy Atwood 
443 JADE DR
CLYDE, NC 28721-
freddyterry@bellsouth.net
8286270407

V-996 A-1086
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:44:58 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Freddy Atwood 
443 JADE DR
CLYDE, NC 28721-
freddyterry@bellsouth.net
8286270407

V-997 A-1087
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:45:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Freddy Atwood 
443 JADE DR
CLYDE, NC 28721-
freddyterry@bellsouth.net
8286270407

V-998 A-1088
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:45:09 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Freddy Atwood 
443 JADE DR
CLYDE, NC 28721-
freddyterry@bellsouth.net
8286270407

V-999 A-1089
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:45:09 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Freddy Atwood 
443 JADE DR
CLYDE, NC 28721-
freddyterry@bellsouth.net
8286270407

V-1000 A-1090
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:45:23 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Freddy Atwood 
443 JADE DR
CLYDE, NC 28721-
freddyterry@bellsouth.net
8286270407

V-1001 A-1091
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:45:23 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Freddy Atwood 
443 JADE DR
CLYDE, NC 28721-
freddyterry@bellsouth.net
8286270407

V-1002 A-1092
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:45:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Freddy Atwood 
443 JADE DR
CLYDE, NC 28721-
freddyterry@bellsouth.net
8286270407

V-1003 A-1093
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:45:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Freddy Atwood 
443 JADE DR
CLYDE, NC 28721-
freddyterry@bellsouth.net
8286270407

V-1004 A-1094
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:45:33 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Freddy Atwood 
443 JADE DR
CLYDE, NC 28721-
freddyterry@bellsouth.net
8286270407

V-1005 A-1095
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:45:37 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Freddy Atwood 
443 JADE DR
CLYDE, NC 28721-
freddyterry@bellsouth.net
8286270407

V-1006 A-1096
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:47:11 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

George Neste 
4437 Garden Club St
High Point, NC 27265-
nastygeorge59@earthlink.net
(336) 847-8741

V-1007 A-1097
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:47:56 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Natty Traywick 
110 Coorsdale Dr
Cary, NC 27511-
egzofern@aol.com
(919) 455-1597

V-1008 A-1098
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 3:52:03 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

George Neste 
4437 Garden Club Street
High Point, NC 27265-
nastygeorge59@earthlink.net
3368478741

V-1009 A-1099
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 4:00:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Rae 
400 Briarpatch Ln
Charlotte, NC 28211-
jrae@fmarion.edu
(843) 615-6154

V-1010 A-1100
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 4:31:34 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gus Preschle 
7711 Lasater Rd
Clemmons, NC 27012-
exploor@triad.rr.com
(336) 201-2026

V-1011 A-1101
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 4:32:06 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nicole Salkin 
401 Miller St
Winston Salem, NC 27103-
nchoiniere@earthlink.net
(336) 721-0806

V-1012 A-1102
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 4:46:34 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nancy Bradley 
3528 Castlegate Dr
Raleigh, NC 27616-
nabbyanne@bellsouth.net
(919) 266-4974

V-1013 A-1103
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 4:49:17 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Donna Roper 
9 Blossom Rd
Sylva, NC 28779-
donnawonderland@yahoo.com
(828) 506-3676

V-1014 A-1104
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 4:49:52 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carol Thompson 
1621 Willomore St
Greensboro, NC 27403-
carolthompson3@gmail.com
(336) 272-3245

V-1015 A-1105
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 4:51:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Deborah Milkowski 
2610 Old Cherry Point Rd
New Bern, NC 28560-
debbie.carl@suddenlink.net
(252) 571-4330

V-1016 A-1106
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 4:52:02 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Janet Smith 
1602 Hollybriar Ln
Greenville, NC 27858-
ncsierracg@gmail.com
(252) 321-2982

V-1017 A-1107
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 4:55:32 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

Our state should indeed first take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing
 carbon pollution. Consumers badly need to reduce their energy consumption and power bills.

I strongly encourage DEQ to revise the proposed NC Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind,
 as well as energy efficiency. North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate
 clean, renewable energy that will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the initial plan put
 forth by the Department of Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy production requirements
 or initiatives.

I hope the McCrory administration takes advantage of this opportunity to enhance our future. I look forward to
 reading and perhaps commenting on its plan as revised to better protect our communities and make more significant
 carbon dioxide reductions.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Berg 
6 Rosemary Trl
Flat Rock, NC 28731-
cshapenote@hotmail.com
(828) 696-1996

V-1018 A-1108
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 4:58:20 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Todd Patton 
4512 Bracada Dr
Durham, NC 27705-
tcpatton@mindspring.com
(919) 309-2447

V-1019 A-1109
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 5:02:05 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Chelsea Barnes 
2505 Tryon Pines Dr
Raleigh, NC 27603-
chelsearuth@gmail.com
(614) 205-6424

V-1020 A-1110
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 5:08:09 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Thomas Mutton 
3965 Huddington Ct.
Winston-Salem, NC 27106-
tpmutton@aol.com
(336) 765-3973

V-1021 A-1111
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 5:08:21 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Susan Allen 
6824 Gloucester Rd
Raleigh, NC 27612-
su.allen50@gmail.com
(111) 111-1111

V-1022 A-1112
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 5:24:23 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Herman Schiller 
5508 Gondolier Dr
New Bern, NC 28560-
hschiller2@suddenlink.net
(252) 637-9656

V-1023 A-1113
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 5:31:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ray Langan 
269 Plaza Drive Ext
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
itsraysan@yahoo.com
(919) 929-6772

V-1024 A-1114
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 5:36:32 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Olga Pader 
262 Mine Valley Trl
Franklin, NC 28734-
olgapader@frontier.com
(828) 369-2457

V-1025 A-1115
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 6:01:41 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Clegg 
109 Sagewood Rd
Jamestown, NC 27282-
williamr.clegg@yahoo.com
(336) 963-1773

V-1026 A-1116
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 6:13:18 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Don Hill 
226 Academy St
Franklinville, NC 27248-
dhill140@triad.rr.com
(336) 824-2139

V-1027 A-1117
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 6:45:54 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

peter jackson 
157 shadowrun road
hendersonville, NC 28792-
pete4159@gmail.com
(267) 265-5751

V-1028 A-1118
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 7:01:33 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Linda Baker 
4359 frying pan rd
Southport, NC 28461-
diggersmom2003@tampabay.rr.com
(352) 422-3522

V-1029 A-1119
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 7:02:17 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Frances Reynolds 
302 Sedgebrook Dr
Cary, NC 27511-
herculeswinkie@gmail.com
(919) 218-0872

V-1030 A-1120
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 7:21:11 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Heidi Haehlen 
PO Box 1950
Clyde, NC 28721-
flutecat8@yahoo.com
(541) 292-3110

V-1031 A-1121
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 7:23:28 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Steve Copulsky 
6614 Lynn Ave
Charlotte, NC 28226-
scopulsky@mindspring.com
(704) 543-7493

V-1032 A-1122
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 7:40:12 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I agree with the following:

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

David Shelton 
329 Grady McNeilly Rd
Casar, NC 28020-
smytor@yahoo.com
(704) 538-9133

V-1033 A-1123
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 7:46:06 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ann Henry 
473 Union St S
Concord, NC 28025-
anncoogan@gmail.com
(704) 425-6622

V-1034 A-1124
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 7:53:21 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Justin Pearce 
1422 James St Apt B
Durham, NC 27707-
jp@justinpearce.com
(310) 985-5911

V-1035 A-1125
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 8:56:36 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Thomas 
907 Tanglewood Dr
Cary, NC 27511-
frog.pond@mindspring.com
(919) 460-8909

V-1036 A-1126
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:06:04 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Shannon Mccormick 
95 Mills Gap Rd Apt 22B
Asheville, NC 28803-
sc.mccormick@gmail.com
(828) 681-8752

V-1037 A-1127
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:08:31 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jill Lazina 
1255 Childers Rd
Cleveland, NC 27013-
j.lazina@gmail.com
(704) 278-0009

V-1038 A-1128
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:10:13 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Wesley Weaver 
342 Dogwood Knl
Boone, NC 28607-
weaverwm@bellsouth.net
(828) 264-9316

V-1039 A-1129
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:10:51 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mathew Wahrman 
5725 Tarawa Blvd
Tarawa Terrace, NC 28543-
imaginativeexplorer@gmail.com
(210) 439-6077

V-1040 A-1130
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:34:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stratford Kay 
3409 Laura Ashley Cir
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526-
stratfordkay1945@gmail.com
(919) 356-0832

V-1041 A-1131
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:48:54 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Judith Maglione 
10 Moreview Dr
Asheville, NC 28803-
maglionic1@aol.com
(828) 277-8481

V-1042 A-1132
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:51:11 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tammy Barr 
4222 Garden St
Winston Salem, NC 27105-
mamabookelf@yahoo.com
(336) 546-9535

V-1043 A-1133
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:51:38 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Frank Lorch 
1522 Lynway Dr
Charlotte, NC 28203-
franklorch@yahoo.com
(704) 442-2539

V-1044 A-1134
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:53:58 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Adam Versenyi 
205 Oleander Rd
Carrboro, NC 27510-
glideradam@gmail.com
(919) 824-9418

V-1045 A-1135
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:08:41 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Swett 
301 Montreat Rd
Black Mountain, NC 28711-
robert.swett@att.net
(828) 357-8210

V-1046 A-1136
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:22:17 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Doug Wingeier 
266 Merrimon Ave
Asheville, NC 28801-
dcwing@main.nc.us
(828) 246-4885

V-1047 A-1137
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:29:59 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tyndall Harris 
216 Nicks Bnd E
Pittsboro, NC 27312-
tyndallharris@mac.com
(919) 942-5678

V-1048 A-1138
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 10:45:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Vikki Husband 
860 Raleigh Ct
Gastonia, NC 28054-
vhusband@carolina.rr.com
(704) 860-9481

V-1049 A-1139
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 12:28:02 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lisa Merchant 
503 Pasquenoke Trl
Edenton, NC 27932-
llittlelucylou@yahoo.com
(919) 616-5458

V-1050 A-1140

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 12:49:22 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Burt Aycock 
132 N Longmeadow Rd
Greenville, NC 27858-
burtaycockjr@gmail.com
(252) 758-8572

V-1051 A-1141
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 1:29:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Martha Spencer 
988 Henry Mountain Rd
Brevard, NC 28712-
spencer_martha@hotmail.com
(828) 885-2680

V-1052 A-1142
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 1:52:35 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bruce Stevenson 
1912 Trawick Rd
Raleigh, NC 27604-
bruce@brucestevenson.com
(919) 872-3609

V-1053 A-1143
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 1:53:25 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bruce Stevenson 
1912 Trawick Rd
Raleigh, NC 27604-
bruce@brucestevenson.com
(919) 872-3609

V-1054 A-1144
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 3:53:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Phillips 
1914 Sutphin Rd
Sanford, NC 27330-
hphillipsjr@charter.net
(919) 718-5630

V-1055 A-1145
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 4:10:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michel Parein 
193 Stadium Drive
Boone, NC 28608-
msk@telenet.be
50620126

V-1056 A-1146
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 4:20:03 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jan Glenn 
215 5th Ave SE
Conover, NC 28613-
jglenn@concordianc.org
(828) 465-4647

V-1057 A-1147
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 5:55:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kevin O'Donnell 
808 Ward St
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
kevinodonnell1@att.net
(919) 962-3728

V-1058 A-1148
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 7:06:26 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Martin 
3608 Kemble Ridge Dr
Wake Forest, NC 27587-
kathy@card-blanc.com
(919) 562-5156

V-1059 A-1149
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 7:29:34 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sherry Washam 
14330 Beatties Ford Rd
Huntersville, NC 28078-
sherry.hawley.washam@gmail.com
(704) 651-1519

V-1060 A-1150
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 8:25:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Wakeman 
2710 Azalea Dr
Greensboro, NC 27407-
mkwakeman1@gmail.com
(336) 294-2899

V-1061 A-1151
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 11:38:25 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ronken Lynton 
458 Fearrington Post
Pittsboro, NC 27312-
ronlynton@gmail.com
(919) 542-0020

V-1062 A-1152
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 12:57:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephen And Donna Knowlton 
1045 Flat Rock Rd
Reidsville, NC 27320-
stephendknowltonmd@gmail.com
(336) 349-7114

V-1063 A-1153
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 3:21:36 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Samuel Rees 
821 E Country Club Rd
Mount Airy, NC 27030-
stonecoldsam311@cs.com
(336) 786-6204

V-1064 A-1154

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 3:58:59 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Berry Lee 
213 Dacian Ave
Durham, NC 27701-
xbor8@aol.com
(919) 667-0273

V-1065 A-1155
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 5:27:39 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Paul Mccauley 
1696 Couchs Fish Lake Rd
State Road, NC 28676-
padrepaul@embarqmail.com
(336) 874-8132

V-1066 A-1156
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 5:57:24 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joanne Nikides 
5106A Murphy School Rd
Durham, NC 27705-
nikidesj@msn.com
(919) 425-0870

V-1067 A-1157
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 6:11:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joanne Nikides 
5106A Murphy School Rd
Durham, NC 27705-
nikidesj@msn.com
(919) 425-0870

V-1068 A-1158
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 7:23:02 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Baer 
306 Lakemont Trl
Mount Airy, NC 27030-
cindytbaer@yahoo.com
(336) 786-9500

V-1069 A-1159
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 8:56:38 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Barry Cheney 
104 39th Avenue Pl NW
Hickory, NC 28601-
bcheney58@gmail.com
(828) 324-2885
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 11:53:38 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

doug Wingeier 
266 Merrimon AVe.
Asheville, NC 28801-
dcwing@main.nc.us
(828) 246-4885

V-1071 A-1161

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 11:54:45 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Doug Wingeier 
266 Merrimon AVe.
Asheville, NC 28801-
dcwing@main.nc.us
(828) 246-4885

V-1072 A-1162

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 11:56:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Doug Wingeier 
266 Merrimon AVe.
Asheville, NC 28801-
dcwing@main.nc.us
(828) 246-4885

V-1073 A-1163

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 27, 2015 12:30:34 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Neva Duncan Tabb 
31 Midland Dr
Waynesville, NC 28785-
nduncant@verizon.net
(828) 926-5546

V-1074 A-1164
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 27, 2015 6:33:24 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Anne Stephens 
8529 Condor Cir
Charlotte, NC 28269-
bastephens@carolina.rr.com
(704) 948-1968

V-1075 A-1165
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 27, 2015 8:15:31 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bethany Sinnott 
785 Hope Hill Rd
Salisbury, NC 28147-
bethanysinnott@hotmail.com
(704) 637-0136

V-1076 A-1166

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 27, 2015 8:20:04 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Diane Foster 
284 Easy Wind Ln
Garner, NC 27529-
drfoster@nc.rr.com
(919) 539-5290

V-1077 A-1167

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 27, 2015 12:06:20 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Bryan 
3323 Carnegie Ln
Matthews, NC 28105-
eagleeye1967@gmail.com
(704) 545-1056

V-1078 A-1168

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 27, 2015 1:56:03 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Zeggert 
1480 Saint Johns Church Rd
Concord, NC 28025-
jpz@ctc.net
(704) 436-8554

V-1079 A-1169

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 27, 2015 2:27:59 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Thomas Mutton 
3965 Huddington Ct.
Winston-Salwm, NC 27106-
tpmutton@aol.com
(336) 765-3973

V-1080 A-1170

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 27, 2015 6:31:28 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michelle Wright 
203A Justice St
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
michellewookie@yahoo.com
(336) 249-0871

V-1081 A-1171
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 2:30:40 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ken Mauney 
4012 Angier Ave
Durham, NC 27703-
kennethdmauney@yahoo.com
(919) 598-8435

V-1082 A-1172
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 10:55:59 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lynn Spees 
280 28th Avenue Pl NE
Hickory, NC 28601-
lspees@charter.net
(828) 328-6367

V-1083 A-1173
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:10:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Marvin Winstead,Jr. 
540 Sandy Cross Rd
Nashville, NC 27856-
marwinstead@gmail.com
(252) 459-2544

V-1084 A-1174
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 8:32:49 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lue Simopoulos 
6710 Green Rise Rd
Hillsborough, NC 27278-
lue@lylue.com
(919) 933-0344

V-1085 A-1175
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 10:53:01 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephen Boletchek 
1106 Elbury Dr
Apex, NC 27502-
sboletchek@gmail.com
9193879588

V-1086 A-1176
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 10:53:26 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephen Boletchek 
1106 Elbury Dr
Apex, NC 27502-
sboletchek@gmail.com
9193879588

V-1087 A-1177
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 10:54:15 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephen Boletchek 
1106 Elbury Dr
Apex, NC 27502-
sboletchek@gmail.com
9193879588

V-1088 A-1178
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:07:09 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Arianne Hartsell-Gundy 
22 Forest Green Dr
Durham, NC 27705-
arianne.hartsell@gmail.com
(513) 461-3863

V-1089 A-1179
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:39:43 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Thomas Lux 
154 Franklin Ln
State Road, NC 28676-
tomad234@yahoo.com
(336) 835-5324

V-1090 A-1180
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:53:02 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

S. C. McCormick 
95 Mills Gap Rd
Asheville, NC 28803-
sc.mccormick@gmail.com
(850) 226-9588

V-1091 A-1181
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:27:20 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sarah Morse 
183 Pleasant St
Spindale, NC 28160-
samorse08@gmail.com
(828) 429-2128

V-1092 A-1182
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 8:45:00 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rosemarie Sawdon 
100 Elderberry Ln
Rougemont, NC 27572-
sawdon@msn.com
(336) 364-0386

V-1093 A-1183
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 10:19:30 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Yewcic 
8146 Townley Rd
Huntersville, NC 28078-
syewcic@gmail.com
(704) 488-5811

V-1094 A-1184

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 10:36:16 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jin Adams Parker 
1924 Old Kanuga Rd
Hendersonville, NC 28739-
japarker@mail.com
(828) 707-2021

V-1095 A-1185
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 1:50:35 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Marie Montemurro 
1319 Military Cutoff Rd Ste H
Wilmington, NC 28405-
loveysmarket@bellsouth.net
(910) 509-0331

V-1096 A-1186
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 2:21:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Barbara Williamson 
750 Weaver Dairy Rd., #1205
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
wanderingquaker@hotmail.com
918-3524

V-1097 A-1187
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 2:21:10 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jill Gooch 
1208 Oakview Dr
Greenville, NC 27858-
goochj@ecu.edu
(252) 756-7987

V-1098 A-1188
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 3:27:49 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jacquie Ayala 
320B S Boylan Ave
Raleigh, NC 27603-
jacquie.ayala@sierraclub.org
(305) 343-5672

V-1099 A-1189

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 3:42:26 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Chilton 
4704 River Boat Landing Ct
Raleigh, NC 27604-
carolyn.chilton@doa.nc.gov
(919) 807-2471

V-1100 A-1190
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 6:21:10 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

The draft plan submitted by DEQ is a joke and should be rejected by the EMC.  It doesn't come anywhere near
 meeting the CO2 targets set forth by the EPA.  DEQ should submit a draft plan that takes advantage of the
 flexibility provided in the federal Clean Power Plan rule.  That plan should include energy efficiency programs, and
 renewable energy (solar and wind) consistent with the implementation of the REPS.  NC should continue to invest
 in its clean energy sector which will generate clean renewable energy and which will create jobs. 

II respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with
 Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

 I hope the McCrory administration listens to the public and revises its plan to better protect our communities and
 make significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Harvey Richmond 
106 Hebride Ct.
Cary, NC 27513-
harvey4climateaction@gmail.com
(919) 801-2472

V-1101 A-1191
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 8:36:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Debbie Burroughs 
111 Hobbs Acre Dr
Edenton, NC 27932-
debbieburroughs@hotmail.com
(252) 482-7769

V-1102 A-1192
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 9:10:21 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Frances Huffman 
2400 Hoyt St
Winston Salem, NC 27103-
francieh3396@att.net
(336) 725-3432

V-1103 A-1193
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 1:35:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michi Vojta 
3725 Eakley Ct
Raleigh, NC 27606-
michinjeri@hotmail.com
(919) 358-9266

V-1104 A-1194
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:21:31 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dawn Carr 
1530 Queens Rd Apt 1203
Charlotte, NC 28207-
mich7474@bellsouth.net
(704) 376-2212

V-1105 A-1195
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 12:25:58 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Tripp 
416 Withershinn Dr
Charlotte, NC 28262-
wtripp@csc.com
(704) 547-9521

V-1106 A-1196
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 1:07:13 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tanya Taylor 
5859 Kiger Rd
Rougemont, NC 27572-
tanyavtaylor@hotmail.com
(000) 000-0000

V-1107 A-1197
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 3:22:47 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Morgan Malone 
3710 Lail Ct
Raleigh, NC 27606-
mfmalone@ncsu.edu
9194348268

V-1108 A-1198
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 4:00:22 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rosemarie Sawdon 
100 ElderberryLane
Rougemont, NC 27572-
sawdon@msn.com
(336) 364-0386

V-1109 A-1199
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 4:01:47 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rosemarie Sawdon 
100 Elderberry Lane
Rougemont, NC 27572-
sawdon@msn.com
(336) 364-0386

V-1110 A-1200
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 4:02:45 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rosemarie Sawdon 
100 Elderberry Lane
Rougemont, NC 27572-
sawdon@msn.com
(336) 364-0386

V-1111 A-1201
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 8:47:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lori Bright 
22 Independence Blvd Apt 3
Asheville, NC 28805-
britespirit1@yahoo.com
(828) 699-7924

V-1112 A-1202
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:03:17 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Catherine Verna 
1070 Anjanette Ln
Creedmoor, NC 27522-
katie@r-v-r.com
(919) 764-9209

V-1113 A-1203
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:04:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jennie Loyd 
400 Blairmore Dr
Charlotte, NC 28211-
jenturns@aol.com
(704) 576-3197

V-1114 A-1204
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:06:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Marta Meares 
178 Mary Cir
Concord, NC 28025-
martameares@msn.com
(704) 786-6420

V-1115 A-1205
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:06:33 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Deborah Goodwin 
305 Loblolly Drive
Durham, NC 27712-
dgoodwin@pa.uc3m.es
649898187

V-1116 A-1206
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:06:57 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Vernessa Riley Foelix 
611 Smedes Pl
Raleigh, NC 27605-
vernessa_rf@hotmail.com
(919) 834-4874

V-1117 A-1207

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:07:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Edward Wills 
107 Fall Dr
Jacksonville, NC 28540-
edwardwills@live.com
(317) 372-2550

V-1118 A-1208
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:07:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Katie Dulaney 
4905 Manning Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410-
dulaneykatie@gmail.com
(336) 202-7879

V-1119 A-1209
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:07:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gregory Camp 
410 Forest Park Rd Unit 201
Wilmington, NC 28409-
gregorycamp@rocketmail.com
(910) 399-1435

V-1120 A-1210
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:07:30 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Deborah Goodwin 
305 Loblolly Drive
Durham, NC 27712-
dgoodwin@pa.uc3m.es
(919) 649-8981

V-1121 A-1211
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:09:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Peter Birckhead 
213 Wild Oak Ln
Carrboro, NC 27510-
pbirckhead@hotmail.com
(919) 967-2503

V-1122 A-1212
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:10:26 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cygnus Kuiper 
609 Allstar Ln
Hendersonville, NC 28739-
yungdaddie@gmail.com
(828) 891-7797

V-1123 A-1213
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:11:03 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Carter 
155 Jims Trl
Westfield, NC 27053-
rgjcarter@gmail.com
(336) 306-5885

V-1124 A-1214
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:11:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jessy Siefken 
15507 Lakepoint Forest Dr
Charlotte, NC 28278-
jsiefken@gmail.com
(980) 621-8562

V-1125 A-1215
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:11:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gina Debreto 
37 Skyview Pl
Asheville, NC 28804-
luogo.al.sole@gmail.com
(218) 750-1523

V-1126 A-1216
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:11:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Judith Porter 
927 Mulberry Mill Rd
North Wilkesboro, NC 28659-
jbarlowp@embarqmail.com
(336) 670-3362

V-1127 A-1217
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:11:48 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Renee Murphy 
412 Westbury Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
naenee@gmail.com
(919) 929-6002

V-1128 A-1218
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:12:37 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.  I would like to see our State and our country be a leader in this effort instead
 of lagging behind other world countries.  

Sincerely,

Doris Hinson 
9 Fircrest Ct
Durham, NC 27703-
dorismhinson@gmail.com
(919) 596-7687

V-1129 A-1219
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:14:00 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Karl Stromberg 
2309 Watkins St
Raleigh, NC 27604-
kestromb@gmail.com
(910) 232-2171

V-1130 A-1220
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:14:17 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Wendie Schneider 
135 NW 2nd St
Oak Island, NC 28465-
waschneider@ec.rr.com
(910) 805-6201

V-1131 A-1221
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:14:52 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

         HELLO!!!? ARE YOU GUYS IN CHARGE AWAKE!!!?
POISON AIR AFFECTS YOUR CHILDREN, BORN and UNBORN, TOO!!

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Richard Cary 
37 Howard St
Asheville, NC 28806-
richard.cary@att.net
(828) 301-5779

V-1132 A-1222
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:14:55 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Morgan Crawford 
3101 Sun Dr
Raleigh, NC 27614-
captainmorgan10@hotmail.com
(919) 538-0210

V-1133 A-1223

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:14:57 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Todd Roberson 
5759 Broad Creek Rd
Washington, NC 27889-
toddroberson777@gmail.com
(252) 975-6290

V-1134 A-1224
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:15:42 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jim Amerault 
9209 Hunters Greene Dr
Zebulon, NC 27597-
jamerault@nc.rr.com
(919) 375-4588

V-1135 A-1225
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:15:54 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Wunder 
PO Box 401
Knotts Island, NC 27950-
jwmywiki@cox.net
(607) 232-1020

V-1136 A-1226
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:16:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dorothy Butler 
2600 Croasdaile Farm Pkwy
Durham, NC 27705-
dbutler14@nc.rr.com
(919) 384-2252

V-1137 A-1227
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:16:50 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Corey Cavalier 
7905 Rooksley Ct
Raleigh, NC 27615-
cavalier@alumni.utexas.net
(919) 280-3934

V-1138 A-1228
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:17:02 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jeff Bohan 
900 Teague Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27107-
jejo@bellsouth.net
(336) 784-6148

V-1139 A-1229
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:17:07 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephen Caiola 
505 Colony Woods Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
steve_caiola@bellsouth.net
(919) 929-4386

V-1140 A-1230
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:17:59 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joan Evans 
900 Teague Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27107-
joje@bellsouth.net
(336) 784-6148

V-1141 A-1231
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:18:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jane Spottedbird 
10 Dellwood Dr
Sylva, NC 28779-
jspttdbrd7@gmail.com
(828) 586-8590

V-1142 A-1232
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:18:23 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sandra Wheeler 
1403 Laurel St
New Bern, NC 28562-
sndwhlr@aol.com
(252) 259-8393

V-1143 A-1233
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:18:30 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jeremy Stubbs 
38 Grouse Ln
Brevard, NC 28712-
stubbs1493@msn.com
(513) 255-5371

V-1144 A-1234
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:19:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Candace L 
103 Twisted Oak Pl
Durham, NC 27705-
vt_cmonster@hotmail.com
(919) 765-1000

V-1145 A-1235
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:19:15 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Arthur Cataldo 
1069 Sugarfork Rd
Franklin, NC 28734-
j.cataldo@morrisbb.net
(828) 349-3818

V-1146 A-1236
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:19:56 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Christin Kleinstreuer 
1212 Castlemoor Ct
Raleigh, NC 27606-
casa_christina@hotmail.com
(919) 274-5427

V-1147 A-1237
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:20:37 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jeanne Busacco 
1 Hunters Green Ct
Durham, NC 27712-
jbusacco@yahoo.com
(919) 477-9361

V-1148 A-1238
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:20:39 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Richard Schmidt 
212 Lucas Park Dr
Greensboro, NC 27455-
schmidtad@aol.com
(336) 430-7428

V-1149 A-1239
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:21:31 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John B Smith 
604 4th St S
Carolina Beach, NC 28428-
smithjohnb109@yahoo.com
(919) 909-1308

V-1150 A-1240
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:21:49 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joe Mickey 
283 Timberbrook Trl
State Road, NC 28676-
jhmfish@surry.net
(336) 366-2982

V-1151 A-1241
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:25:15 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Catherine Cuthbertson 
222 Graham St
Bryson City, NC 28713-
ccuthbertson@swainmail.org
(828) 508-6016

V-1152 A-1242
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:25:25 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rayda Hughes 
610 Emmas Grove Rd
Fletcher, NC 28732-
hughesnelson@netscape.net
(828) 230-0187

V-1153 A-1243

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:25:28 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pat Griffin 
1275 7 Lks N
Seven Lakes, NC 27376-
pgriffin106@nc.rr.com
(910) 975-3534

V-1154 A-1244
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:28:12 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Lavender 
5205 Mallard Grove Dr.
Raleigh, NC 27616-
johnlavender65@gmail.com
9197909436

V-1155 A-1245
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:29:27 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sandra Maddox 
6304 Carl Cox Rd
Bennett, NC 27208-
ktbug74@gmail.com
(000) 000-0000

V-1156 A-1246
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:29:45 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kerry Archer 
71 Pin Oak Rdg
Murphy, NC 28906-
kerrylarcher@gmail.com
(239) 200-2257

V-1157 A-1247
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:30:38 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Theo Trefz 
1989 Buck Mountain Rd
Purlear, NC 28665-
sawboy@wilkes.net
(336) 973-3765

V-1158 A-1248
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:31:31 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tish Gay 
1580 Old Halifax Rd
Zebulon, NC 27597-
tishgay@hotmail.com
(919) 496-8009

V-1159 A-1249
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:32:15 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Margie Lawler 
373 Yancey Rd
Marion, NC 28752-
mc.lawler.57@gmail.com
(828) 442-2620

V-1160 A-1250
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:33:01 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bob Hubbard 
3800 Shamrock Dr
Charlotte, NC 28215-
bhubbard@carolina.rr.com
(704) 532-7208

V-1161 A-1251
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:33:12 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Barrie Conger 
100 Beale Rd
Arden, NC 28704-
blm326@hotmail.com
(828) 575-4215

V-1162 A-1252
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:33:28 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Angela Vieth 
3009 Bexley Ave
Durham, NC 27707-
azvieth@earthlink.net
(919) 403-7103

V-1163 A-1253
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:33:33 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mitchell Ward 
1403 Whilden Pl Apt A
Greensboro, NC 27408-
mkward@uncg.edu
(336) 373-8498

V-1164 A-1254
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:33:34 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Cubbler 
4219 Nathaniel Glen Ct
Matthews, NC 28105-
bobcubbler@gmail.com
(980) 245-7284

V-1165 A-1255
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:35:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tish Gay 
1580 Old Halifax Rd
Zebulon, NC 27597-
tishgay@yahoo.com
(919) 496-8008

V-1166 A-1256
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:37:35 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Harrison Curtis 
702 Tarragon Ct
New Bern, NC 28562-
bud.curtis@gmail.com
(252) 288-6528

V-1167 A-1257
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:37:49 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Amy Mohan 
515 Irving St
Winston Salem, NC 27103-
mohanab@wfu.edu
(336) 758-4414

V-1168 A-1258
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:38:24 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Edward Wolfsohn 
12 Sunny Ridge Dr
Asheville, NC 28804-
edwolfsohn@gmail.com
(828) 658-8988

V-1169 A-1259
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:40:00 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patricia Harms 
814 S. Yaupon Terrace
Morehead City, NC 28557-
patron7@ec.rr.com
(252) 764-7354

V-1170 A-1260
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:40:01 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

George Koller 
421 Upper Grassy Br Rd
Asheville, NC 28805-
gjk6389@gmail.com
(828) 232-7193

V-1171 A-1261
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:40:40 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ancie Leigh Manuel 
87 Magnolia Farms Dr
Asheville, NC 28806-
golleighgee@att.net
(828) 350-9552

V-1172 A-1262
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:42:22 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Stone 
804 Oakley Ct
Cary, NC 27511-
mstone5@att.net
(919) 380-0521

V-1173 A-1263
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:43:17 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Leigh Stallings 
1135 Umstead Hollow Pl
Cary, NC 27513-
leighlstallings60@gmail.com
(919) 606-9827

V-1174 A-1264
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:44:52 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Brien 
3028 Airlie St
Charlotte, NC 28205-
jfbrien@uncc.edu
(704) 535-8096

V-1175 A-1265
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:46:14 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

David Sykes 
201 E Balfour Ave
Asheboro, NC 27203-
pagedavid64@gmail.com
(336) 672-0244

V-1176 A-1266
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:47:13 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Wales Lankford 
195 Lankford Road
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768-
randalllankford@gmail.com
(828) 393-7705

V-1177 A-1267
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:47:57 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Laura Glover 
326 Foxwood Ln
Wilmington, NC 28409-
rockdoc_1@hotmail.com
(910) 616-6718
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:48:00 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Morris Letsinger 
123 Virginia Ave
Asheville, NC 28806-
mletsjoy@gmail.com
(828) 707-1071

V-1179 A-1269
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:48:38 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

M Jane Stoffer 
119 Shadowbrook Dr
Asheville, NC 28805-
jjhiker@att.net
(330) 277-9725

V-1180 A-1270

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:48:42 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Laura Allison Smith 
1470 Somerset Crossing Ln
Kernersville, NC 27284-
lasmith3@triad.rr.com
(336) 497-5208

V-1181 A-1271
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:48:44 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Laura Allison Smith 
1470 Somerset Crossing Ln
Kernersville, NC 27284-
lasmith3@triad.rr.com
(336) 497-5208

V-1182 A-1272
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:48:45 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Laura Allison Smith 
1470 Somerset Crossing Ln
Kernersville, NC 27284-
lasmith3@triad.rr.com
(336) 497-5208

V-1183 A-1273
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:48:49 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Laura Allison Smith 
1470 Somerset Crossing Ln
Kernersville, NC 27284-
lasmith3@triad.rr.com
(336) 497-5208

V-1184 A-1274
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:48:50 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dale Grimes 
5405 Overdale Ln
Raleigh, NC 27603-
dale.grimes@gmail.com
(814) 867-4102

V-1185 A-1275
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:49:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

In fifty years time, when Governor McCrory and most of us are dead and gone and the next generations are
 suffering for our generation's shortsightedness, he will be on the wrong side of history.  We have a generation of
 Republicans who have taken the "conserve" out of conservative. 

Sincerely,

Michael Tooke 
1909 Baytree Dr
Greensboro, NC 27455-
smttmd@gmail.com
(336) 254-1178

V-1186 A-1276
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:49:43 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

C Kirk Avent 
3 Raven Rock Dr
Asheville, NC 28806-
kirk.avent@gmail.com
(205) 914-8150

V-1187 A-1277
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:50:02 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rachel Campbell 
5918 Chapel Creek Ct
Charlotte, NC 28226-
rachcamrjc@yahoo.com
(704) 542-2064

V-1188 A-1278
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:50:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tucker Bailey 
8175 bean acres road
Belews Creek, NC 27009-
tuckerbailey@triad.rr.com
(336) 595-5104

V-1189 A-1279
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:51:39 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Richard Kirby 
3300 Mesa Ct
Raleigh, NC 27607-
tankerman45@hotmail.com
(276) 783-8090

V-1190 A-1280
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:52:03 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Valerie Nieman 
701 Leawood Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410-
valnieman@gmail.com
(336) 908-3976

V-1191 A-1281
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:52:45 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Beth Thomas 
4633 Spicewood Dr
Charlotte, NC 28227-
thomasmb@carolina.rr.com
(704) 545-0509

V-1192 A-1282
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:56:36 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kerstin Riley 
6342 Lake Trail Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28304-
kerstin1961@aol.com
(910) 425-7932

V-1193 A-1283
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:57:55 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Daniel Petrocella 
3060 Granville Dr
Raleigh, NC 27609-
petrocella@msn.com
(919) 780-9809

V-1194 A-1284
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:02:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Douglass Swanson 
115 Intracoastal Dr
Beaufort, NC 28516-
wildagin@earthlink.net
(252) 728-2939

V-1195 A-1285
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:02:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Amanda Zimmer 
34 Robeson St
Spring Lake, NC 28390-
wfulawgrl@yahoo.com
(336) 692-0127

V-1196 A-1286
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:03:02 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Hall 
2508 Van Dyke Ave
Raleigh, NC 27607-
maryleehall2508@att.net
(919) 834-1562

V-1197 A-1287
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:03:58 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

DO WE REALLY HAVE ANY INTELLIGENT STATE OFFICIALS ?

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Philip Johnson 
12 Clover Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
pjphilip12@gmail.com
(919) 933-0144

V-1198 A-1288
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:04:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Charles Cotter 
PO Box 66
Pine Hall, NC 27042-
ccotter@rock.k12.nc.us
(336) 548-6410

V-1199 A-1289
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:06:15 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Amy Cain Newsom 
2609 Sapling Cir
Wilmington, NC 28411-
amycainnewsom@gmail.com
(910) 620-2217

V-1200 A-1290
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:09:51 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Merle Love 
198 Governors View Rd
Asheville, NC 28805-
jimelove@hotmail.com
(828) 505-3435

V-1201 A-1291
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:10:23 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kevin Gregson 
116 Oakdale St
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526-
gregsonk@gmail.com
(919) 412-9865

V-1202 A-1292
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:11:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Orestes Macchione 
1637 Salem Village Dr
Apex, NC 27502-
omacchione@hotmail.com
(919) 793-8685

V-1203 A-1293

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:11:36 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cindy Bunch 
1234 Marshallberg Rd PO Box 38
Marshallberg, NC 28553-
ciwibunch@hotmail.com
(252) 342-2771

V-1204 A-1294

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:13:03 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lloyd McRae 
11911 Glen Hope Ln
Charlotte, NC 28269-
lloydmcrae@me.com
(704) 494-4286

V-1205 A-1295

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:13:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

sohail mahmood 
4411 Manor Village Way Apt 12
Raleigh, NC 27612-
drsohailmahmood@gmail.com
(919) 909-3304

V-1206 A-1296
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:14:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Katherine Dyer 
457 Cross Creek Ln
Murphy, NC 28906-
katherinecheek59@yahoo.com
don't have one

V-1207 A-1297
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:16:23 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sandy And Gerald Core 
945 S Shore Dr
Southport, NC 28461-
sjcore@live.com
(910) 845-2800

V-1208 A-1298

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:17:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Amy Barnes 
202 Vivian Ln
Pikeville, NC 27863-
abarnes003@nc.rr.com
(919) 736-2771

V-1209 A-1299

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:19:25 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Alice Wieting 
2949 Deepwoods Dr Apt 6308
Burlington, NC 27215-
awieting1@yahoo.com
(336) 437-6242

V-1210 A-1300

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:21:24 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Hamilton 
2417 New Sharon Church Rd
Hillsborough, NC 27278-
hamil008@mc.duke.edu
(919) 643-0459

V-1211 A-1301

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:21:25 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bess And Rod Baird 
33 Grovewood Rd
Asheville, NC 28804-
bessbaird@yahoo.com
(828) 253-7152

V-1212 A-1302
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:22:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pamela Alterman 
308 Frenchmans Bluff Dr
Cary, NC 27513-
pamgator@gmail.com
(919) 605-7043

V-1213 A-1303
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:22:25 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

ONE THING IS FOR CERTAIN, YOU ARE AN ELECTED OFFICIAL--AND ANOTHER ELECTION IS ON
 ITS' WAY.

Sincerely,

Shawna Hanson 
655 21st Ave NW
Hickory, NC 28601-
ewhanson12@gmail.com
(828) 325-4819

V-1214 A-1304
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:23:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Susan Kilstrom 
496 Spencer Mull Rd
Penrose, NC 28766-
susansbaxter@yahoo.com
(828) 884-7795

V-1215 A-1305
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:24:00 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Shirley Ches 
1400 Lake Emory Rd
Franklin, NC 28734-
chesbord@frontier.com
(828) 524-9991

V-1216 A-1306

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:26:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Leonard Fitzsimons 
7218 Bevington Woods Ln
Charlotte, NC 28277-
eejitgenius@gmail.com
(704) 543-9320

V-1217 A-1307
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:31:07 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jane Rose 
613 Mill Run Rd
Greenville, NC 27834-
janecrose@embarqmail.com
(252) 758-7299

V-1218 A-1308
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:32:25 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ben Phipps 
50 Cliffview Dr
Asheville, NC 28803-
phippsindustrial@gmail.com
(248) 661-4510

V-1219 A-1309
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:37:25 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Page 
311 Keith St
Apex, NC 27502-
discojo37@aol.com
(919) 362-1882

V-1220 A-1310

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:37:56 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nadine Duckworth 
804 Deal Farm Ln
Taylorsville, NC 28681-
hellof_amom@yahoo.com
(828) 409-9544

V-1221 A-1311
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:40:02 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dominick Finelle 
3420 Rockland Ridge Dr
Cary, NC 27519-
dwetpaint@yahoo.com
(919) 342-6262

V-1222 A-1312
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:44:09 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Matthew Mayers 
2844 Wesleyan Ln
Winston Salem, NC 27106-
mlmayers@gmail.com
(336) 723-7189

V-1223 A-1313
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:44:14 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gregory Foster 
129 Henry Ln
Mooresville, NC 28117-
gfoster07k@sbcglobal.net
(714) 630-1215

V-1224 A-1314
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:44:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Barry Anderson 
111 W Oregon Ave
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948-
barry@gcp.com
(252) 441-9401

V-1225 A-1315
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:47:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nancy Parker 
647 Town Mountain Rd Apt 501
Asheville, NC 28804-
nsparker.nc@gmail.com
(828) 407-6674

V-1226 A-1316
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:48:13 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kirsten Kinzer 
1715 Ann St
Wilmington, NC 28403-
kirstenkinzer@gmail.com
(910) 962-2809

V-1227 A-1317

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:48:40 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Thomas Smith 
409 Fair Oaks Circle
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
tsmith112274@gmail.com
(828) 450-7115

V-1228 A-1318
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:49:29 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Steven Fischer 
2146 Nc Highway 194 N
Boone, NC 28607-
sjf890@gmail.com
(540) 717-2654

V-1229 A-1319
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:55:24 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Detwiler 
248 Nc Highway 903 S
Seven Springs, NC 28578-
cocolatsea@centurylink.net
(252) 569-0072

V-1230 A-1320
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:59:55 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tammy Forthofer 
215 Streamside Pl
Mooresville, NC 28115-
tammyforthofer@gmail.com
(704) 555-5555

V-1231 A-1321
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:01:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joaquin Vogel 
PO Box 1956
Sparta, NC 28675-
vogelcritters@skybest.com
(336) 372-2511

V-1232 A-1322
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:01:41 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Apisai 
701 Sanderson Dr
Durham, NC 27704-
jenapisai@yahoo.com
(919) 937-8549

V-1233 A-1323
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:03:00 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Emily Rowley 
1208 Pleasant Ridge Rd
Greensboro, NC 27409-
emjohnson07@gmail.com
(910) 867-6192

V-1234 A-1324
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Please veto H 765
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:07:22 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gavin Dillard 
528 Padgettown Road
Gavin, NC 28711-
gavco@me.com
(828) 357-8069

V-1235 A-1325
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:08:57 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

As a NC resident who is currently looking into converting my household to solar energy, I support a strong and just
 state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide
 reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on
 the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills. I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Martin Benavides 
2906 Evans St
Morehead City, NC 28557-
martin.benavides1@gmail.com
(347) 585-9454

V-1236 A-1326
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:10:17 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Dennis 
160 Mundy Cove Rd
Weaverville, NC 28787-
jdennis@sharpeye.com
(781) 710-8210

V-1237 A-1327
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:12:38 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dianne Evans 
1001 Snow Crest Trl
Durham, NC 27707-
ddevans@med.unc.edu
(919) 843-2389

V-1238 A-1328

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:13:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

J Schwartz, MD 
16 Finalee Ave
Asheville, NC 28803-
jamilas22@gmail.com
(828) 273-9402

V-1239 A-1329
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:13:30 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kelly Picarsic 
6715 Reddman Rd
Charlotte, NC 28212-
kelly@cleanaircarolina.org
(704) 363-9372

V-1240 A-1330
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:15:31 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

J. Jewell 
3953 Westridge Meadow Cir
Clemmons, NC 27012-
ncmj21@hotmail.com
(336) 111-1111

V-1241 A-1331
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:17:46 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Howard 
4929 Pinewood Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27106-
wmhoward47@yahoo.com
(336) 924-5515

V-1242 A-1332
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:18:25 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Angela Jones 
6112 Heathstone Ln
Charlotte, NC 28210-
eajones33@yahoo.com
(704) 557-1721

V-1243 A-1333
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:20:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Shel Anderson 
1706 Rosetta Dr
Durham, NC 27701-
sheloregon@gmail.com
(910) 515-3342

V-1244 A-1334
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:21:09 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John White 
199 Four Seasons Ln
Murphy, NC 28906-
igemmine@gmail.com
(828) 835-9122

V-1245 A-1335
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:23:18 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Muriel Williman 
609 Colgate St
Durham, NC 27704-
muriel@orangecountync.gov
(919) 259-3468

V-1246 A-1336
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:29:07 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Matt Loadman 
PO Box 705
Linville, NC 28646-
yakinkakalak828@gmail.com
(828) 789-9208

V-1247 A-1337
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:30:45 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jenny Haudek 
4451 Outlook Dr
Iron Station, NC 28080-
jennyanddaboys@yahoo.com
(704) 748-2648

V-1248 A-1338
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:31:00 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jenny Haudek 
4451 outlook dr.
Iron station, NC 28080-
jennyanddaboys@yahoo.com
(704) 996-6932

V-1249 A-1339
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:31:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jenny Haudek 
4451 outlook dr.
Iron station, NC 28080-
jennyanddaboys@yahoo.com
(704) 996-6932

V-1250 A-1340
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:34:55 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stacey Cannon 
2770 Faith Rd
Salisbury, NC 28146-
staceycannon@carolina.rr.com
(704) 209-1213

V-1251 A-1341
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:37:31 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lynn Lamar 
37 Roundtop Rd
Waynesville, NC 28785-
lynnlamar@lascpa-nc.com
(828) 627-2930

V-1252 A-1342

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:39:21 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ada Khoury 
PO Box 646
Weaverville, NC 28787-
inthemoment007@yahoo.com
(828) 712-8051

V-1253 A-1343
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:43:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nancy Butterworth 
555 Carolina Mdws
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
nancybutterworth@aol.com
(919) 933-9444

V-1254 A-1344
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:43:49 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Theodore Fraser 
1309 Fearrington Post
Pittsboro, NC 27312-
theodorfraser@hotmail.com
(919) 200-5176

V-1255 A-1345
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:44:53 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Boyce Booth 
153 Wisconsin St
Spindale, NC 28160-
quantumpainter@yahoo.com
(828) 395-2116

V-1256 A-1346
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:45:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Hazel Van Zandt 
3912 Tanglebrook Rd
High Point, NC 27265-
hvanzandt@triad.rr.com
(336) 869-7604

V-1257 A-1347
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:45:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert M. Wilson 
476 Ivy Hill Rd
Marshall, NC 28753-
rmwilson476@gmail.com
(828) 279-0001

V-1258 A-1348
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:45:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lenore Madeleine 
700 Vista Lake Dr Apt 308
Candler, NC 28715-
lenorekw@yahoo.com
(646) 599-1269

V-1259 A-1349
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:01:26 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Amy Davis 
110 Fieldstone Ct
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
ajstephe@uncc.edu
(704) 609-5806

V-1260 A-1350
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:07:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Staley 
2017 Dove Dr
Charlotte, NC 28214-
john_staley@bellsouth.net
(704) 393-3181

V-1261 A-1351
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:07:59 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sandy Steers 
200 Tunnel Rd Apt 407
Asheville, NC 28805-
ssteers@live.com
(828) 280-0299

V-1262 A-1352
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:09:29 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Barbara Hughes 
1003 Courtland St
Greensboro, NC 27401-
bthomashughes@bellsouth.net
(336) 272-1048

V-1263 A-1353
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:11:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Doris Whitfield 
109 Renwick Ct
Raleigh, NC 27615-
doris.whitfield@att.net
(919) 518-0426

V-1264 A-1354
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:11:41 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kezia Lechner 
75 Woodside Trl
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
keziarenee@gmail.com
(919) 929-8749

V-1265 A-1355
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:13:03 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.  Stop the obstructionist politics and work toward constructive solutions that
 will benefit all North Carolinians.

Sincerely,

Judith Smith 
2558 Empie Dr
Leland, NC 28451-
jsnorkel23@gmail.com
(910) 228-5056

V-1266 A-1356
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:13:18 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Charles Webb 
201 Nc 54 Apt 717
Carrboro, NC 27510-
webbdnc@aol.com
(919) 968-1086

V-1267 A-1357
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:13:31 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Fred Parham 
2512 Shenandoah Ave
Durham, NC 27704-
fparham@hotmail.com
(919) 317-4131

V-1268 A-1358
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:17:34 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Catherine Krug 
7123 Windaliere Dr
Cornelius, NC 28031-
glidezone@aol.com
(317) 590-5672

V-1269 A-1359
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:20:37 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

George Garcia 
524 Averette Rd
Rolesville, NC 27571-
ggramirez2001@yahoo.com
(919) 556-5194

V-1270 A-1360
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:21:00 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Brown 
2901 Carding Pl
Matthews, NC 28105-
mpb28105@yahoo.com
(704) 847-0070

V-1271 A-1361
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:22:14 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Murchison 
3239 Auburn Ave
Charlotte, NC 28209-
marymurchison1@aol.com
(704) 364-7964

V-1272 A-1362
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:22:34 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jan Gillespie 
633 Windsong Ln
Durham, NC 27713-
janny1028@aol.com
(919) 403-9658

V-1273 A-1363
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:23:44 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Chris Mclaughlin 
221 E Sprague St
Winston Salem, NC 27127-
chrisamclaughlin@gmail.com
(336) 758-2615

V-1274 A-1364
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:26:52 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lisa Sherman 
186 Cisco Road
Asheville, NC 28805-
lisashermanavl@gmail.com
8289742599

V-1275 A-1365
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:27:12 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lisa Sherman 
186 Cisco Road
Asheville, NC 28805-
lisashermanavl@gmail.com
8289742599

V-1276 A-1366
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:27:42 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lisa Sherman 
186 Cisco Road
Asheville, NC 28805-
lisashermanavl@gmail.com
8289742599

V-1277 A-1367
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:28:12 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lisa Sherman 
186 Cisco Road
Asheville, NC 28805-
lisashermanavl@gmail.com
8289742599

V-1278 A-1368
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:31:18 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Catherine Lavau 
605 Shady Lawn Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
catherine.lavau@duke.edu
(919) 240-5563

V-1279 A-1369
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:33:59 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lisa Dietz 
18632 River Crossing Blvd
Davidson, NC 28036-
lsdietz1@gmail.com
(720) 210-4821

V-1280 A-1370
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:38:43 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Colleen Sheahon 
116 Moonlight Rdg Rd Unit 103
Boone, NC 28607-
csheahon@yahoo.com
(828) 262-3387

V-1281 A-1371
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:48:58 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dorothy Smith 
308 Riverdale Rd
Mocksville, NC 27028-
dotsmith@roadrunner.com
(336) 284-4335

V-1282 A-1372
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:50:23 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Richard Arnow 
3533 Chelsea Dr
Rocky Mount, NC 27803-
richardarnow@gmail.com
(252) 443-5166

V-1283 A-1373
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:53:37 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Julia Myers 
10108 Whitestone Rd
Raleigh, NC 27615-
julia_myers@yahoo.com
(919) 846-2643

V-1284 A-1374
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:54:45 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Snyder-Baldonado 
1412 Diggs Blvd
Winston Salem, NC 27107-
tapcitymama@gmail.com
(336) 588-7962

V-1285 A-1375
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:57:33 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Moni Hill 
12 Faculty Dr
Asheville, NC 28806-
moni@monihill.com
(828) 505-4712

V-1286 A-1376
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:00:42 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pat Blackwell 
221 Brooks Landing Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27106-
pblackwell@triad.rr.com
(336) 971-4082

V-1287 A-1377
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:02:04 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Megha Varma 
2133 Arcola Way
Willow Spring, NC 27592-
meghavar@gmail.com
(919) 552-8493

V-1288 A-1378
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:07:11 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gary Washburn 
540 Rough Creek Rd
Waynesville, NC 28785-
garyewashburn@aol.com
(307) 690-4258

V-1289 A-1379
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:14:21 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Donna Bullock 
6112 Sabine Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28303-
dbullock911@gmail.com
910111111

V-1290 A-1380
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:19:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tessa Maxwell 
3115 Sunset Dr
Charlotte, NC 28209-
theresia@bellsouth.net
(704) 376-2609

V-1291 A-1381
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:22:34 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Valarie Little 
138 Thora Dr
Jamestown, NC 27282-
thora330@northstate.net
(336) 454-8645

V-1292 A-1382
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:23:56 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Hap Palmer 
1704 Lumina Ave N
Wrightsville Beach, NC 28480-
hpalmer@ec.rr.com
(910) 233-2247

V-1293 A-1383
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:28:23 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patricia Shine 
911 Shipyard Pt
New Bern, NC 28560-
patshine67@gmail.com
(252) 636-9802

V-1294 A-1384
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:40:23 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kedra Farlow 
1681 E Navaho Rd
Southport, NC 28461-
thinkbubble7@yahoo.com
(910) 845-5035

V-1295 A-1385
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:46:14 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Martha Spann 
185 Van Gogh Dr
Blowing Rock, NC 28605-
mspann10@gmail.com
(828) 268-0592

V-1296 A-1386
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:53:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kedra Farlow 
1681 East Navaho Road
Boiling Spring Lakes, NC 28461-
thinkbubble7.kf@gmail.com
9106640065

V-1297 A-1387
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:53:40 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Roy Whitmore 
108 Bounty Ln
Durham, NC 27713-
roywhitmore@earthlink.net
(919) 544-7739

V-1298 A-1388
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:54:39 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Esther Megill 
266 Merrimon Ave
Asheville, NC 28801-
esthermegill453@gmail.com
(828) 348-9884

V-1299 A-1389
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:54:39 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joel Tauber 
1910 Robinhood Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27104-
joeltauber@gmail.com
(336) 283-9914

V-1300 A-1390
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:55:04 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ashley Vargas 
8430 Newfane rd
Charlotte, NC 28269-
zucker408@aol.com
(706) 289-3386

V-1301 A-1391
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:00:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Eddie Bass 
6313 Settlement Rd
Julian, NC 27283-
bassecov@gmail.com
(336) 697-8489

V-1302 A-1392
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:01:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dotty Skeens 
340 Victoria Rd
Asheville, NC 28801-
geadotty@hotmail.com
(828) 582-3598

V-1303 A-1393
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:01:46 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robin Shepard 
902 Overhill Rd
Salisbury, NC 28144-
cdrfarms1@netzero.com
(714) 328-4197

V-1304 A-1394
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:02:17 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

David Galloway 
3705 Highgate Dr Apt G
Durham, NC 27713-
dhgallow@gmail.com
(919) 495-1107

V-1305 A-1395
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:05:37 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Paige Humphreys 
270 Hwy 70 Smyrna
Smyrna, NC 28579-
paigehurley73@hotmail.com
(252) 729-1154

V-1306 A-1396
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:10:17 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patricia Wellington 
228 Beringer Pl
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
wwellington2@nc.rr.com
(919) 333-1030

V-1307 A-1397
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:13:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gary Feimster 
845 Graham Loop Rd
Mount Ulla, NC 28125-
georgef7@fastmail.net
(704) 638-0783

V-1308 A-1398

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:22:39 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ronald Clayton 
545 E Dorsett Ave
Asheboro, NC 27203-
se-larvae@hotmail.com
(336) 460-0019

V-1309 A-1399
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:25:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gregory Hall 
17 Perrion Ave
Weaverville, NC 28787-
gmhall711@gmail.com
(828) 645-8029

V-1310 A-1400
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:32:30 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Thomas Pridgen 
11756 NC Highway 16 N
grassy creek, NC 28631-
pridgen.thomas@yahoo.com
(336) 384-8363

V-1311 A-1401
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:32:35 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joseph Piazza 
291 Church Meadows Way
Fleetwood, NC 28626-
jpiazza5914@yahoo.com
(828) 964-7305

V-1312 A-1402
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:40:06 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Weldine Dossett 
415 Aberdeen Ter
Greensboro, NC 27403-
weldine@gmail.com
3336-500-3846
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:47:14 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Richard Thomas 
1766 Campbell Dr
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768-
thomas1766@comporium.net
(828) 884-8843
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:53:23 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Betsy Buchanan 
7906 Kennebec Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
bnpbuchanan@bellsouth.net
(919) 967-1156
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:06:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Phillip Davis 
239 Bowers Ln
Ellerbe, NC 28338-
phillipdavis100@yahoo.com
(910) 652-2707
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:12:02 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

L Franklin 
195 Downings Creek Ln
Hayesville, NC 28904-
ldfranklinxx@yahoo.com
(828) 389-1027
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:24:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Thanasouk 
1402 Cando Pl
Jacksonville, NC 28540-
liz-gorman@hotmail.com
(210) 784-6235
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:24:33 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Paula Stober 
3607 Timberoak Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410-
paulastober@triad.rr.com
(336) 288-2777
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:24:33 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Coyle 
1428 Ebrington Ln
Leland, NC 28451-
jbcoyle42@yahoo.com
(910) 399-5275

V-1320 A-1410
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:24:52 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Paul Osmer 
3771 Anslow Dr
Leland, NC 28451-
paosmer@gmail.com
(910) 399-3684

V-1321 A-1411
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:36:35 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michael Schachter 
PO Box 15405
New Bern, NC 28561-
mike.schachter45@gmail.com
(252) 626-5100
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:56:24 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Catherine Loftis 
6 Cottage St
Asheville, NC 28804-
catherine0240@gmail.com
(828) 575-6924
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:56:38 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Harry Klauda 
12724 Amoretto Way
Raleigh, NC 27613-
hklauda@yahoo.com
(919) 848-2076
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:04:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Shirl Ware-Gully 
103 Bellshill Ct
Cary, NC 27513-
swaregully@yahoo.com
(913) 800-1219
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:04:39 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patricia Brame 
216 Ashley Dr
Dobson, NC 27017-
jpbrame@surry.net
(336) 374-2545
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:05:33 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Linda Wynkoop Wynkoop 
200 The Glens Blvd
Banner Elk, NC 28604-
lindahamrick2002@yahoo.com
(828) 898-1976
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:13:03 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elyse Jung 
521 Lynhaven Ct
Winston Salem, NC 27104-
ejung@triad.rr.com
(336) 659-6413

V-1328 A-1418
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:17:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Karen Wait 
77 Thoroughbred Cir
Arden, NC 28704-
karenwait@ymail.com
(310) 415-3947
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:26:22 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Paul Magnuson 
496-17th AVE DR NE
Hickory, NC 28601-
pmagnuson@juno.com
(828) 123-4567
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:28:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jackie Gray 
107 High St
Carrboro, NC 27510-
bambi4878@gmail.com
(919) 981-3993
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:37:48 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ron Morris 
1733 Meadowbrook Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27104-
ronmorris@triad.rr.com
(336) 816-0193
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:43:53 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gary Clontz 
79 Vista Dr
Clyde, NC 28721-
gclontz@msn.com
(828) 627-9591
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:59:30 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jane Oakley 
211 W Bald Head Wynd
Bald Head Island, NC 28461-
ladyjaneoakley@gmail.com
(910) 471-7810
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:01:10 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

Is this true?  The Sierra Club says this:
" Right now Gov. McCrory's administration is purposefully sabotaging our state's chance to reduce carbon
 emissions. They would rather file lawsuit after lawsuit than try to find a real solution for our state."
Strikes me it is.
Very sincerely,
  J. W. Dunn
I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jasper Dunn 
2313 Bull Run Dr
Apex, NC 27539-
cokiedunn@hotmail.com
(919) 779-6263

V-1335 A-1425
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:06:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dave Pruette 
4180 Melissa Dr
Farmville, NC 27828-
davepruette@embarqmail.com
(252) 753-2364
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:12:12 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Felice Nord 
11 Mountain View Dr
Weaverville, NC 28787-
f_nord@msn.com
(828) 645-9555
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:22:28 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joseph Farinola 
3 Willowspring Pl
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
jfarinola@nc.rr.com
(919) 797-0205
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:30:55 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Greene Fenley 
211 Carolina Meadows Villa
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
bbfenley3@gmail.com
(919) 537-8071
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:34:38 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Linde 
408 Powe St
Durham, NC 27705-
rlinde@frontiernet.net
(304) 535-1688
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:46:59 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Thomas Williams 
PO Box 4415
Greenville, NC 27836-
tcwill@earthlink.net
(252) 353-4934

V-1341 A-1431
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:50:23 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joyce Hudson 
1104 Little River Dr
Elizabeth City, NC 27909-
ljoyce45@gmail.com
(252) 330-4857
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:01:49 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Melvin Hoot 
405 Alderson Rd
Washington, NC 27889-
hootlois@yahoo.com
(252) 975-5951
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:02:00 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Linda Wesse 
2870 Bellasera Way
Matthews, NC 28105-
cltlwesse@carolina.rr.com
(704) 849-9816
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:05:49 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Albrecht 
367 Battleground Rd
Atkinson, NC 28421-
albrechtwj@gmail.com
(910) 889-0084
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:08:03 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

I am a person of faith and I believe we have a responsibility to Care for God's Creation. I hope you agree with me
 and pass a Clean and just power plan for NC.

Sincerely,

Penny Hooper 
PO Box 186
Smyrna, NC 28579-
pjhooper@ec.rr.com
2527292521
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:17:54 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Instead of fighting this CPP, NC should embrace it and continue supporting renewable energy in our state. That is
 the best thing for the economy of the future!

Penny Hooper

Sincerely,

Penny Hooper 
PO Box 186
Smyrna, NC 28579-
pjhooper@ec.rr.com
2527292521

V-1347 A-1437
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:21:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Neal Dickens 
319 Moonridge Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
boxcarwilliam@bellsouth.net
(919) 933-3807
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:14:22 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gale Criddle 
711 W Academy St
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526-
gcridd@yahoo.com
(919) 924-1542
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:14:51 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Celeste Fisher 
312 Penn Oak Cir
Raleigh, NC 27615-
celesteefisher@gmail.com
(919) 848-8840

V-1350 A-1440
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:14:58 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Linda Peterson 
404 Woodlark Ct
Indian Trail, NC 28079-
lpeterson@wcsr.com
(704) 753-5118

V-1351 A-1441
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:19:13 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rose Ma 
2013 Colton Ridge Dr
Indian Trail, NC 28079-
rcfm11@gmail.com
(704) 650-9818
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:21:32 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Willam N. Gardner 
5500 Fortunes Ridge Dr
Durham, NC 27713-
wngardner@juno.com
(919) 973-4057
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:25:42 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Susan Broadhead 
48 Full Circle Trl
Black Mountain, NC 28711-
s_broadhead@hotmail.com
(828) 626-2837
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:34:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Hallie Barnes 
6301 Jones Farm Rd
Wake Forest, NC 27587-
halynfriends@yahoo.com
(919) 569-6770
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:39:31 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Debra Wilhoit 
6906 Kersfield Pl
Mint Hill, NC 28227-
debra.wilhoit@providenceday.org
(704) 573-9908
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:21:34 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joseph Romano 
316 Milton Dr
Henrico, NC 27842-
j2romano@embarqmail.com
(252) 537-5424
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:35:15 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Diane Goodwin 
246 Summer Morning Ct
Lake Lure, NC 28746-
rogeranddiane@bellsouth.net
(828) 625-4020
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:43:02 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Danna Mclintock 
920 Tumbling Fork Rd
Waynesville, NC 28785-
danna.mclintock@gmail.com
(904) 388-3188
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:46:13 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Larry Mcmullen 
PO Box 1012
Lenoir, NC 28645-
mcmullenlarry@hotmail.com
(828) 758-7892

V-1360 A-1450
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:00:38 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michelle Mitchell 
17227 Chardonnay Ct
Cornelius, NC 28031-
michelleymitchell@gmail.com
(704) 896-9629

V-1361 A-1451
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:03:19 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Farmer 
199 Wilson Lake Rd
Mooresville, NC 28117-
cfarmernc@gmail.com
(704) 658-0079

V-1362 A-1452
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:15:59 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ann Wood 
4405 Roller Ct
Raleigh, NC 27604-
ann.wood@rocketmail.com
(919) 669-9094

V-1363 A-1453
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:11:50 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dan Clover 
3904 Providence Rd
Charlotte, NC 28211-
kloverd@gmail.com
(704) 477-3351

V-1364 A-1454
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:25:17 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dorothy Alspaugh 
105 Bashavia Woods Trl
Pfafftown, NC 27040-
druns@windstream.net
(336) 922-5691

V-1365 A-1455
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:27:23 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tiffany Canaday 
6002 St Peters Church Rd
Conover, NC 28613-
tikki@iwon.com
(828) 270-5781

V-1366 A-1456
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:46:09 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elisabeth Illg-Reyes 
287 Stone Creek Trl
Brevard, NC 28712-
eillgreyes@ro-arch.com
(828) 877-3525

V-1367 A-1457
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:06:17 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Emily Feidelson 
2128 Englewood Ave
Durham, NC 27705-
feidelson.emily@gmail.com
(919) 971-8865
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:38:23 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Barbara Steinmann 
181 Quickstop Trl
Deep Gap, NC 28618-
paravak@gmail.com
(828) 265-7422

V-1369 A-1459
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:38:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Shoshana Serxner-Merchant 
705 Dixie Trl
Raleigh, NC 27607-
sserxner1124@att.net
(919) 834-9406

V-1370 A-1460
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:02:26 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mindy Nathanson 
6118 Sweet Gum Holw
Wilmington, NC 28409-
mpn0211@ec.rr.com
(910) 790-2062

V-1371 A-1461
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:52:45 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

J Phoebe Amante 
905 Romany Rd
Charlotte, NC 28203-
queenphoebe.123@gmail.com
(704) 333-8050

V-1372 A-1462
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:53:04 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Murphy 
PO Box 51
Grantsboro, NC 28529-
wmurphy21@centurylink.net
(252) 229-1998

V-1373 A-1463
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:54:47 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Deborah Burns 
609 Beaverdam Rd
Asheville, NC 28804-
deborahaburns@gmail.com
(828) 713-1587

V-1374 A-1464
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:59:28 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Laura Faber 
6346 Pawling Ct
Fayetteville, NC 28304-
toomanycats@centurylink.net
(910) 223-0813

V-1375 A-1465
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 12:19:22 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

Please care about the natural world and the kind of world our children will inherit. I support a strong and just state
 Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide
 reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on
 the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James Stone 
647 Town Mountain Rd Apt 201
Asheville, NC 28804-
jimsto@yahoo.com
(828) 545-9120

V-1376 A-1466
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 1:32:30 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William h. Wreath 
7132 Howey Bottoms Rd
Indian Trail, NC 28079-
safari1956@aol.com
(704) 882-1577

V-1377 A-1467
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 2:12:18 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Blansett 
PO Box 412
Four Oaks, NC 27524-
rebqualityhome@aol.com
(919) 464-9394

V-1378 A-1468
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:23:56 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Mastro 
101 Hunters Trl W
Elizabeth City, NC 27909-
utvol61@inteliport.com
(252) 338-2708

V-1379 A-1469
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:26:33 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patricia English 
313 Deer Creek Ln
Wilkesboro, NC 28697-
penglish@wilkes.net
(336) 428-5339

V-1380 A-1470
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:27:02 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Bartlett 
2500 Kensington Pl
Asheville, NC 28803-
bethcostlow@hotmail.com
(802) 274-8328

V-1381 A-1471
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:50:55 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Schneider 
106 Laurel Hollow Pl
Cary, NC 27513-
jman_eight@msn.com
(919) 535-8637

V-1382 A-1472
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:39:37 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and jbust state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Beverly Dawson 
106 Oakstone Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
beverlydawson@mac.com
(919) 929-0299

V-1383 A-1473
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:48:03 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Thomas Buchheit 
207 Parkridge Ave
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
tbuchheit@nc.rr.com
(919) 960-0377

V-1384 A-1474
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:54:37 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kathie Johnson 
230 Hopper Cv
Waynesville, NC 28786-
kathiejohnsonrn@gmail.com
(386) 299-4979

V-1385 A-1475
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:27:01 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

I worked at RTI International for 30 years; the last few years in a department that did modeling of the effects of
 global warming.  Within 50 years the coast will be one half the distance from Raleigh than it is now.  Even if this is
 remotely possible; it should not be ignored.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Steve York 
2735 Old Sugar Rd
Durham, NC 27707-
yorks@hpw.com
(919) 490-8488

V-1386 A-1476
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:35:02 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

E Berman 
200 N Greensboro St
Carrboro, NC 27510-
eberman2@gmail.com
(919) 537-8700

V-1387 A-1477
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:36:47 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Metzler-Fiorino 
216 Barbee Blvd
Oak Island, NC 28465-
jmetzfior@gmail.com
(910) 685-5441

V-1388 A-1478
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:58:09 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Hopp 
127 Mark Teague Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312-
ehopp9@yahoo.com
(919) 542-0914

V-1389 A-1479
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:06:29 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

David Grant 
137 Morrison Hill Rd
Davidson, NC 28036-
dagrant@davidson.edu
(704) 892-6231

V-1390 A-1480

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:38:09 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dan Ashe 
1448 W Clemmonsville Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27127-
dd4652@bellsouth.net
(336) 784-5444

V-1391 A-1481
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:21:33 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Margolese-Malin 
5 Balsam Ct
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
rmargolese@earthlink.net
(919) 967-6863

V-1392 A-1482
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:38:04 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jill Gooch 
1208 Oakview Dr
Greenville, NC 27858-
goochj@ecu.edu
2527567987

V-1393 A-1483
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 12:54:40 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Anthony Flores 
917 Shelby Dr Apt B
Greensboro, NC 27409-
tonflo1@gmail.com
(336) 501-8195

V-1394 A-1484
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 2:00:30 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dallas Burkhardt 
621 Northridge St
Greensboro, NC 27403-
dallasjburkhardt@gmail.com
(888) 111-2222

V-1395 A-1485
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 4:23:48 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dianne Weaver 
8410 Streamview Dr  Apt R
Huntersville, NC 28078-
wea18rou@yahoo.com
(704) 997-6629

V-1396 A-1486
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 4:36:21 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carlina Smith 
2020 Harrison Park Dr
Waxhaw, NC 28173-
carlina.ns.93@gmail.com
(704) 996-0996

V-1397 A-1487
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:26:34 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  The plan put forth by the Department of Environmental
 Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Karen Kemp 
2718 Princeton Ave
Durham, NC 27707-
kz@msn.com
(919) 493-5727

V-1398 A-1488
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:03:12 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Laura Tetrev 
165 Curtis Miles Rd
Alexander, NC 28701-
bohonc55@aol.com
(828) 540-3898

V-1399 A-1489
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:22:05 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Leigh Clodfelter 
3923 Fountain Village Ln
High Point, NC 27265-
leighjrny@yahoo.com
(336) 207-8591

V-1400 A-1490

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:11:22 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Shashank Pasya 
1911 willow haven
Charlotte, NC 28262-
rafacena41@gmail.com
(980) 422-6981

V-1401 A-1491
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:29:04 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan which would benefit all our citizens and ensure a healthy and
 sustainable future for our children. Tragically, DEQ's proposed rules do not even come close to achieving the
 carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my
 comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should look to the future and seize the opportunity the EPA's Clean Power Plan presents. We can
 build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that will create jobs and
 investment in our communities. Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of Environmental Quality does
 not contain any new clean energy requirements.

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I sincerely hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Shannon Stover 
3451 Windsor Dr
Charlotte, NC 28209-
josie0913@gmail.com
(805) 300-0599

V-1402 A-1492
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 12:26:33 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pat Powell 
2779 Oakbluff Cir
Southport, NC 28461-
patpowell718@yahoo.com
(910) 253-5529

V-1403 A-1493
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 9:29:07 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jewell Spataro 
162 Water Tower Dr
Forest City, NC 28043-
sprwinds@aol.com
(828) 245-3755

V-1404 A-1494
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 10:22:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Allis 
2905 Glen Burnie Dr
Raleigh, NC 27607-
jwallis@willowtec.com
(919) 787-5221

V-1405 A-1495
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 6:52:50 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Heston 
2746 Westmore Ct
Winston Salem, NC 27103-
rob@sungraffix.net
(336) 745-0682

V-1406 A-1496
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 8:16:39 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Wendy Stevens 
7024 Hidden Creek Dr
Charlotte, NC 28214-
wagothro@hotmail.com
(704) 479-1855

V-1407 A-1497
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 8:34:09 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jane Forbes 
635 Bear Tree Crk
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
jforbes988@aol.com
(919) 533-6632

V-1408 A-1498
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 11:26:39 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sydney Morgan 
107 Cricket lane
Cary, NC 27518-
wolfcat.sydney@gmail.com
(513) 720-9625

V-1409 A-1499
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 1:34:54 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jessica Wroblewski 
99 Overlook Dr
Marion, NC 28752-
nightfall525@yahoo.com
8282212058

V-1410 A-1500
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 5:50:00 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Juli Hennessee 
3064 Frank Whisnant Rd
Morganton, NC 28655-
julihenn@yahoo.com
(828) 437-2439

V-1411 A-1501
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 8:43:18 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joann Ferrulli 
6920 Mordred Ln
Charlotte, NC 28277-
joann28277@gmail.com
(704) 849-9516

V-1412 A-1502

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 12:25:03 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Manijeh Berenji 
540 South Lasalle St #4415
Durham, NC 27705-
manijehberenji@gmail.com
(419) 376-3322

V-1413 A-1503

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d) Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 3:59:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Peter Meyer 
1616 Jettys Reach
Wilmingotn, NC 28409-
avian@aol.com
(910) 392-5537

V-1414 A-1504
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 7:29:51 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sandra Krakowiak 
25A Trillium Ct
Asheville, NC 28805-
sandiferious@hotmail.com
(828) 545-2123

V-1415 A-1505
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 2:33:53 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Denise Bruce 
1616 Beard Rd
Wade, NC 28395-
deniseb0711@gmail.com
(910) 726-5745

V-1416 A-1506
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 7:14:51 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joseph Van Wyck 
13 Wedgewood Place
Clayton, NC 27527-
jayvanwyck@gmail.com
(919) 763-7744

V-1417 A-1507
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 7:15:00 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joseph Van Wyck 
13 Wedgewood Place
Clayton, NC 27527-
jayvanwyck@gmail.com
(919) 763-7744

V-1418 A-1508
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 9:45:25 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Johnny Rice 
613 Allstar Lane
Hendersonville, NC 28739-
yungdaddie@gmail.com
8288917797

V-1419 A-1509
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 9:58:53 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tina Shurtleff 
2813 hanging dog rd
Murphy, NC 28906-
tshurt330@icloud.com
(352) 345-3478

V-1420 A-1510
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 11:32:56 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jean White 
3323 Baugh St
Raleigh, NC 27604-
jmwhite33@earthlink.net
(919) 876-7957

V-1421 A-1511
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 12:10:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ann Henry 
473 Union Street S.
Concord, NC 28025-
anncoogan@gmail.com
(704) 425-6622

V-1422 A-1512
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 12:13:33 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Meeks 
12059 University City Blvd.
Harrisburg, NC 28075-
jmeeks@appleblossomenergy.com
704361231
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 12:17:43 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Chuck Miller 
PO Box 338
Norwood, NC 28128-
1chuckdog@windstream.net
(704) 474-7416
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 12:54:18 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Eileen Blackwell 
3201 Magnolia Dr
Hendersonville, NC 28792-
eileenblackwell@live.com
8282907942
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 12:55:59 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gary Locklear 
1545 University Road
Pembroke, NC 28372-
lockga@gmail.com
(910) 301-1629
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 12:56:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kirk Fronczke 
53 marshlane way
Clayton, NC 27527-
kirk_fronczke@yahoo.com
(772) 766-0116
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 12:56:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Vincent Fisher Mc Millian 
706 Booker St.
Sanford, NC 27330-
vmcmillian65@gmail.com
9198421903
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 12:57:23 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sheila Beaudry 
821 Buteo Rdg
Pittsboro, NC 27312-
sbbeaudry@yahoo.com
9195420515
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 12:57:40 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Victor Coggins 
950 Bruce Coggins rd
Sanford, NC 27332-
coggins04@yahoo.com
9197764837
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 12:59:30 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

JONATHON BRENNAN 
705 CENTENNIAL PKWY
RALEIGH, NC 27606-
jonathonmbrennan@gmail.com
(919) 397-1283
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 1:04:56 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Courtney Morrison 
24 Longview Road
Asheville, NC 28806-
ccmo23@gmail.com
(828) 773-5503
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 1:05:31 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Cable 
PO Box 250
Davidson, NC 28036-
libbycable13@gmail.com
(704) 578-3044
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 1:08:16 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James McManus 
6583 Derby LN NW
Concord, NC 28027-
punchymac@yahoo.com
(704) 782-7667
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 1:09:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Whiteside 
169 Montford Ave.
Asheville, NC 28801-
cassie@cassieandallen.com
(828) 254-9557
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 1:09:32 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Willard Harper 
102 Red Field St
Cary, NC 27513-
simplylive2be@gmail.com
(828) 719-7314
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 1:12:15 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Diane Beger 
918 Balcombe rd
Rocky Point, NC 28457-
dbegerb@aol.com
9102002030
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 1:13:58 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jenny Weaver 
309 Fairview Rd
Thomasville, NC 27360-
jweaverartist@gmail.com
(336) 847-6933
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 1:29:33 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Leigh Yeoman 
10501 Moss Mill Ln.
Charlotte, NC 28277-
lyeoman@carolina.rr.com
(704) 517-7602
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 1:49:46 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Chris Page 
3870 Potts creek Rd
Lincolnton, NC 28092-
cptilly@gmail.com
9192717121
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 2:04:24 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nathan Bales 
4709 Rushing Dr
Wilmington, NC 28409-
nbales@ec.rr.com
9106326681
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 2:19:00 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Arneeta Scott 
11 Cypress Dr
Asheville, NC 28803-
arneetascott@gmail.com
(828) 582-2041
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 2:20:44 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Arneeta Scott 
11 Cypress Dr
Asheville, NC 28803-
arneetascott@gmail.com
(828) 582-2041
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 2:21:06 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Arneeta Scott 
11 Cypress Dr
Asheville, NC 28803-
arneetascott@gmail.com
(828) 582-2041
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 2:22:35 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mike Spruell 
105 Kilborne Rd
Moorrsville, NC 28117-
mspruell@mi-connection.com
(704) 907-7907

V-1445 A-1535

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 2:39:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Evelyn McMillan 
120 Curtis St
Morganton, NC 28655-
tsali153@gmai.com
(828) 205-2665

V-1446 A-1536
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 2:39:48 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Evelyn McMillan 
120 Curtis St
Morganton, NC 28655-
tsali153@gmai.com
(828) 205-2665

V-1447 A-1537
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 2:57:09 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Linda Barnett 
4100 Thetford Road
Durham, NC 27707-
linda.r.barnett@gmail.com
(919) 740-6496

V-1448 A-1538
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 3:29:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Eileen Blackwell 
3201 Magnolia Dr
Hendersonville, NC 28792-
eileenblackwell@live.com
8282907942

V-1449 A-1539
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 3:32:54 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jane Oakley 
211 west bald head wynd
Bald Head Island, NC 28461-
ladyjaneoakley@gmail.con
(910) 471-4810

V-1450 A-1540
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 3:33:06 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jane Oakley 
211 west bald head wynd
Bald Head Island, NC 28461-
ladyjaneoakley@gmail.con
(910) 471-4810

V-1451 A-1541
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 3:53:21 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Linda Alley 
635 Louise Avenue
Charlotte, NC 28204-
lindasuealley@hotmail.com
(704) 962-5268
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 4:03:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Katherine Fox 
1529 Clovercrest Drive
Reidsville, NC 27320-
ketfox27320@gmail.com
(336) 613-7760
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 5:22:21 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Britten Cleveland 
423 E 22nd St
Charlotte, NC 28206-
britten.cleveland@gmail.com
9419792948
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 5:39:41 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Steven Fischer 
2146 NC Hwy 194 N
Boone, NC 28607-
sjf890@gmail.com
5407172654

V-1455 A-1545

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 6:14:00 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lisa Moye 
450 old hwy 111 south
Goldsboro, NC 27534-
vanillalisam@yahoo.com
(919) 273-6457
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 9:34:47 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Harvey Richmond 
106 Hebride Court
Cary, NC 27513-
harvey4climateaction@gmail.com
9198012472
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 9:35:16 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Harvey Richmond 
106 Hebride Court
Cary, NC 27513-
harvey4climateaction@gmail.com
9198012472
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 10:50:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

I urge you to take a look at what happened in Cailfornia.  With an economy growing 50% faster than the national
 average, California shows it is possible to increase jobs AND cut harmful emissions-reducing per capita energy use
 and saving citizens money through energy efficiency and cleaner cars. 

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephen Boletchek 
1106 Elbury Dr
Apex, NC 27502-
sboletchek@gmail.com
9193879588
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d) Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 10:50:30 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephen Boletchek 
1106 Elbury Dr
Apex, NC 27502-
sboletchek@gmail.com
9193879588

V-1460 A-1550
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:13:48 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jay Newhard 
2201 Hyde Drive
Greenville, NC 27858-
jaynewhard@suddenlink.net
(252) 328-5331
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Governor Pat McCrory(Admini) to execute our state"s plan.
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 12:17:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Wilbert Stallings 
443 North Person St. (Apt 101)
Raleigh, NC 27601-
stallingswilbert@yahoo.com
(919) 825-5182
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Governor Pat McCrory(Admini) to execute our state"s plan.
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 12:19:58 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Wilbert Stallings 
443 North Person St. (Apt 101)
Raleigh, NC 27601-
stallingswilbert@yahoo.com
(919) 825-5182

V-1463 A-1553
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 1:52:38 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ann Prince 
9808 Leslie Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
irisgentian@gmail.com
(919) 929-4207
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 10:32:49 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Maple Mary Ann Osterbrink 
227B W MAson Way
Franklinton, NC 27525-
maosterbrink@gmail.com
(520) 678-4122
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 4:47:22 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Martha Brimm 
7 Surrey Lane
Durham, NC 27707-
mcb44444@aol.com
(919) 493-1775
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 5:49:46 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Hal Trufan 
6808 Old Forge Dr
Charlotte, NC 28226-
htrufan@gmail.com
7045570001
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 1:23:23 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

LOWELL Hayes 
POBox 727
Valle Crucis, NC 28691-
lowellhayes@gmail.com
8289635835
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 5:37:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Rogers 
105 Heritage Hill Dr
Jamestown, NC 27282-
scififreak1@yahoo.com
(336) 000-0000
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 12:57:23 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

Please wake up and do your job instead of simply lining your own pockets with dirty corporate money.  I support a
 strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to achieving the
 carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments
 on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina needs to build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state needs to take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing
 carbon pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I ask the
 DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as energy
 efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions a top priority.

Sincerely,

Robert Howe 
618 Webster St
Cary, NC 27511-
rob@robhowe.com
(919) 228-8602

V-1470 A-1560
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 3:39:22 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Vincent Fisher Mc Millian 
706 Booker St.
Sanford, NC 27330-
vmcmillian65@gmail.com
9198421903
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 4:18:57 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Neil McWilliam 
529 Dogwood Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
n.mcwilliam@duke.edu
(919) 684-6081
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 4:32:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ryan Draper 
101 Foxridge Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
raptorred01@yahoo.com
(919) 968-0690

V-1473 A-1563
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 8:05:25 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jane Forbes 
635 Bear Tree Creek
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
jforbes988@aol.com
(919) 533-6632

V-1474 A-1564
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 8:56:03 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Christine Tenekjian 
3121 Hope Valley Rd
Durham, NC 27707-
ctenekjian@gmail.com
7575373184
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 12:36:00 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ken Goldsmith 
2231 Cloud Cover Ln
Raleigh, NC 27614-
kenconserv@gmail.com
(919) 977-9448
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 12:39:05 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Valerie Nieman 
701 Leawood Drive
Greensboro, NC 27410-
valnieman@gmail.com
3369083976

V-1477 A-1567
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 12:39:10 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Valerie Nieman 
701 Leawood Drive
Greensboro, NC 27410-
valnieman@gmail.com
3369083976
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 12:39:16 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Valerie Nieman 
701 Leawood Drive
Greensboro, NC 27410-
valnieman@gmail.com
3369083976

V-1479 A-1569
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 12:50:36 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Secrest 
30 Green Hill Ave
Asheville, NC 28806-
js65983@gmail.com
(828) 406-1135
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 1:18:03 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kim Dobesh 
386 Rickard Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27101-
kim_dobesh@hotmail.com
(336) 725-9981
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 1:22:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.  Can't we in NC stop advertising our wrong-headedness and just do something that we know how
 to do to create a better future for our children and their children!

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Weickert 
633 Totten Pl
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
bob_weickert@mindspring.com
(919) 929-0715
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 2:18:10 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Zinn 
87 Spring Heights Ct
Hendersonville, NC 28791-
bzinn11@gmail.com
(336) 454-5117
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 4:07:13 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Boone Guyton 
85 Laughing Crow
Alexander, NC 28701-
boone.guyton@gmail.com
(828) 683-3688
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 4:58:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Russ 
204 Davis Dr
Morganton, NC 28655-
tr333rus@hotmail.com
(828) 289-3668
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 5:57:10 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Goodkind 
23 Ridgefield Pl
Biltmore Forest, NC 28803-
mary@lindleyg.com
(828) 772-8089
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 9:51:48 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tina Hill 
PO Box 2283
Leicester, NC 28748-
tinahill1967@gmail.com
(828) 450-3164

V-1487 A-1577

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 9:56:13 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Martha Spencer 
988 Henry Mountain Road
Brevard, NC 28712-
spencer_martha@hotmail.com
(828) 885-2680

V-1488 A-1578
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 10:26:04 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

In 2008 the NC DAQ developed a North Carolina Climate Action Plan with input from a very diversified public
 work group, representing most interests within the state, over a many month period. The McCroy Administration
 and Secretary van de Vaart and other nay-sayers within the Legislature have "deep-sixed" the results of all the
 efforts represented in this plan and refuse to take action other than political maneuvering to protect their own
 agendas and have not considered the efforts and have developed actions to undermine the nationally applauded
 Clean Smokestacks Act and other studies that have made NC a national leader in the efforts to clean our air and
 help save the planet's plummet into climate change. The citizens of the state are not only being misled by these suits
 and actions but are also leading the state backward in making progress for clean air and health protection. Please
 rethink and revise the plans to be more in line with the requirements of the citizenry and g
 ood management of our resources   while we still have them.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James Southerland 
103 Moray Ct
Cary, NC 27511-
jhsoutherland@bellsouth.net
(919) 612-8745

V-1489 A-1579
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 10:32:28 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James Southerland 
103 MORAY CT
CARY, NC 27511-
jhsoutherland@bellsouth.net
(919) 612-8745

V-1490 A-1580
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:05:56 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Margaret Davis 
2026 Dartmouth Place
Charlotte, NC 28207-
maggiepeacemama@aol.com
(704) 641-9463

V-1491 A-1581
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:37:13 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Israel 
4412 Brimmer St.
Durham, NC 27703-
kac15228@yahoo.com
4109808455

V-1492 A-1582
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Section 111(d) comments
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:38:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the 36% reduction in carbon pollution by 2030 called for by the Clean
 Power Plan. Recent increases in solar installations in our state indicate that consumers are ready and businesses are
 scaling up to meet this new demand. And homeowners are aware that reducing the need for solar power through
 energy efficiency comes before solar installation. Businesses also see the economic benefits of clean energy and are
 building large installations to increase their bottom line.

With the recent world-wide climate agreement to keep the global increase in temperature to 2 degrees centigrade or
 below, phasing out of fossil fuels has already begun. Now is the time to transition to a clean energy economy and to
 make energy efficiency part of the game plan. This transition will create long-term, good-paying jobs for those
 looking for work and those whose jobs will be phased out along with fossil fuels.

Contrary to the claims of some NC public officials, renewable energy will not cost consumers more, but will save us
 nearly $85 per year in our electricity bills by 2030, according to EPA estimates. Why delay implementation of an
 effective and eligible Clean Power Plan for NC when the benefits are so clear? Cleaner air and water, less
 environmental damage, better jobs, comfortable homes, profitable businesses and a better state will result with
 implementation of an acceptable Clean Power Plan for NC.

I strongly urge DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency and not waste taxpayers' time on a lawsuit that makes no sense. It is in the best interest of North
 Carolina and its residents to submit an acceptable Clean Power Plan that we can start implementing quickly for a
 better state.

Sincerely,

Jane Laping 
14 Concord Place
Asheville, NC 28803-
janelaping@sbcglobal.net
(828) 277-7342

V-1493 A-1583
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Section 111(d) comments
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:49:53 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

It is simply wrong to keep vulnerable communities at risk of adverse health effects from fossil fuel pollution by
 submitting a Clean Power Plan that is sure to fail EPA's requirements. Why give the federal government the power
 to enact a Clean Power Plan for our state when we could so easily submit an acceptable one based on our recent
 successes in retiring coal-fired power plants and in advancing solar energy in this state?

I strongly urge DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency and not waste taxpayers' time on a lawsuit that makes no sense. It is in the best interest of North
 Carolina and its residents to submit an acceptable Clean Power Plan that we can start implementing quickly for a
 safer and healthier  state.

Sincerely,

Jane Laping 
14 Concord Place
Asheville, NC 28803-
janelaping@sbcglobal.net
(828) 277-7342

V-1494 A-1584
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:56:31 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Why waste taxpayer dollars and time on a frivolous lawsuit when it would be so easy to craft an acceptable Clean
 Power Plan? DEQ is playing politics with our clean energy future and the entire state will suffer on account of this
 revengeful behavior. 

Sincerely,

Jane Laping 
14 Concord Place
Asheville, NC 28803-
janelaping@sbcglobal.net
(828) 277-7342

V-1495 A-1585
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:09:03 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Aviva Enoch 
501 W. King St.
Hillsborough, NC 27278-
avivaenoch501@gmail.com
(919) 932-1426
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:35:13 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

SIERRA CLUB Orange/Chatham Group
P.O Box 1303
Chapel Hill, 27514
http://nc.sierraclub.org/ocg/

NCDEQ Division of Air Quality
1628 Mail Service Center
Raleigh, NC 27699-1628

Dear DEQ,

The subject you have outlined as the topic for this hearing, the emissions of existing power plants, is worthy of
 attention, but totally inadequate to address the EPA's mandate for a Clean Power Plan.  You and Governor McCrory
 know this.  So please make a plan that seriously uses all the modalities of carbon reduction.  Yes, have the power
 plants reduce their emission, but also foster renewables and reduce demand by increasing energy efficiency.  This
 latter modality is especially important because it can reduce electricity bills for individuals and families in all
 income groups.

Some people worry that the mandate represents a federal intrusion.  That is true.  It is a federal intrusion just like
 paying taxes to fund FEMA.  You might say it's even worse because it's an international intrusion.  With our low-
lying islands and towns, North Carolina should join the almost 200 nations that agreed last Saturday in Paris to
 reduce emissions.  Let us support the World Emergency Management Agency.

Judith Ferster
Conservation Chair
jferster@ncsu.edu
919-929-6648

Sincerely,

Judith Ferster 
228 Carolina Meadows Villa
Chapel HIll, NC 27517-
jferster@ncsu.edu
(919) 929-6648

V-1497 A-1587

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://nc.sierraclub.org/ocg/


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:30:48 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jane Gallagher 
628 Redbud
Pittsboro, NC 27312-
jgalley628@gmail.com
(919) 542-4629

V-1498 A-1588
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:01:35 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sarah Morse 
183 Pleasant Street
Spindale, NC 28160-
samorse08@gmail.com
8284292128

V-1499 A-1589
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:04:37 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sarah Morse 
183 Pleasant Street
Spindale, NC 28160-
samorse08@gmail.com
8284292128

V-1500 A-1590
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:08:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mathew Wahrman 
5725 Tarawa blvd
Tarawa terrace, NC 28543-
imaginativeexplorer@gmail.com
(210) 439-6077
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 10:52:37 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Martha Taylor 
303 Hubert Herndon Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
marthataylor2@aol.com
(919) 933-4941
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 5:07:10 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. We need to face the future and diminishing supplies of fossil
 fuels, the accumulation of toxic wastes, so future generations will have a healthy viable state in which to live. Why
 not generate more solar and wind that leave no toxic wastes and provide sustainable energy and jobs???

Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the
 EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply
 with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joy Hewett 
3069 Silk Hope Gum Springs Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312-
joyfulwit@hotmail.com
(919) 545-9481
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 7:07:41 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Judith Newell 
9714 Renfield Dr.
Raleigh, NC 27617-
janewell11@gmail.com
(919) 977-9058

V-1504 A-1594

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 3:16:24 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Makennan McBryde 
401 Wescott Rdg Dr
Holly Springs, NC 27540-
makennan.mcbryde@aol.com
(919) 449-8556
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 7:33:10 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not achieve the carbon
 dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my
 comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan).

Please expand renewable energy throughout the state, including offshore wind energy and solar energy.

Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean
 energy requirements. 
Energy efficiency and conservation are the least cost options for reducing carbon pollution and, at the same time,
 help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills. 
Please ask DEQ to increase energy conservation through efficiency and energy-use reduction.
I highly encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as
 well as energy efficiency.
Thank you for this opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

Barclay Satterfield 
301 Streamwood Dr
HOLLY SPRINGS, NC 27540-
barclay@aya.yale.edu
6096580736
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 11:44:15 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

berry lee 
213 dacian ave
Durham, NC 27701-
xbor8@aol.com
(919) 667-0273
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 8:27:44 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gary Smith 
2712 Lochmore Dr
Raleigh, NC 27608-
smithgk@mindspring.com
9197876539

V-1508 A-1598

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 9:36:04 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jon Haebig 
100 Essex Dr.
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
jhaebig@nc.rr.com
(919) 932-5392

V-1509 A-1599
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 3:07:10 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I respectfully request that the Department of Environmental Quality modify their proposed NC Clean Power Plan to
 include provisions for energy efficiency and renewable energy, thereby sending a clear signal that North Carolina's
 government plans to provide good customer service to these job- and revenue-creating business sectors. 

The Paris Conference made it clear that the nations of the world have turned a corner on energy; we don't have to
 agree on anthropogenic climate change to take advantage of the new business reality.  North Carolina's people and
 businesses are poised to lead in the new energy economy, but we can move ahead only if our state government
 plays its part.  The Clean Power Plan can provide to our private sector clear signals from government at the state
 and federal levels, allowing us to make long-term plans and investments.

Thank you. 

Sincerely,

Jane EG Smith 
2712 Lochmore Drive
Raleigh, NC 27608-
smithjeg@mindspring.com
(919) 787-6539
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 3:09:11 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Liana Lucier 
628 Redbud
Pittsboro, NC 26312-
lianamarie93@gmail.com
996981498

V-1511 A-1601

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 4:12:52 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michael Soboeiro 
1121 N. Blount St
Raleigh, NC 27604-
msoboeiro@yahoo.com
(919) 255-0393
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 4:33:34 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elinor Angel 
119 E Circle Dr
Cary, NC 27511-
elinor.angel@gmail.com
(704) 964-5987

V-1513 A-1603
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 22, 2015 5:38:15 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rita Burns-Wooten 
1150 35th Street Pl NE
Conover, NC 28613-
burnswooten@yahoo.com
(828) 256-9793

V-1514 A-1604
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 22, 2015 8:26:01 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

The proposed clean power plan response is a slap in the face for businesses that want NC to lead the clean power
 transition. Please cooperate and collaborate with the EPA in this.  None of us likes heavy handed regulation, but the
 plan offers many ways for us to be compliant yet meet the needs of our state. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

I would prefer a national price on carbon as a way to speed the transition to a clean energy future. Until we get such
 a plan, we need to support EPA's efforts.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Brad Rouse 
3 Stegall Lane
Asheville, NC 28805-
brouse_invest@yahoo.com
(404) 754-0892

V-1515 A-1605
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 22, 2015 11:04:28 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Steffi Rausch 
373 Lytle Cove Rd
Swannanoa, NC 28778-
steffi@evolv.com
(828) 581-0190
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 22, 2015 7:59:05 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rita Burns-Wooten 
1150 35th St. Pl. NE
Conover, NC 28613-
burnswooten@yahoo.com
(828) 256-9793

V-1517 A-1607
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 27, 2015 3:06:30 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lori Bright 
22 Independence BLVD
Asheville, NC 28805-
britespirit1@yahoo.com
8286997924
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 27, 2015 4:29:43 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Judy Hogan 
PO Box 253
Moncure, NC 27559-
judyhogan@mindspring.com
(919) 545-9932

V-1519 A-1609

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 8:39:17 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James Kantor 
2110 Paces Forest Court # 435
Raleigh, NC 27612-
james.s.kantor@gmail.com
(919) 523-6773
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 8:27:31 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Peter Beckley 
102 Island Palms Dr
Carolina Beach, NC 28428-
pbeckley@msn.com
(910) 555-5555

V-1521 A-1611
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 31, 2015 9:47:56 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Bringle 
1005 River Ridge Dr.
Asheville, NC 28803-
rkbringle@gmail.com
(317) 201-5160

V-1522 A-1612
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 31, 2015 3:57:48 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Melissa Mancini 
7112 Jeffrey Dr
Raleigh, NC 27603-
melissa.mancini@juno.com
(919) 802-6901
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 8:26:16 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rosemarie Sawdon 
100 Elderberry Lane
Rougemont, NC 27572-
sawdon@msn.com
(336) 364-0386

V-1524 A-1614
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:57:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

As a taxpayer, I resent my money being wasted by administration officials who are spending time and energy setting
 up a CPP which they know will not meet the requirements of the EPA, thereby setting up the state to have to follow
 federal rules, which may not be as appropriate as regulations drafted in NC for NC.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Yvonne Moody 
609 Marsh Grass Ct.
Southport, NC 28461-
yvonne37@bellsouth.net
9104549051
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:48:30 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Julia Young 
457 Meadow Branch Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312-
mandjyoung@mindspring.com
(919) 933-1433
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 8:21:43 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Julia Young 
457 Meadowbranch Road
Pittsboro, NC 27312-
mandjyoung@mindspring.com
(919) 933-1433

V-1527 A-1617
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:07:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James Cooke 
309 Mary Lee Ct
Winterville, NC 28590-
jccooke@suddenlink.net
(252) 355-5330
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:30:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

monika coleman 
7720 prospector pl
raleigh, NC 27615-
monikar1@mindspring.com
9193957166
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 4:22:24 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jen Johnson 
1510 Orange St.
Wilmington, NC 28401-
jen@everydaymindful.com
(910) 208-0518
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d) Please....a better clean power plan.....put on those red gloves!!!!
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 4:40:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sharon Godfrey 
9524 Deer Spring Lane
Charlotte, NC 28210-
sharongodfrey25@gmail.com
(704) 541-7332
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d) Please....a better clean power plan.....put on those red gloves!!!!
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 4:41:57 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sharon Godfrey 
9524 Deer Spring Lane
Charlotte, NC 28210-
sharongodfrey25@gmail.com
(704) 541-7332
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d) Please....a better clean power plan.....put on those red gloves!!!!
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 4:44:26 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sharon Godfrey 
9524 Deer Spring Lane
Charlotte, NC 28210-
sharongodfrey25@gmail.com
(704) 541-7332

V-1533 A-1623
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 9:14:31 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michael Murdoch 
415 Wildwood Road
Newport, NC 28570-
memurdoch@gmail.com
(252) 726-5808

V-1534 A-1624

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 10:29:21 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stacey Cannon 
2770 Faith Rd.
Salisbury, NC 28146-
staceycannon@carolina.rr.com
(704) 245-6464
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:22:54 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Peter Jung 
521 Lynhaven Ct.
Winston Salem, NC 27104-
ejung@triad.rr.com
(336) 659-6413

V-1536 A-1626
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:52:21 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

Please catch up with the 21st century, rather than stubbornly sticking to a "business as usual" approach that will cost
 NC citizens dearly in the long run!!
I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jonathan Sheline 
111 Pinecrest Road
Durham, NC 27705-
jonsheline@gmail.ocm
(919) 490-8620

V-1537 A-1627
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 1:56:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

Comments on the Clean Power Plan
I strongly support the federal Clean Power Plan.  Rather than fight this plan, NC should jump on board and add it's
 support to this historic national effort!
Clean power is not just about lowering emissions (although that is huge!).  Its also about moving to energy
 conservation and moving to renewables as fast as possible.  WHY? 

Sincerely,

Richard Mearns 
3613 Williams Dairy Rd.
Greensboro, NC 27406-
dick_mearns@bellsouth.net
3366749281
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 2:48:12 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Prince 
9808 Leslie Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
jbp9808@earthlink.net
(919) 428-6655

V-1539 A-1629
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:33:17 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carl Wildermann 
1311 Hillsborough Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
cwildermann@zoho.com
9199321584
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:33:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Norma D Burns 
421 Clarence Phillips Road
Bennett, NC 27208-
countrymouse@rtmc.net
(336) 581-3916
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:33:30 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Norma D Burns 
421 Clarence Phillips Road
Bennett, NC 27208-
countrymouse@rtmc.net
(336) 581-3916

V-1542 A-1632
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:33:56 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michael Eisenberg 
5033 Bartons Enclave Ln
Raleigh, NC 27613-
mikeeeisen@yahoo.com
9198465154
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:35:21 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nadine Duckworth 
804 Deal Farm Lane
Taylorsville, NC 28681-
hellof_amom@yahoo.com
(828) 409-9544
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:35:50 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Alan Cormack 
4004 CASTLEMAINE CT
CARY, NC 27519-
abcormack@gmail.com
6082177741
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:35:55 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jeff Hibbard 
303 Harrison Hill Road
Swannanoa, NC 28778-
jhibbard@riseup.net
(014) 789-6325
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:36:55 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

NC
It is essential that we reduce carbon output from all sources and increase our reliance upon power sources that do not
 emit carbon into the atmosphere. Otherwise we'll end up cooking the planet (and ourselves).

Sincerely,

Paul Brinich 
601 W Rosemary St Unit 804
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
brinich@gmail.com
919-967-5819
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:36:55 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sabine Schoenbach 
202 West Trinity Ave
Durham, NC 27701-
sabine.m.schoenbach@gmail.com
(415) 350-6941
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:37:09 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ben Phipps 
50 Cliffview Drive
Asheville, NC 28803-
phippsindustrial@gmail.com
2486614510
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:37:15 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Paul Smith 
4012 Graham Newton Rd
Raleigh, NC 27606-
fat37ply@nc.rr.com
(919) 665-8330
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:37:52 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Keaton Hill 
54 W Kensington Road
Asheville, NC 28804-
khill@jayhill.net
(828) 774-5184
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:38:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I have long been dismayed about the way we fiddle while Rome burns when it comes to Climate Change.  I have
 children who desperately need a planet for which we have been stewards.

Accordingly, I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come
 close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of
 Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean
 Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions. 

We are not going to meet our obligations to ourselves and future generations if you don't!

Very sincerely,
Catherine Admay

Sincerely,

Catherine Admay 
4700 Kerley Rd
Durham, NC 27705-
admay@duke.edu
(919) 613-9232
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:38:10 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Shirl Ches 
1400 Lake Emory Rd
Franklin, NC 28734-
chesbord@frontier.com
8285249991
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:38:12 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Reid 
111 Breckenridge Ct.
Hendersonville, NC 28739-
reidrobustelli@gmail.com
(828) 808-7051
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:38:19 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider
 my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency. I installed solar panels on my home in Phoenix through Solar City. I would like to see that same
 opportunity offered in North Carolina.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions ASAP.

Sincerely,

Joseph Umstead 
1507 Ferncliff Circle
Raleigh, NC 27609-
joseph.umstead@gmail.com
(919) 616-6203
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:39:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ruchir Vora 
522 Dogwood Dr.
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
daddyruchir@yahoo.com
6172834704
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:39:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

david scott 
1004 lakeshore dr
lake waccamaw, NC 28450-
scottfree123@embarqmail.com
(910) 646-3276
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:39:31 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Charles Marsh 
1041 Camp Elliott Rd
Black Mountain, NC 28711-
one@oneness.org
(828) 669-7491
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:40:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Love 
36 Main St
Prospect Hill, NC 27314-
reloe333@aol.com
(336) 264-9070
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:40:38 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Collins 
5909 Hathaway Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
jcollins@pappasventures.com
9199678534
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:41:10 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Eleanor Wertman 
506 N. Greensboro St.
Carrboro, NC 27510-
ewertman@live.unc.edu
(919) 614-1863

V-1561 A-1651

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:43:24 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Chris Chiarenza 
201 Kindling Wood Lane
Marvin, NC 28173-
pbs.chris@gmail.com
5162841218
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:44:12 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jody Ochs 
8 Wildwood Park
Weaverville, NC 28787-
silvergrl@charter.net
8287125335
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:45:14 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Laurie Schumann 
253 Timberlane Dr
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768-
lhschumann@fastmail.fm
(828) 000-0000
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:45:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Debbie Kenyon 
509 GABLEFIELD LN
APEX, NC 27502-
dcjkenyon@aol.com
9193036906
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:45:38 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Deborah Frazier 
5118 Poplar Springs Drive
Charlotte, NC 28269-
deborah.frazier@areva.com
(704) 598-1026
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:47:21 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carol Hay 
3929-A Red Hawk Rd
Hillsborough, NC 27278-
cmhay.lessmess@gmail.com
(919) 245-1753
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:48:34 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mark Hurmence 
518 Spencer Farlow Drive
Carolina Beach, NC 28428-
gocubsmark@aol.com
(910) 458-4040

V-1568 A-1658

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:49:45 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

David Parker 
5011 Harness Lane
Colfax, NC 27235-
dnparkrnew@gmail.com
(000) 000-0000
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:50:17 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Becky Mock 
1926 Wellington Road
Burlington, NC 27217-
bhmock@bellsouth.net
(336) 584-4982
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:51:02 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

Time to put NC citizens and our wonderful state at the top of the list. The best interests for our health and our
 economy is why you are in office. Unfortunately, this does not seem to be your best interest. Time to adopt a true
 Clean Power Plan.
I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan.
Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the
 EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply
 with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Bonzo-Savage 
2041 Bethesda Ch Rd
Madison, NC 27025-
ebs_nc@yahoo.com
(336) 427-2420
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:51:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kaye Ratliff 
502 Leak Ave
Wadesboro, NC 28170-
kratliff@windstream.net
(704) 694-5431
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:51:18 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jill Green 
770 Monroeton Rd.
Reidsville, NC 27320-
jilligreen@gmail.com
(336) 342-1874
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:51:39 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carole Lugo 
527 N. Bloodworth Street
Raleigh, NC 27604-
lugocarolea@aol.com
(919) 123-4567
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:51:47 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Laura Porter 
111 Founders Ridge Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
laurasporter@gmail.com
(919) 969-7434
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:52:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Eric Solomon 
1212 hunting ridge road
Raleigh, NC 27615-
rabbi@bethmeyer.org
(919) 848-1420
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:52:32 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Max Socol 
920-6 Shellbrook Ct.
Raleigh, NC 27609-
mbsocol@gmail.com
2025256517
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:53:26 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

How about adopting a Clean Power Plan, not DEQ's proposed rules that won't achieve the carbon dioxide reductions
 required by the EPA? We urge the Division of Air Quality to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act
 (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

It's most important that our state take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for
 reducing carbon pollution. NC should help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills. We
 strongly encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as
 well as energy efficiency. Natural gas (methane) is not acceptable as it is worse for climate change than carbon
 emissions.

We hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and to provide for future
 generations, by making significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lewis Patrie 
26 Wesley Dr., Apt H
Asheville, NC 28803-
patrie.wncpsr@main.nc.us
(828) 285-2599
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:54:19 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Obeid 
477 George McKinney Rd
Bakersville, NC 28705-
cjo1942@hotmail.com
(828) 467-3083
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:55:20 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michelle Bermeo Betancourt 
3190 Exacta Ln, Apt 211
Raleigh, NC 27613-
mbermeobetancourt@gmail.com
(919) 274-5701
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:59:53 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Paul Cook 
1000 East 10th Street
Greenville, NC 27858-
pcookecu@gmail.com
2527544900
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:02:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jay Newhard 
2201 Hyde Drive
Greenville, NC 27858-
jaynewhard@suddenlink.net
(252) 328-5331
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:03:48 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gavin Dillard 
528 Padgettown Road
Gavin, NC 28711-
gavco@me.com
(828) 357-8069
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:05:13 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John MacConnell 
831 S. Dalton St.
Gastonia, NC 28052-
meaningfulmktng@gmail.com
(704) 299-0020
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:05:21 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

Clean energy is a growing industry in North Carolina, with solar and wind not only protecting our planet, but adding
 to our economy in positive ways. North Carolina needs a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully
 request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of
 the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

It is hard for me to believe that the plan put forth by the Department of Environmental Quality does not contain any
 new clean energy requirements. This is both short-sighted and dangerous. I strongly encourage DEQ to revise the
 proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as energy efficiency.

North Carolina needs to take advantage of energy efficiency as the least costly compliance option for reducing
 carbon pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills. 

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Laura Collins 
47 Maple Ridge Ln.
Asheville, NC 28806-
revlauraj@yahoo.com
(828) 337-2525
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:06:21 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Richard Ashton 
15 Westchester Circle
Pinehurst, NC 28374-
rwa15@yahoo.com
(910) 215-0573
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:06:54 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lawrence East 
316 Richlands Ave Apt. 5
Jacksonville, NC 28540-
rstyeast@aol.com
(999) 999-9999
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:07:45 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

G.W. Cheney 
315 Hickory Lane
G.W., NC 28607-
gwcheney@ymail.com
(828) 773-4120
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:09:33 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Iris Carman 
327 Lakewood Drive
Wilkesboro, NC 28697-
icarman@2carmans.com
(333) 333-3333
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:11:31 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Donna Wagoner 
1484 Quarry Road
Woodleaf, NC 27054-
wagoner.donna@gmail.com
(704) 657-6225
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:13:06 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cathy Nieman 
312 Ivy Hill Road
Weaverville, NC 28787-
cathy.nieman@gmail.com
8286455035
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:15:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Deborah Rosenstein 
1502 Davis Rd.
Hillsborough, NC 27278-
deborahgrace@me.com
(919) 241-4060
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:15:38 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pam Dix 
11127 Aprilia Lane
Cornelius, NC 28031-
pamdix@me.com
(704) 604-5277
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:16:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Keith Cutler 
99 Jackson St #1708
Davidson, NC 28036-
kcutler1@gmail.com
7036552023
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:19:36 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Glenn Rape 
2921 Aprilia Ln
Monroe, NC 28112-
glennrape@earthlink.net
(704) 764-4459

V-1595 A-1685

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:20:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pat Butler 
200 Quail Dr.
Raleigh, NC 27604-
patbutler3@yahoo.com
9198295346
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:20:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sara Loeppert 
1317 Rand DR
Raleigh, NC 27608-
sara@loeppert.net
(919) 424-7321

V-1597 A-1687

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:20:45 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lucy Britt 
208 Barclay Rd.
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
lucycbritt@gmail.com
5402676324

V-1598 A-1688

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:21:52 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Emmy Moore 
2110 St. Mary's St.
Raleigh, NC 27608-
emmym@nc.rr.com
(919) 571-3336

V-1599 A-1689

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:22:36 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patti Ulirsch 
16 Woodmere Dr
Arden, NC 28704-
pulirsch@gmail.com
(828) 654-8249

V-1600 A-1690

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:23:09 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jeff Hight 
5501 Ivors Lane
Winston-Salem, NC 27106-
jeffh@spatters.com
(000) 000-0000

V-1601 A-1691

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:24:39 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

susan morris 
320 wesley drive
chapel hill, NC 27516-
susanmorris2347@gmail.com
(919) 215-5520

V-1602 A-1692

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:28:41 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

As a resident of North Carolina for the last 46 years, I urge you to participate in submitting a NC Clean Power Plan
 that meets or surpasses federal carbon pollution standards. 

North Carolina stands poised to be a national leader in the transition from energy produced by fossil fuels to solar
 and wind energy.  Our state is already a leader in solar energy, and our coastal waters offer the best potential for
 wind power production along the US Atlantic coastline.  The economic implications for these energy assets stand
 ready to pave the way for transitioning toward a clean energy future in NC.

Following the United Nations Climate Talks in Paris, I strongly believe our country and its states have a moral
 imperative to reduce our carbon emissions.  I am encouraging you to be a strong leader in the transition from fossil
 fuel produced energy to clean alternative energy sources by submitting a Clean Energy Plan for North Carolina that
 meets or surpasses federal carbon pollution standards for power plants in the US.  

Sincerely,

Ann Kieffer 
86 Herron Avenue
Asheville, NC 28806-
annfkieffer@bellsouth.net
(828) 258-6042

V-1603 A-1693

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:31:31 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Juli Hennessee 
3064 Frank Whisnant Rd
Morganton, NC 28655-
julihenn@yahoo.com
(828) 437-2439

V-1604 A-1694

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:31:39 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Juli Hennessee 
3064 Frank Whisnant Rd
Morganton, NC 28655-
julihenn@yahoo.com
(828) 437-2439

V-1605 A-1695

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:31:55 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Juli Hennessee 
3064 Frank Whisnant Rd
Morganton, NC 28655-
julihenn@yahoo.com
(828) 437-2439

V-1606 A-1696

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:33:28 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Charlese Yearwood 
1105 Hickory Ave
Greensboro, NC 27405-
charleseyearwood@gmail.com
(336) 378-9303

V-1607 A-1697

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:34:35 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Larry McLean 
1726 charlotte hwy
Mooresville, NC 28115-
nadalada@windstream.net
(704) 555-1234

V-1608 A-1698

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:35:15 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Alyse Lopez-Salm 
3009 Bond Ct.
Sanford, NC 27332-
lopezsalm@yahoo.com
(717) 380-5657

V-1609 A-1699

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:36:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carol Barre 
1009 Robert E Lee Dr
Wilmington, NC 28412-
cbarre1250@ec.rr.com
9102001441

V-1610 A-1700

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:36:15 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Melanie Sadur 
257 Sweet Bay Pl
Carrboro, NC 27510-
melanie.sadur@gmail.com
3124792677

V-1611 A-1701

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:36:26 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

alan katzer 
2700 reynolda rd.
winston-salem, NC 27106-
katzer.alan@gmail.com
no phone number

V-1612 A-1702

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:36:45 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Emma Bogdan 
1300 Lake Front Dr Apt E
Raleigh, NC 27613-
emmabogdan@gmail.com
7046614439

V-1613 A-1703

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:41:32 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Franklin 
806 Warwick Ct
Burlington, NC 27215-
wafranklin@earthlink.net
3362632062

V-1614 A-1704

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:43:20 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bob Rosen 
1101 Exchange Pl.  Apt 226
Bob, NC 27713-
robertarosen.rosen66@gmail.com
(571) 420-0588

V-1615 A-1705
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:44:09 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Judith Sinclair 
7 F Cypress Grove Drive
Wilmington, NC 28401-
drjudithpsinclair@gmail.com
(910) 228-5057

V-1616 A-1706
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:46:32 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Freeze 
648 Chaney Rd
Asheboro, NC 27205-
jfreeze@triad.rr.com
(336) 629-2208

V-1617 A-1707
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:46:59 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ann Rowell 
7001 Thermal Road
Charlotte, NC 28211-
l.ann.rowell@gmail.com
(000) 000-0000

V-1618 A-1708
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:50:18 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

The Clean Power Plan proposed by the EPA is absolutely a no-brainer. NC should be supporting it.  Unfortunately,
 DEQ's proposed rules do not even come close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I
 respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with
 Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Anne Hummel 
1907 Rosecrest Dr.
Greensboro, NC 27408-
annedhummel@gmail.som
(336) 288-7237
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:51:58 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kathy Meyer 
185 Windover Drive
Forest City, NC 28043-
katherine.meyer49@gmail.com
(828) 247-0440
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:52:51 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

I'm not fooling myself.  You are married to your old boss Duke Energy and nothing you ever do will benefit North
 Carolinians.  We will always remember you as the one who put the nail in our beautiful state's coffin.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Yeager 
1808 Old Hollow Rd
Walkertown, NC 27051-
carolynhyeager@bellsouth.net
(336) 830-2782
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:54:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

peter birckhead 
213 wild oak ln
carrboro, NC 27510-
pbirckhead@hotmail.com
(919) 967-2503
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:06:15 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pamela Johnston 
2015 Coweeta Church Road
Otto, NC 28763-
rinchen.johnston@gmail.com
(828) 524-0076

V-1623 A-1713

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:07:13 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

TAKING DIRECTIONS FROM DUKE ENERGY IS NOT AN EFFECTIVE WAY TO GOVERN THE STATE
 OF NC.  YOU MUST DO BETTER.  YOU HAVE A LOT OF PEOPLE WHO ARE UNDER EDUCATED AND
 UNEMPLOYED.  WHY NOT DO THE RIGHT THING AND COMBINE MOVING/ENCOURAGING AND
 PUTTING FORTH CLEAN ENERGY TO BRING OUR STATE UP TO SNUFF.  DUKE ENERGY ONLY
 CONTINUES TO RUIN THE AIR and WATER QUALITY HERE, WHILE MAKING TOO MUCH MONEY
 POLLUTING US.

Sincerely,

Gretchen Zeiger-May 
4791 Yellowood Drive
Shallotte, NC 28470-
gretchenmay1@comcast.net
(910) 755-2351
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:08:06 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jean Hopkins 
7323 Ritter Dr.
Charlotte, NC 28270-
jhopkins302@yahoo.com
(980) 428-5559
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:08:23 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Angela Vieth 
3009 Bexley Avenue
Durham, NC 27707-
azvieth@earthlink.net
(919) 403-7103
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:10:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

anne craig 
132 Murdock Ave.
Asheville, NC 28801-
ennagiarc@gmail.com
(828) 423-2087
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:11:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Demetra Bakas 
7 Dunnberry Ct
Greensboro, NC 27455-
demetrabakas@gmail.com
(336) 312-0111
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:13:05 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

alyzza may 
2016 brice st
greensboro, NC 27403-
alyzza.may@gmail.com
(508) 441-0236
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:15:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lynne Kane 
11 Lark Circle
Chapel Hill, NC 27515-
batya.etel@gmail.com
(919) 960-0983
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:16:48 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jim Thomas 
5900 Hathaway Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
jmichaelthomas2005@gmail.com
(919) 949-4314
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:19:31 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joe Phillips 
P. O. Box 282
Colfax, NC 27235-
joephil282@yahoo.com
(336) 000-0000
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:21:16 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dot Sulock 
18 Beaverdam Knoll
Asheville, NC 28804-
dsulock@unca.edu
(828) 232-5196
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:23:52 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robin Hall 
6610 Loblolly Circle
Waxhaw, NC 28173-
rocnrobn37@gmail.com
(704) 843-1741
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:24:34 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kicab Castaneda-Mendez 
112 rhododendron court
Chapel hill, NC 27517-
kicabcm@yahoo.com
9199678782
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:25:14 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Janice Phillips 
5380 Brittainywood Road
Kernersville, NC 27284-
janp931@yahoo.com
(336) 000-0000
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:26:00 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nannette Gover 
430 Gloucestershire Rd.
Winston Salem, NC 27104-
nannettegover@gmail.com
3367688925
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:28:00 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

george garcia 
524 averette rd
rolesville, NC 27571-
ggramirez2001@yahoo.com
(919) 556-5194
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:28:09 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Vero Brentjens 
138 Bayview Tr.
Edenton, NC 27932-
vaamb1@me.com
2524820826
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:28:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joan Dulberg 
555 Pine Ridge Place
Raleigh, NC 27609-
purplejoan@nc.rr.com
(919) 781-8944

V-1640 A-1730
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:28:31 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

George Phillips 
124 Fidelity St, Apt. 36
Carrboro, NC 27510-
nctrack@gmail.com
(919) 969-7145

V-1641 A-1731
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:38:47 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kristen Powers 
111 Winsome Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
kristen_powers@ymail.com
7816358226

V-1642 A-1732
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:40:28 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

kerry arnold 
95 eldorado lane
Pinehurst, NC 28374-
kerryatrnold.4@gmail.com
(203) 561-8766

V-1643 A-1733
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:40:44 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Paul Starnes 
428 Lakeview Dr
Waynesville, NC 28785-
tpsjudy@gmail.com
(828) 452-3548

V-1644 A-1734
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:43:26 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rachel Stein 
94 Pearson Dr., _
Asheville, NC 28801-
nrachelstein@gmail.com
8285058937

V-1645 A-1735
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:46:06 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Donna Etheridge 
1428 Princess Anne Rd
Raleigh, NC 27607-
dretheri@yahoo.com
(919) 851-9365

V-1646 A-1736
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:58:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cheryl A. Villante 
1247 Neptuno Court SW
Ocean Isle Beach, NC 28469-
hugsoflaughter6@gmail.com
8564953477

V-1647 A-1737
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:04:53 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Amy Dosser 
4615 Willa Way
Durham, NC 27703-
amydosser4@gmail.com
(919) 286-5700

V-1648 A-1738
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:06:15 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

michael fuchs 
934 troubadour lane
knightdale, NC 27545-
mfuchs940@yahoo.com
(919) 217-1419

V-1649 A-1739
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:14:45 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Craig Bailey 
210 Travelers Rest Lane
Rutherfordton, NC 28139-
captcrb@gmail.com
(828) 625-0423

V-1650 A-1740
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:17:48 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Peggy Wright 
3036 Rosebriar Dr.
Durham, NC 27705-
pwright011@nc.rr.com
(919) 479-5201

V-1651 A-1741
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:19:15 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Donna Newman 
710 Powell Drive
Raleigh, NC 27606-
dnewman27606@yahoo.com
(919) 513-0719

V-1652 A-1742
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:37:11 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James Thomas 
5900 Hathaway Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
jmichaelthomas2001@yahoo.com
(919) 949-4314

V-1653 A-1743
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:43:21 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Susan Brody 
208 Lameshur Ln
Monroe, NC 28110-
baerhealth@yahoo.com
(234) 567-6785

V-1654 A-1744

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:49:52 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

David JOlly 
1005 Iredell St.
Durham, NC 27705-
david.jolly@frontier.com
(919) 286-4969

V-1655 A-1745
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:50:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Gaither 
372 John Newsome Rd
Littleton, NC 27850-
wrgaither@centurylink.net
(252) 586-4658

V-1656 A-1746

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:50:40 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Raleigh Stout 
1001 YANCEYVILLE ST APT
Greensboro, NC 27405-
ac5jw@outlook.com
(336) 554-6763

V-1657 A-1747
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:53:12 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Zola Packman 
1011 Nicholwood Dr
Zola, NC 27605-
zmpackman@att.net
(919) 835-4745

V-1658 A-1748
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:53:41 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Anthony Madejczyk 
2705 Highland Ave
Durham, NC 27704-
tony@pheinc.com
(919) 220-5092

V-1659 A-1749
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:57:06 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan.

Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the
 EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply
 with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's BOOMING CLEAN ENERGY INDUSTRY to generate clean,
 renewable energy that will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the
 Department of Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of ENERGY EFFICIENCY as the least cost compliance option for reducing
 carbon pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sister Mary Schmuck RSM 
101 Mercy Drive
Belmont, NC 28012-
mschmuck@mercysc.org
(704) 829-5260

V-1660 A-1750
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:00:04 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Janet Tice 
310 Umstead
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
starjet@mindspring.com
(919) 968-0444

V-1661 A-1751
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:02:57 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Stone 
500 Audubon Dr
Oriental, NC 28571-
freddydck@gmail.com
(804) 814-3918
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:04:04 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Caroline Schmidt 
205 Crowfields Dr
Asheville, NC 28803-
schmidt205@bellsouth.net
(828) 274-6975
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:04:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jeff Alguire 
2210 Charlotte St
Durham, NC 27705-
jalguire@yahoo.com
(919) 698-3081

V-1664 A-1754
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:06:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Belknap 
900 Hillsborough Street
Raleigh, NC 27603-
rebelknap@sms.edu
(919) 424-3654
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:15:54 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan that benefit the people of this state, not just the electric companies
 (if any others exist thanks to Duke Power's swallowing up smaller electric companies just to gain a monopoly and
 eliminate competition). 

Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the
 EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply
 with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Peggy Cornwallis 
P.O.Box 405
durham, NC 27702-
pegahcorn@gmail.com
9199901234
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:18:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Emerson 
328B Clark Street
Durham, NC 27701-
emerson.jgray@yahoo.com
(919) 544-7335

V-1667 A-1757
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:31:26 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James McKay 
251 Serenity Hill Circle
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
jimofeli@gmail.com
(919) 240-4974

V-1668 A-1758
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:35:45 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gail Brock 
638 Smedes Place
Raleigh, NC 27605-
gbrock_dca@yahoo.com
(919) 856-0085

V-1669 A-1759
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:41:10 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Martha Williams 
2417 Wimbledon Circle
Burlington, NC 27215-
miss_marti57@yahoo.com
(336) 263-8482
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:41:53 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Richard Strowd 
4845 Manns Chapel Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
swog.strowd@gmail.com
(919) 932-1952
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:51:14 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

How can we allow our world to be polluted because our government leaders have allowed themselves to be bribed
 by wealthy, dirty power industries? Shame on you all.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pat Wang 
4610 Old Mill Rd
Gastonia,, NC 28056-
patwangnc@yahoo.com
(000) 000-0000
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:00:09 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Miles Varner 
114 NW 3rd Street
Oak Island, NC 28465-
milesav@earthlink.net
(910) 933-4219
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:05:20 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kenny Howell 
347 Ledford Road
Ellenboro, NC 28040-
kennyrhowell@bellsouth.net
(828) 453-9866
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:13:51 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

shaun murphy 
2345 rolling hill rd
fayetteville, NC 28304-
pnuash8@gmail.com
5088166437
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:16:33 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Julia Talbutt 
210 Disney Drive
WILMINGTON, NC 28409-
julieat@aol.com
9103922812

V-1676 A-1766

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:17:11 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

shaun murphy 
2345 rolling hill rd
fayetteville, NC 28304-
pnuash8@gmail.com
5088166437

V-1677 A-1767
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:18:58 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ann Shaw 
824 Rollingwood Dr.,
Greensboro, NC 27410-
annemmaps@yahoo.com
7655205939

V-1678 A-1768
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:27:31 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Adam Versenyi 
205 Oleander Road
Carrboro, NC 27510-
glideradam@gmail.com
(919) 824-9418
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:31:40 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Radke 
7524 Fairlawn Dr #204
Raleigh, NC 27615-
wjradke@juno.com
9198444439
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:34:14 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gordon Wooten 
111 Shore Dr
Jarvisburg, NC 27947-
lighthouse34@juno.com
(252) 435-5311
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:36:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Johns 
122 Club House Dr
New London, NC 28127-
kajohns55@yahoo.com
3369179594
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:40:49 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Edwin Ross 
1320 S Williams Circle
Elizabeth City, NC 27909-
eross850@hotmail.com
(000) 000-0000
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:46:56 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

Please read the following form letter and let it speak for me.  Thank you.  Ruth Stambaugh

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ruth Stambaugh 
93 Bird Creek Estate Rsd
Black Mountain, NC 28711-
deemare@juno.com
(828) 664-9236

V-1684 A-1774

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:52:57 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tom O'Neal 
113 Pinecrest Rd.
Durham, NC 27705-
doneal16@gmail.com
(919) 489-1150

V-1685 A-1775

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:52:57 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ariana Gabriel 
314 Oak Pl
Ariana, NC 28803-
arianagrace99@gmail.com
(828) 505-4910

V-1686 A-1776
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:56:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Donna Lovick 
2957 Old Fairground Rd
Angier, NC 27501-
dhnlov@yahoo.com
9198943207

V-1687 A-1777
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:57:41 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Margaret Anderson 
1119 Midland Ter
Durham, NC 27704-
carinapup@yahoo.com
(919) 688-4542

V-1688 A-1778
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:00:04 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Justin Mebane 
1501 Covey Lane
Wilmington, NC 28411-
superjustin11@aol.com
(910) 926-8311

V-1689 A-1779
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:07:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

Please consider future generations instead of politics when making decisions about the Clean Power Plan. Isn't it
 time to do the right thing instead of bowing to big business interests who only want more and more money?  Think
 about YOUR CHILDREN and do something that will make them proud to tell THEIR children about your efforts to
 protect the environment for them. Please do not let this opportunity evaporate.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marian Hartman 
3198 Panoramic Vista Ct. N.E.
Connelly Springs, NC 28612-
jimarian123@gmail.com
(919) 334-8484

V-1690 A-1780
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:08:05 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carole Larivee 
126 Liberty Church Road
Waynesville, NC 28785-
larivee@aol.com
(555) 555-5555

V-1691 A-1781
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:23:23 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Peter van Dorsten 
7301 Rainwater Rd
Raleigh, NC 27615-
pv2049@gmail.com
(919) 790-9278

V-1692 A-1782
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:43:46 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Norma Munn 
1300 Queens Rd, #304
Charlotte, NC 28207-
elinor.0213@gmail.com
(917) 536-8013

V-1693 A-1783

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:47:20 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rosanne Milligan 
4820 Quail Canyon Dr.
Charlotte, NC 28226-
rosannestm@aol.com
(704) 752-6116

V-1694 A-1784
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:51:16 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Leona Whichard 
84402 Winslow
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
lpwhichard@bellsouth.net
(919) 918-7713

V-1695 A-1785
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:08:00 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Eric Siebert 
489 brewington dr
Eric, NC 28425-
ejs41248@me.com
(910) 604-3601

V-1696 A-1786
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:08:14 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Hart 
123 Robin Dr
Advance, NC 27006-
kimberlyrhart1@yahoo.com
3369261282

V-1697 A-1787
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:36:26 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Alexander 
1407 Florida Street
Gastonia, NC 28052-
thewiz4@att.net
(555) 555-5555

V-1698 A-1788
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:43:28 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jill Slee 
14535 Harmonious St.
Charlotte, NC 28278-
jillslee@aol.com
(704) 643-9035

V-1699 A-1789
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d) NC Clean Power
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:43:42 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Peter Gillman-Bryan 
5617 Myrtle Grove Rd.
Wilmington, NC 28409-
gillmanbryanjp@bellsouth.net
(910) 395-0346

V-1700 A-1790
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:00:09 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Christi Dillon 
175 Forest Ridge Rd
Mooresville, NC 28117-
racegirl1971@yahoo.com
(704) 230-1152

V-1701 A-1791
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:03:12 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Bradshaw 
2322 Knickerbocker Dr
Charlotte, NC 28212-
jbradshaw10@att.net
(704) 535-2035

V-1702 A-1792
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:04:28 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Celeste Winterberger 
3901 Rim Court
Celeste, NC 27616-
cwinterberger@gmail.com
(919) 390-9088

V-1703 A-1793
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:19:12 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

a. marino 
103 trent woods way
cary, NC 27519-
amydmarino@yahoo.com
(919) 363-1405

V-1704 A-1794
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:20:13 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Larry Hannon 
6823 Needham Dr
Charlotte, NC 28270-
ms03923@gmail.com
(704) 366-5677

V-1705 A-1795
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:20:13 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Goodkind 
23 Ridgefield Pl
Mary, NC 28803-
mary@lindleyg.com
(828) 772-8089

V-1706 A-1796
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:27:53 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

J Hilton 
2967 Rawls Church Rd
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526-
hilton.jlynn@gmail.com
(919) 639-9752

V-1707 A-1797
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:47:46 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Charlie Kelly 
382 Boundary St.
Haw River, NC 27258-
charliekelly1345@yahoo.com
(336) 270-3417

V-1708 A-1798
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:51:00 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carol Cerra 
4604 Chesterfield Place
Jamestown, NC 27282-
carol.cerra@erieinsurance.com
(336) 688-2460

V-1709 A-1799
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:54:49 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

angela horan 
423 Westwood Drive
angela, NC 27516-
adhoran@bellsouth.net
(919) 932-7514

V-1710 A-1800
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:01:06 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Connie Bishop 
4827 Dentons Chapel Road
Morganton, NC 28655-
connieb@charter.net
(828) 438-0657

V-1711 A-1801
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:03:50 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Wendy Stevens 
7024 Hidden Creek Dr
Charlotte, NC 28214-
wagothro@hotmail.com
(425) 488-2348

V-1712 A-1802
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:09:53 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ellen Osborne 
6731 Hunt Rd
Pleasant Garden, NC 27313-
peaceeao7@aol.com
(336) 317-9231

V-1713 A-1803
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:13:42 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Try Smoker 
284 Arrowood Corner Rd.
Mars Hill, NC 28754-
ansmoker@gmail.com
8286809695

V-1714 A-1804
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:25:04 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gloria Shen 
40 Rocking Porch Lane
Asheville, NC 28805-
gloshen@yahoo.com
(828) 775-6413

V-1715 A-1805
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:32:45 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Coyle 
1428. ebrington
Leland, NC 28451-
jbcoyle42@yahoo.com
(910) 399-5275

V-1716 A-1806
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:47:37 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jim Myers 
4805 CARDINAL GROVE BLVD
Raleigh, NC 27616-
jmyers9977@aol.com
(919) 757-7310

V-1717 A-1807

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:21 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

doug Wingeier 
266 Merrimon Ave.
Asheville, NC 28801-
dcwing@main.nc.us
(828) 246-4885

V-1718 A-1808

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:09:33 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Griffith 
315 Obie Dr.
Durham, NC 27713-
jbgrif@mindspring.com
(770) 853-6653

V-1719 A-1809
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:11:00 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Vanessa Hines 
1602 Sedgefield St.
Durham, NC 27705-
vanessa.j.hines@gmail.com
(818) 441-6613

V-1720 A-1810

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:16:43 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kathy Johnson 
844 C Athens Drive
Raleigh, NC 27606-
johnsonka922@gmail.com
5079933314

V-1721 A-1811
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:16:51 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kathy Johnson 
844 C Athens Drive
Raleigh, NC 27606-
johnsonka922@gmail.com
5079933314

V-1722 A-1812
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:18:36 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ruth Miller 
1819 Billabong Lane
Ruth, NC 27516-
ruthmiller@me.com
(555) 555-5555

V-1723 A-1813
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:35:02 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Wilfred Robin 
549 11th Ave. Cir., NW
Hickory, NC 28601-
wilrobin@twave.net
(828) 256-6890

V-1724 A-1814
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:58:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Christopher Charland 
1763 Provincial Dr
Leland, NC 28451-
cristo53c@outlook.com
9108801198

V-1725 A-1815
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:00:19 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mark Weisser 
6445 Mounting Rock Rd
Mark, NC 28217-
dyg765@aol.com
(704) 521-2749

V-1726 A-1816
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:05:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Julia Myers 
10108 Whitestone Road
Raleigh, NC 27615-
julia_myers@yahoo.com
(919) 846-2643

V-1727 A-1817
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:05:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Holly Grundheber 
7631 Covey Chase Dr
Charlotte, NC 28210-
hsandtg@att.net
(704) 552-6796
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:11:48 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Susan Allen 
6824 Gloucester Road
Raleigh, NC 27612-
su.allen50@gmail.com
(919) 645-1700
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:27:13 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Loretta Churchill 
5000 Deerfield Rd
Gibsonville, NC 27249-
lorettatc@gmail.com
(336) 662-5664
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:24:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nancy Acopine 
81 Lakeshore Dr
Asheville, NC 28804-
nancyacopine@gmail.com
8285051349
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:42:47 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joyce Wilson 
1105 Laurens Way
Knightdale, NC 27545-
zetajoyce@gmail.com
(919) 217-7999
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:48:55 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patrick Jean 
3910 Herman Sipe Road
Conover, NC 28613-
patrickinnc@gmail.com
(828) 310-5575
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:29:23 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Chanda Farley 
117 Ford St.
Canton, NC 28716-
raptured_night18@yahoo.com
(000) 000-0000
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:23:03 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

GEORGIA STARKS 
730 GATEWAY PARK DRIVE APT 311, 311
RALEIGH, NC 27601-
starksgeorgia@gmail.com
9198324183
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:52:23 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pam Buckingham 
249 Boulder Run Dr.
Lake Lure, NC 28746-
buckingham.healthcoach1@gmail.com
(919) 244-5240

V-1736 A-1826

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:52:43 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

EPA request a Clean Power Plan authorized by (42 U.S.C.7411(d)).This is supportive of [01 NCAC
 25.0502(3)].Please refer to [G.S.113A-2.] simply states to declare state policy which will encourage the
 wise,productive and beneficial use of the state without damage to the environment.Please note as well [G.S.113A-4.
(2)c.] request mitigation measures proposed to minimize the impact or environmental problems and issues.

Presently,at The North Carolina General Assembly House Bill 571-Implement Clean Power Plan is at the House
 Committee on Rules,Calendar and Operations.The Bill needs passage.The committee contact information where
 this Bill is now is: Area Code (919)715-3015 or Room:2301 Legislative Office Building.Do please pass The Clean
 Power Plan for North Carolina.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Clark Oehler 
130 Albertson Road
Thomasville, NC 27360-
researchjournalismfloppy37@hushmail.com
(336) 819-1797
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:41:38 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Bringle 
1005 River Ridge Dr.
Asheville, NC 28803-
rkbringle@gmail.com
3172015160

V-1738 A-1828

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:43:02 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Beverly Hussein 
210 Westbrook Court
Archdale, NC 27263-
beverly.couch@yahoo.com
3366870445
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:43:12 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Beverly Hussein 
210 Westbrook Court
Archdale, NC 27263-
beverly.couch@yahoo.com
3366870445
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:43:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Beverly Hussein 
210 Westbrook Court
Archdale, NC 27263-
beverly.couch@yahoo.com
3366870445
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:17:26 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Eva Rogers 
300 W Woodcroft Pkwy #20 D
Durham, NC 27713-
ebrog43@aol.com
252-327
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:27:21 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Miriam Thompson 
500 Umstead Drive AptD203
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
thompiriam@gmail.com
(917) 825-0884
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:19:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Our State has been at the forefront of developing clean energy and has gained a national reputation for advance
 thinking and planning in the area of clean energy.  Why would you want to derail a movement that has such great
 national benefits as well as huge benefits for our State and, indeed, for the globe?  Please consider that the concept
 of "trickle-down" economics has never worked, isn't working now and will never work, so benefiting large business
 at the expense of our ecology and environment is not a workable plan and will, and has, harmed our citizens.  There
 is nothing wrong with helping business in North Carolina but doing so when it harms North Carolinian citizens is
 just wrong.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Todd Crawford 
918 North New River Drive
Surf City, NC 28445-
toddatloggerhead@gmail.com
(910) 612-9900
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:35:09 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

kent dyer 
3565 Overlook Ct
wake forest, NC 27587-
kent.dyer008@gmail.com
(919) 529-4740
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:38:34 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stacey Lawless 
600 South Churton St.
Hillsborough, NC 27278-
stacey.lawless@gmail.com
(999) 999-9999
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:40:15 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

mary raymond 
3026 silky dogwood trail
apex, NC 27502-
marray45@yahoo.com
(919) 385-4745

V-1747 A-1837

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:41:43 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

boyce booth 
153 Wisconsin St.
Spindale, NC 28160-
quantumpainter@yahoo.com
(828) 395-2116
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:09:47 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Brook Alexander 
2 Barrington Pl
Durham, NC 27705-
brookalexander@earthlink.net
(919) 383-9477

V-1749 A-1839
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:27:34 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Hunter 
228 Indian Trail
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
william.hunter30@gmail.com
(919) 448-5779

V-1750 A-1840
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:00:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Minori Hinds 
683 Brevard Rd
Asheville, NC 28806-
minorihinds@wcu.edu
(828) 242-3032

V-1751 A-1841
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:02:13 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Frank Giordano 
285 Sugar Gum Lane #41
Pinehurst, NC 28374-
warcinc@nc.rr.com
(910) 295-1847

V-1752 A-1842
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:07:41 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Margaret Bollini 
363 Daniel Drive
Boone, NC 28607-
fengshuicarole@yahoo.com
(555) 555-5555

V-1753 A-1843
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:20:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Greg Hohn 
100 Westbury Ct.
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
ghohn@nc.rr.com
(555) 555-5555

V-1754 A-1844
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:13:30 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lesley Fingerhut 
525 Garendon Drive
Cary, NC 27519-
ofcchairs@msn.com
(919) 481-0460

V-1755 A-1845
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:22:31 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lauren Horton 
403-B Alabama Avenue
Carolina Beach, NC 28428-
lkylehorton@gmail.com
(804) 426-3797

V-1756 A-1846
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:34:17 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jamie Heath 
1525 Carlos Dr
Greenville, NC 27834-
wheelerja10@students.ecu.edu
(252) 814-8609

V-1757 A-1847
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:17:26 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dale Weston 
611 Crissy Dr
Jacksonville, NC 28540-
majortest@earthlink.net
9104559916

V-1758 A-1848

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:24:23 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions. And honestly, the plan needs to be real not just in name only.

Sincerely,

Milton Butterworth 
1104 Patton St
Hendersonville, NC 28792-
mbutterworth3@yahoo.com
8285515537

V-1759 A-1849
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:37:14 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Johnny Rice 
613 Allstar Lane
Hendersonville, NC 28739-
yungdaddie@gmail.com
(828) 891-7797

V-1760 A-1850
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:52:57 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pat Butler 
200 Quail Dr.
Raleigh, NC 27604-
patbutler3@yahoo.com
9198295346

V-1761 A-1851
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:01:44 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elwood Miles 
270 Beaverdam Road
Asheville, NC 28804-
elwood3@charter.net
(828) 253-4490

V-1762 A-1852
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:40:36 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rose MacDonald 
1519 Wildwood RD NE
Lenoir, NC 28645-
pr.sicilia24@gmail.com
8285722392

V-1763 A-1853
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:07:53 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Larry Greene 
1123 Sam Greene Rd.
Burnsville, NC 28714-
larryjoegreene@gmail.com
(828) 765-5677 ext119

V-1764 A-1854
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:01:16 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

jeff bohan 
900 teague rd
winston salem, NC 27107-
jejo@bellsouth.net
(336) 784-6148

V-1765 A-1855
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:01:37 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Irma Robinson 
4408 Maple leaf Lane
Charlotte, NC 28208-
mooted120@aol.com
7048905322

V-1766 A-1856
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:09:46 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Frances Huffman 
2400 Hoyt Strreet
Winston-Salem, NC 27103-
francieh3396@att.net
(336) 725-3432

V-1767 A-1857
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:10:49 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Charles Bailey 
168 S Shore Dr
Southport, NC 28461-
cbailey1944@gmail.com
(910) 111-1111

V-1768 A-1858
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:54:49 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Brown 
2901 Carding Place
Matthews, NC 28105-
mpb28105@yahoo.com
7048470070
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:32:30 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ruth Miller 
1819 Billabong Lane
Ruth, NC 27516-
ruthmiller@me.com
(555) 555-5555
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:44:33 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Susan Oehler 
2605 Vineyard Blvd
Asheville, NC 28805-
dancewater2@gmail.com
(828) 337-1137

V-1771 A-1861
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:54:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Shanon Ekhaiyeme 
3222 Hendricks Chapel Ln
Charlotte, NC 28216-
shenendra@aol.com
(000) 000-0000

V-1772 A-1862
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:54:48 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Swett 
301 Montreat Road
Black Mountain, NC 28711-
robert.swett@att.net
(828) 357-8210

V-1773 A-1863
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:03:56 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patricia Likely 
2420 McCaskey Road
Williamston, NC 27892-
likelypatricia@aol.com
(252) 792-1485

V-1774 A-1864
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:40:50 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mikael Broadway 
4329 Denfield St
Durham, NC 27704-
mbway@mindspring.com
(919) 724-9019

V-1775 A-1865
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:43:22 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Richard Loeppert 
1317 Rand Drive
Raleigh, NC 27608-
rhl@loeppert.net
9194247321

V-1776 A-1866
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:09:58 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patrick Jean 
3910 Herman Sipe Road
Conover, NC 28613-
patrickinnc@gmail.com
8283105575

V-1777 A-1867
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:49:28 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gary Feimster 
845 Graham Loop Rd
Mount Ulla, NC 28125-
georgef7@fastmail.net
7046380783

V-1778 A-1868
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:31:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Greg Hamby 
1206 Harbor Ct.
Greg, NC 27949-
cypressmooninn@mindspring.com
(252) 202-2731

V-1779 A-1869
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:48:15 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Judith Roth 
3655 pine view circle
Durham, NC 27705-
j.p.roth13@gmail.com
(919) 491-0809

V-1780 A-1870
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:28:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mansoor Syed 
418 Warren Ave
Cary, NC 27511-
nc.mansoor@gmail.com
(919) 720-0731

V-1781 A-1871
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:53:32 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

NC

Sincerely,

Dwayne Dvoracek 
110 Grayson Dr
Salisbury, NC 28147-
dmd696@yahoo.com
704-637-0627

V-1782 A-1872
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:57:55 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lynn Lederer 
17 Fairway View Drive
Weaverville, NC 28787-
llfamily2002b@yahoo.com
(000) 000-0000

V-1783 A-1873
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:39:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lettice Rhodes 
525 Watauga St
Raleigh, NC 27604-
ttarhodes@sprintmail.com
(919) 111-1111

V-1784 A-1874
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:11:20 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tish Wilson 
1020 Kirby Branch Road
Tish, NC 28698-
323kdj37@gmail.com
(828) 555-1212

V-1785 A-1875
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:38:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Beryl Ludwig 
2573 MT VERNON HCRY MT RD
SILER CITY, NC 27344-
beryljludwig@gmail.com
(919) 444-4684

V-1786 A-1876
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:30:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gailya Paliga 
8904 Creekstone Ct
Raleigh, NC 27615-
gailya@nc.rr.com
9195397702

V-1787 A-1877
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:03:37 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sam Heaton 
3180 US Highway 64 W
Mocksville, NC 27028-
samiam4real@hotmail.com
(336) 492-5828

V-1788 A-1878
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:03:59 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Judith Clarkson 
158 Solterra Way
Durham, NC 27705-
judith.clarkson@frontier.com
(919) 493-1006

V-1789 A-1879
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:04:22 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bridget Dunford 
525 Patton Valley Dr
Nebo, NC 28761-
purpledog@hughes.net
(828) 659-3168

V-1790 A-1880
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:04:29 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Belknap 
900 Hillsborough Street
Raleigh, NC 27603-
rebelknap@sms.edu
(919) 424-3654

V-1791 A-1881
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:04:40 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Taylor 
1710 Audubon Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
rob.taylor@earthlink.net
(919) 968-4133

V-1792 A-1882
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:04:48 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Angela Vieth 
3009 Bexley Avenue
Durham, NC 27707-
azvieth@earthlink.net
(919) 403-7103

V-1793 A-1883
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:06:07 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michael Eisenberg 
5033 Bartons Enclave Ln
Raleigh, NC 27613-
mikeeeisen@yahoo.com
9198465154

V-1794 A-1884
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:07:21 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

S Kamar 
274 Julia Buckner Rd
Hayesville, NC 28904-
trillian825@hotmail.com
(828) 516-9065

V-1795 A-1885
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:08:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Denise Brown 
1986 Kivett Council Rd
Liberty, NC 27298-
denisefbrown@hotmail.com
(336) 302-4507

V-1796 A-1886
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:08:56 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Donna Durfee 
2199 Collingdale Pl
Charlotte, NC 28210-
dddurfee@msn.com
(704) 553-7321

V-1797 A-1887
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:09:00 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Chas Griffin 
1275 Seven Lakes N.
Seven Lakes, NC 27376-
cpgriff8@nc.rr.com
9109751673

V-1798 A-1888
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:09:22 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James Simons 
123 Windsor Ln
Mount Airy, NC 27030-
jamessimons43@yahoo.com
(336) 415-5082

V-1799 A-1889
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:09:38 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gale Brown 
3968 Lewiston Rd
Summerfield, NC 27358-
surveyone@gmail.com
(336) 643-6226

V-1800 A-1890
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:10:36 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

J Renee Hawthorne 
250 Donnie Davis Rd
Williston, NC 28579-
jreneehawthorne@earthlink.net
9105263574

V-1801 A-1891
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:11:02 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rita Mullis 
9830 Hanging Moss Trl
Mint Hill, NC 28227-
ritamullis@gmail.com
(704) 502-9564

V-1802 A-1892

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:11:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Wes Wallace 
411 Overland Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
wes.wallace@mindspring.com
(919) 933-9727

V-1803 A-1893
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:12:18 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pauline Gleason 
366 Rose Hill Rd
Asheville, NC 28803-
paulinegleason@gmail.com
(828) 424-8791

V-1804 A-1894
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:12:38 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Natasha Shipman 
109B North Ln
Swannanoa, NC 28778-
nshipman@warren-wilson.edu
(828) 771-3096

V-1805 A-1895
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:13:14 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Eileen Kennedy 
8 Wild Iris Ln
Fairview, NC 28730-
brendastarr54@gmail.com
628-9881

V-1806 A-1896
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:13:40 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ronald Fisher 
210 Normandy Dr
Wilmington, NC 28412-
deadron3@gmail.com
(910) 395-8330

V-1807 A-1897
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:14:28 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ellen Osborne 
6731 Hunt Rd
Pleasant Garden, NC 27313-
peaceeao7@aol.com
(336) 317-9231

V-1808 A-1898
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:14:46 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pamela Christie Binzen 
2009 Metts Ave
Wilmington, NC 28403-
cbinzen@tahoo.com
(910) 523-2188

V-1809 A-1899
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:14:51 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

David Millican 
2 Deerwood Ct
Greensboro, NC 27410-
damillican35@gmail.com
(336) 382-8765

V-1810 A-1900
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:15:43 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Peter Meyer 
1616 Jettys Reach
Wilmington, NC 28409-
avian@aol.com
(910) 392-5537

V-1811 A-1901
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:15:53 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Beth Collom 
721 Govenor Morrison St Apt 314
Charlotte, NC 28211-
bethcollom@gmail.com
(111) 111-1111

V-1812 A-1902
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:16:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dan Crawford 
712 Woodruff Pl
Charlotte, NC 28208-
dancrawford123@yahoo.com
(704) 248-2678

V-1813 A-1903
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:16:39 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Timothy Navratil 
8204 Gossomer Bay Dr
Charlotte, NC 28270-
tnavratil@fernexpo.com
(704) 398-7440

V-1814 A-1904
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:17:24 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joan Mahery 
527 Rose Hill Rd
Asheville, NC 28803-
hamdog609@aol.com
(828) 298-6108

V-1815 A-1905
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:19:53 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

David Raulerson 
15368 Cruso Rd
Canton, NC 28716-
der666666@hotmail.com
(823) 734-7543

V-1816 A-1906
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:20:03 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Howard Carter 
2516 Cedronella Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
ahcarter@nc.rr.com
(919) 383-1338

V-1817 A-1907
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:20:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Martha Dalton 
35 Asher Ln
Arden, NC 28704-
mjdgatos@gmail.com
(828) 483-6558

V-1818 A-1908
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:20:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jen Frank 
8215 Bennett Ln
Sherrills Ford, NC 28673-
jennifer032516@hotmail.com
(513) 503-5525

V-1819 A-1909
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:21:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. My husband and I have already taken the steps we can at our own
 home.  We installed 16 photovoltaic panels on our roof and have generated more than 5 megawatt hours of
 electricity in the last 18 months.  We set our thermostat at 62 degrees in the winter and 80 degrees in the summer. 
 We grow as much of food as possible on our quarter-acre lot in Durham.  We manage the water on our property to
 protect local streams.  We bought our first Prius in 2004 and have driven only Priuses since then.  As you can see,
 we are committed to the importance and urgency of addressing climate change. 

Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the
 EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air QualityC consider my comments on the draft rules to comply
 with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Cole 
2500 Perkins Rd
Durham, NC 27705-
colecyn@hotmail.com
(919) 695-2723

V-1820 A-1910
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:21:28 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Richard Meister 
11 Holland Mountain Vw
Asheville, NC 28804-
richardmeister40@gmail.com
(843) 209-8285

V-1821 A-1911
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:22:18 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Beverly Dawson 
106 Oakstone Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
beverlydawson@mac.com
(919) 929-0299

V-1822 A-1912
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:23:22 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Erik Schreiner 
423 Chesterfield Rd
Raleigh, NC 27608-
erik.schreiner@gmail.com
(984) 789-1089

V-1823 A-1913
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:23:24 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sandra Resner 
7607 Middle Dr
Greensboro, NC 27409-
sresner@triad.rr.com
3367066479

V-1824 A-1914
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:23:58 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nancy Hosea 
1802 Grace St
Wilmington, NC 28405-
njhosea@icloud.com
(910) 777-3466

V-1825 A-1915
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:24:33 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Victoria Johnson 
73 Ridgetop Cir Unit 301
Brevard, NC 28712-
victoria@condorjourney.com
(828) 884-2224

V-1826 A-1916
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:24:50 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pam Stamper-Brandt 
2425 Sattsgate Dr
Lewisville, NC 27023-
psbrandt2@gmail.com
(336) 418-3210

V-1827 A-1917
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:25:30 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robin Jenkins 
326 Azalea Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
rjenkins320@gmail.com
(919) 942-9709

V-1828 A-1918
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:25:39 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Bretz 
94 Terrace Dr
Weaverville, NC 28787-
jbretz1220@gmail.com
(828) 658-1220

V-1829 A-1919
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:26:48 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Andrea Page 
217 Old Home Rd
Asheville, NC 28804-
amusickster@gmail.com
(347) 645-9579

V-1830 A-1920
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:27:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jacqueline Gambino 
424 E Bank St
Salisbury, NC 28144-
jackiegam@gmail.com
(802) 881-3550

V-1831 A-1921
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:27:36 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Christina Larson 
6215 Windcrest Dr
Summerfield, NC 27358-
clarson99@att.net
(336) 643-6121

V-1832 A-1922
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:28:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Furman 
PO Box 15443
Asheville, NC 28813-
suzannesart@gmail.com
(828) 232-5648

V-1833 A-1923
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:29:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tracey Roizman 
360 S French Broad Ave
Asheville, NC 28801-
tracey.roizmandc@gmail.com
(828) 225-5575
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:30:07 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James Proper 
9601 Truelight Church Rd
Mint Hill, NC 28227-
jamesproper@carolina.rr.com
(704) 545-0543
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:30:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Heide Coppotelli 
383 Seldon Emerson Rd
Cedar Mountain, NC 28718-
goodshepherd@citcom.net
(828) 884-4673

V-1836 A-1926
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:30:36 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Stone 
112 Rock Spring Ct
Carrboro, NC 27510-
stonewil2@gmail.com
9199681621

V-1837 A-1927
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:32:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sherry Washam 
14330 Beatties Ford Road
Huntersville, NC 28078-
sherry.hawley.washam@gmail.com
(704) 651-1519

V-1838 A-1928
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:33:49 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Hannah Murphy 
432 S Greensboro St Apt A
Carrboro, NC 27510-
hannahfjennings@gmail.com
(336) 324-6843

V-1839 A-1929
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:34:24 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bob Dietz 
310 Kettlebridge Dr
Cary, NC 27511-
bobdietz51@gmail.com
(919) 387-7675

V-1840 A-1930
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:34:58 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Kenny 
10010 Silver Lake Ct
Charlotte, NC 28277-
thekennys@carolina.rr.com
(704) 849-7033

V-1841 A-1931
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:35:28 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Peter Calingaert 
39 Clover Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
pc@cs.unc.edu
(919) 933-5489

V-1842 A-1932
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:36:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

My husband husband, many adults, and many children, in NC suffer from asthma and other toxic and emission
 related illnesses.  That is why
I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Charlotte E Lackey 
31 Leisure Mountain Rd
Asheville, NC 28804-
shortia@frontier.com
(828) 645-9945

V-1843 A-1933
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:37:14 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Susan Warren 
140 Southern Cross Rd
Weaverville, NC 28787-
swarren28806@gmail.com
(828) 232-4394

V-1844 A-1934
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:37:40 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Meeks 
12059 University City Blvd., Thank you Sharon! I will need a pair of leathers a
Harrisburg, NC 28075-
jmeeks@appleblossomenergy.com
7043611231

V-1845 A-1935
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:39:09 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Katherine Kovach 
817 W Knox St
Durham, NC 27701-
katie.kovach@gmail.com
(336) 953-3119

V-1846 A-1936
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:40:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Toi Jones 
8151 Deodora Cedar Ln
Charlotte, NC 28215-
ajay_toi5@yahoo.com
(980) 299-6242

V-1847 A-1937
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:40:36 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gene Howard 
100 Dupree Ct
Clayton, NC 27527-
howard.gene06@gmail.com
(919) 333-5598

V-1848 A-1938
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:40:46 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michael Talbert 
4520 Longwood Dr
Charlotte, NC 28209-
michaelsmailbox@earthlink.net
(704) 525-8866

V-1849 A-1939
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:41:51 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Chris Kinkade 
125 South Estes Dr #3811
Chapel Hill, NC 27515-
chriskinkade@hotmail.com
(919) 539-6289

V-1850 A-1940
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:41:59 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Henley 
33 Buck Snort Knob
Rosman, NC 28772-
laxa@comporium.net
(828) 862-5888

V-1851 A-1941
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:42:04 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Don Huneycutt 
77 Flat Rock Fields Ln
Hendersonville, NC 28739-
drhuneycutt@morrisbb.net
(828) 243-5533

V-1852 A-1942
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:42:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Willetta Wallace 
214 Cromer St
Charlotte, NC 28208-
jamonit81@gmail.com
(704) 493-1846

V-1853 A-1943
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:48:54 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mandy Tucker 
PO Box 547
Matthews, NC 28106-
mmdatucker@gmail.com
(704) 685-0051

V-1854 A-1944

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:49:18 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Susan McReynolds 
2221 E 8th St
Charlotte, NC 28204-
mooresu@sonic.net
(707) 293-7262

V-1855 A-1945
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:49:40 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Adriaan Rossouw 
1335 Upper White Oak Rd
Marshall, NC 28753-
arrie.rossouw@gmail.com
(828) 707-6647

V-1856 A-1946
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:49:47 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mandy Tucker 
PO Box 547
Matthews, NC 28106-
mmdatucker@gmail.com
(704) 685-0051

V-1857 A-1947
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:51:29 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I request that the Division of Air Quality consider
 my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain ANY new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I STRONGLY
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make significant carbon
 dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patrice Titterington 
820 Saint Andrews Dr Apt K
Wilmington, NC 28412-
titteringtonpatrice@gmail.com
(910) 769-1145

V-1858 A-1948
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:51:41 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  Alas, your loyalty to your DUKER 'buddies' is so
 evident...I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply
 with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

and Mrs. Ernest Speckman 
59 Lakeland Dr
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768-
speckman@citcom.net
(828) 883-4603

V-1859 A-1949
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:51:44 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elle Taylor 
270 Brevard Rd
Asheville, NC 28806-
elletaylor88@gmail.com
(828) 808-4156

V-1860 A-1950
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:52:40 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Thomas Taylor 
3609 Crosstimbers Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410-
tnt2703@yahoo.com
(336) 698-4316

V-1861 A-1951

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:53:30 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sheri Varner-Munt 
2017 Valley Ct
Clayton, NC 27520-
sevarner@aol.com
(919) 553-4167

V-1862 A-1952
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:53:48 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Charles Miller 
2884 Johns Creek Rd
Cullowhee, NC 28723-
charlesw.miller@gmail.com
(828) 293-1067

V-1863 A-1953
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:54:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Tomlinson 
227 Soco Rd
Maggie Valley, NC 28751-
tmltom232@gmail.com
(828) 629-0622

V-1864 A-1954
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:54:53 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Daniel Mulligan 
755 Carolyn Dr
Concord, NC 28025-
dnl_mulligan@yahoo.com
(704) 605-3184

V-1865 A-1955
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:55:40 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Karen And Jeff Lazzaro 
18 Apple Meadow Ln
Alexander, NC 28701-
poemlady@earthlink.net
(828) 505-2607

V-1866 A-1956
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:57:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pamela Williams 
2221 Oak Hill Dr
Greensboro, NC 27408-
pamela.williams59@yahoo.com
(336) 312-4351

V-1867 A-1957
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:57:37 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Tuma 
4020 Larkspur Ln
Charlotte, NC 28205-
nat13421@gmail.com
(980) 333-7545

V-1868 A-1958
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:57:50 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Paul Hayes 
1 Donnelly Ct
Durham, NC 27713-
hayespk@yahoo.com
(919) 484-2256

V-1869 A-1959
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:59:34 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sharon Beauchemin 
1411 Eastcrest Dr Apt T2
Charlotte, NC 28205-
jorshar73@yahoo.com
(980) 613-8027

V-1870 A-1960
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:00:35 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dot Harper 
1070 Christmas Pl
Greensboro, NC 27410-
dotharper05@gmail.com
(336) 432-6637

V-1871 A-1961
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:01:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Aaron Salmon 
12427 Oakbriar Ln
Charlotte, NC 28273-
aaron_salmon@yahoo.com
(704) 587-7553

V-1872 A-1962
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:01:18 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sue Hall 
800 Country Club Rd
Morehead City, NC 28557-
sueghall@yahoo.com
(252) 726-0566

V-1873 A-1963
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:01:21 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jerry Batten 
PO Box 160
Atlantic Beach, NC 28512-
jbatten307@gmail.com
(252) 808-7080

V-1874 A-1964
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:02:45 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Peter Jacobson 
12505 McCord Rd
Huntersville, NC 28078-
pjake19@gmail.com
(704) 948-5624

V-1875 A-1965
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:05:28 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Noel Schwartz 
49 Verde Dr
Asheville, NC 28806-
nschwrtz@aol.com
(901) 274-3106

V-1876 A-1966
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:06:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joseph Melamed 
9832 Koupela Dr
Raleigh, NC 27614-
josephmelamed@gmail.com
(919) 691-9596

V-1877 A-1967
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:06:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mark Wisniewski 
4924 Virginian Ln
Charlotte, NC 28226-
mdwisniewski@yahoo.com
(704) 650-2249

V-1878 A-1968

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:06:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Daniel Petrocella 
3060 Granville Drive
Raleigh, NC 27609-
petrocella@msn.com
(919) 789-9809

V-1879 A-1969
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:07:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Aaron Price 
2021 Thorpshire Dr
Raleigh, NC 27615-
aaaprice@gmail.com
9192472564

V-1880 A-1970
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:07:26 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Alison Goldberg 
1910 Robinhood Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27104-
alison_goldberg@hotmail.com
(213) 500-4652

V-1881 A-1971
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:08:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kathie Johnson 
230 Hopper Cove
Waynesville, NC 28786-
kathiejohnsonrn@gmail.com
(386) 299-4979

V-1882 A-1972
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:09:24 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

K Liddle 
1815 Deer St
Charlotte, NC 28214-
kathryne88@hotmail.com
(704) 394-6134

V-1883 A-1973
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:09:38 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, yDEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ted Todd 
2137 Cumberland Ave
Charlotte, NC 28203-
ted.todd@blossomshopflorist.com
(704) 375-9051

V-1884 A-1974

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:09:48 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Alison Goldberg 
1910 Robinhood Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27105-
alison_goldberg@hotmail.com
(213) 500-4652

V-1885 A-1975
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:09:51 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cindy Bunch 
PO Box 38
Marshallberg, NC 28553-
ciwibunch@hotmail.com
(252) 342-2771

V-1886 A-1976
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:10:40 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Helen Halva 
5217 William and Mary Dr
Raleigh, NC 27616-
hhalva@mindspring.com
(919) 266-0441

V-1887 A-1977
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:11:36 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lynn York 
72 Ridgeway
Sylva, NC 28779-
lynnyork@frontier.com
(828) 226-1418

V-1888 A-1978
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:11:39 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jean Miller 
101 Divot Ln
Cary, NC 27513-
jeanmiller242@gmail.com
(919) 650-1090

V-1889 A-1979
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:12:01 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Paul Naylor 
3508 Manford Drive
Durham, NC 27707-
naylorpaul@msn.com
(919) 493-3702

V-1890 A-1980
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:12:33 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Dusic 
55 Cranesway Dr
Asheville, NC 28806-
jdusic54@yahoo.com
(828) 424-0346

V-1891 A-1981
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:12:40 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Becca Forrest 
213 Dewdrop Ln
Whittier, NC 28789-
eforrest40@gmail.com
(828) 508-0044

V-1892 A-1982

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:12:52 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Harrison Curtis 
702 Tarragon Ct.
New Bern, NC 28562-
bud.curtis@gmail.com
(252) 288-6528

V-1893 A-1983
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:13:00 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ulysses Cann 
4111 Breezewood Dr Apt 202
Wilmington, NC 28412-
cannulysses@yahoo.com
(252) 259-3707

V-1894 A-1984
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:13:36 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Henry Lewis 
784 Broad Creek Rd
New Bern, NC 28560-
hhlewis@suddenlink.net
(252) 633-1836

V-1895 A-1985
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:14:39 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Helen Tart 
611 Monroe Dr
Raleigh, NC 27604-
helentart@pobox.com
(919) 833-0586

V-1896 A-1986
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:16:28 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Carson 
361 Dillingham Circle
Asheville, NC 28805-
rcarson31@msn.com
(828) 424-7075

V-1897 A-1987
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:16:49 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

W. Marvin Winstead, Jr. 
540 Sandy Cross Rd.
Nashville, NC 27856-
marwinstead@gmail.com
(252) 459-2544

V-1898 A-1988
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:17:02 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gene Cooper 
5105 Banyan Rd
Fayetteville, NC 28304-
genecooper@earthlink.net
(910) 425-1557

V-1899 A-1989

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:17:15 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gilbert Whisnant 
1104 Edinburgh Dr
Jamestown, NC 27282-
gwhisnant@northstate.net
(336) 886-8359

V-1900 A-1990
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:17:24 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I am a registered Republican and I voted for you. I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately,
 DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I
 respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with
 Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Chilton 
4704 River Boat Landing Ct.
Raleigh, NC 27604-
cjchilton44@yahoo.com
(919) 264-0123

V-1901 A-1991
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:17:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Margaret Gjertsen 
3347 Ridgecrest Ct
Raleigh, NC 27607-
peg.gjertsen@gmail.com
(919) 785-1664

V-1902 A-1992
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:18:09 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Weeks 
900 Old Fashioned Way Apt 614
Newport, NC 28570-
cindyweeks27@gmail.com
(252) 241-6155

V-1903 A-1993
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:18:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lucie Laberge 
6442 Donnegal Farm Rd
Charlotte, NC 28270-
agilman@carolina.rr.com
(704) 246-6569

V-1904 A-1994
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:18:24 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sally and Chris Macmillan 
414 Pocono Ct
Arden, NC 28704-
veggiemacs@gmail.com
(828) 606-5625

V-1905 A-1995
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:19:00 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Matthew Busch 
2543 Lullington Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27103-
mnbusch@bellsouth.net
(336) 768-6854

V-1906 A-1996
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:19:38 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Liz Benefield 
116 Southern Cross Ln
Matthews, NC 28105-
lizinmatthews@windstream.net
(704) 847-9869

V-1907 A-1997
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:22:52 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Greg Hall 
17  Perrion  Ave
Weaverville, NC 28787-
gmhall711@gmail.com
(828) 645-8029

V-1908 A-1998
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:22:53 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Theresa Rinehart 
2466 Bailey Ct
Creedmoor, NC 27522-
trinehart@nc.rr.com
(919) 528-8786

V-1909 A-1999
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:24:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lynn Book 
2204 Westfield Ave
Winston Salem, NC 27103-
bookl@wfu.edu
(336) 758-3383

V-1910 A-2000
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:26:12 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jody Stebben 
1803 White Oak Rd
Raleigh, NC 27608-
jody@stebben.com
(843) 810-1121

V-1911 A-2001
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:26:55 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

eileen juric 
511 Adams Street
Raleigh, NC 27605-
eileenjuric@att.net
(919) 833-5485

V-1912 A-2002
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:27:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Margaret Selig 
2768 Paradise Cv
Denver, NC 28037-
maggie@celticenergy.com
(704) 968-6685

V-1913 A-2003
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:27:35 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Belinda Lamm 
8088 Deverow Court
Lewisville, NC 27023-
belinda@triad.rr.com
(336) 745-6978

V-1914 A-2004
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:28:24 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Chris Sabiston 
705 Tuttles Grove Rd
Beaufort, NC 28516-
csabiston705@gmail.com
(252) 723-3134

V-1915 A-2005
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:28:38 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robyn Barnes 
1211 Trillium Cir Apt K
Raleigh, NC 27606-
rlbarnes01@yahoo.com
(919) 859-3994

V-1916 A-2006
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:28:56 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carol Young 
5808 Williamsburg Way
Durham, NC 27713-
rcyoung4@nc.rr.com
(919) 544-1956

V-1917 A-2007
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: DEQ
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:29:13 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bonnie Snyder 
304 Youngs Cove Road, PO Box 1240
Candler, NC 28715-
imaginepeace0612@gmail.com
(828) 301-0612

V-1918 A-2008
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:29:18 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Adja Catalano 
121 Rogersville Rd
Wilmington, NC 28403-
adjacat@yahoo.com
(910) 000-0000

V-1919 A-2009
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:29:54 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Linda Tatsapaugh 
48 Beech Glen Dr
Black Mountain, NC 28711-
ltatsapaugh@gmail.com
(828) 779-2635

V-1920 A-2010
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:30:38 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Jones 
908 Carter Avenue
Durham, NC 27703-
kennethlamon10@gmail.com
9195967764

V-1921 A-2011
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:30:44 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stacey Burch 
784 Broad Creek Rd
New Bern, NC 28560-
staceylburch@gmail.com
(252) 633-1836

V-1922 A-2012
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:30:51 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Chuck Connor 
1518 Newcastle st
Charlotte, NC 28216-
dhncnr@gmail.com
(704) 965-5887

V-1923 A-2013
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:31:16 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Laura Glover 
326 Foxwood Lane
Wilmington, NC 28409-
rockdoc_1@hotmail.com
9106166718

V-1924 A-2014
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:31:35 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Shirley Ware-Gully 
103 Bellshill Ct, Shirl
Cary, NC 27513-
swaregully@yahoo.com
9138001219

V-1925 A-2015
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:32:31 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carol George 
4124 White Pine Dr
Raleigh, NC 27612-
cgeo@bellsouth.net
(111) 111-1111
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:32:36 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Virginia Currie 
8 Hidden River Dr
Swannanoa, NC 28778-
budge123@gmail.com
(501) 837-7908
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:33:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Brooke Smith 
518 S Main St
Wake Forest, NC 27587-
brookesmith@tyco.com
(919) 570-8182
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:35:27 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Theresa Glasgow 
309 Eastchester Dr
Morehead City, NC 28557-
taglasgow11@gmail.com
(252) 247-2932

V-1929 A-2019

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:38:00 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Martin 
3608 Kemble Ridge Drive
Wake Forest, NC 27587-
kathy@card-blanc.com
(919) 562-5156
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:38:24 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

robert stover 
1314 florida st
high point, NC 27262-
lilbill@northstate.net
885 7412
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:38:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Caitlin Patton 
6019 Paddington Ct
Charlotte, NC 28277-
pattoncr2@gmail.com
(704) 564-3588
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:39:17 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Diane Talley 
30168 Pharr
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
di@netalley.net
(919) 410-7792

V-1933 A-2023

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:39:49 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Linda Goodwin 
1501 New Gate Ct NW
Concord, NC 28027-
lgoodwin@carolina.rr.com
(704) 721-3645
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:40:49 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nancy Heath 
3B Hedgerose Ct
Asheville, NC 28805-
nancyheath@yahoo.com
(828) 298-6690
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:42:56 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

North Carolina has received nationwide recognition for it's solar industry efforts and I know this will continue to
 give our state a good name but NOT if you don't support this job creating industry to it's fullest. The Film jobs have
 already gone elsewhere and it was a short sighted choice to cut support for it.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency. As a retired person, I am very worried about my bills going up to clean up the mess created by
 Duke Energy.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jane O'Hara 
402 S 16th St
Wilmington, NC 28401-
johara65@gmail.com
(704) 277-6958
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:43:26 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patrick Railey 
7409 Wiley Mangum Rd
Bahama, NC 27503-
obxgator60@gmail.com
(252) 301-0003
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:43:37 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

K Packard 
8804 Gotherstone Ct
Raleigh, NC 27615-
klp4724@gmail.com
(630) 640-1886
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:43:41 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Dickerson 
29 E Shore Dr
Asheville, NC 28805-
tama@wncretreat.com
(828) 231-0296
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:44:09 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Leslie Robin Jeffers 
8682 Grayson Park Dr
Wilmington, NC 28411-
emailthistorobin@yahoo.com
(910) 547-7147
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:44:12 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jean Young 
406 Ravenwood Dr
Greensboro, NC 27409-
young.jean@att.net
(336) 292-8851
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:45:24 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James Coffey 
17 Hickory Court Ln
Hendersonville, NC 28792-
jimccoffey@gmail.com
(828) 692-3375
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:45:55 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

don hill 
150 academy st
franklinville, NC 27248-
dhill140@triad.rr.com
5422121
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:46:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111u(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Edna, Hutchinson 
12930 Dorman Rd Apt 244
Pineville, NC 28134-
eh_library_hpfc@yahoo.com
(504) 256-3795
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:47:50 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Edward Wolfsohn 
12 sunny ridge dr
Asheville, NC 28804-
edwolfsohn@gmail.com
(828) 658-9889
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:48:04 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tina Whitted 
702 Alexander St
Statesville, NC 28677-
tinawhitteddvm@bellsouth.net
(704) 873-7165
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:48:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gerard Peer 
1501 Queens Rd W
Charlotte, NC 28207-
joddypeer@gmail.com
(704) 906-3773
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:49:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tom Redinger 
7 Ridgeland Ln
Asheville, NC 28805-
gatortomr@gmail.com
(828) 298-1252

V-1948 A-2038

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:49:16 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Collins 
5909 Hathaway Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
jcollins@pappasventures.com
9199678534
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:49:47 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nina Nye 
5462 Eastwind Rd
Wilmington, NC 28403-
nina.nye@nhcs.net
(910) 790-2236
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:49:53 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Eva Duggins 
137 Kingfisher Dr
Troy, NC 27371-
eduggins@embarqmail.com
(910) 572-4233
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:50:44 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Gaither 
372 John Newsome Rd
Littleton, NC 27850-
wrgaither@centurylink.net
(252) 586-4658
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: McCrory, You"re your proposed "Clean" power plan is a joke.
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:51:53 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

By failing to act on climate change, North Carolina's leaders in government are jeopardizing the livelyhood and well
 being of hundreds of thousands of NC residents.

The science is clear.  Climate change is real, we caused it, and without dramatic action across the globe--led by the
 developed world and most importantly the United States, by 2100 more than half a billion lives will be pushed from
 their homes due to sea level rise. 

http://www.climatecentral.org/

NC has vast natural resources from wind on the coast and in the mountains to excellent PV solar opportunities
 across the state.  If we chose to, NC could be a national leader in solar technology deployment and green jobs. 
 Instead this administration has turned North Carolina into a NATIONAL LAUGHINGSTOCK by removing solar
 tax credits and making it illegal to publish facts surrounding climate change and fracking.

So get real McCrory.  Stop toying with our future.  Do what's right to mitigate the impacts of climate change by
 devising a real clean power plan that includes the decommissioning of fossil fuel use and ramping up renewable
 power generation.

Sincerely,

Peter Brezny 
40 Highland St
ASHEVILLE, NC 28801-
pb@purplecat.net
(828) 555-1212
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:52:53 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Samuel and Martha Todd 
8801 Brigadier Ln
Mint Hill, NC 28227-
boleytodd@mindspring.com
(704) 545-3457
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:55:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Judith L Rose and Stuart Stei 
70 Acorn Ln
Fletcher, NC 28732-
judyrose1937@gmail.com
(828) 628-9670
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:55:09 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

What an image!  Pat, "I was not a lobbyist,"  "my salary is a family secret,"  McCrory, feasting with his greedy old
 energy maqnates.  The public????  "Let them eat cookies!"  This is Pat's "Carolina comeback." 

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Keith Allen 
3217 Mount Zion Church Rd
Mebane, NC 27302-
allnwood@msn.com
(919) 999-9999
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:55:47 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Amy Lamb 
645 Fish Hatchery Rd
Marion, NC 28752-
amy.millerlamb@gmail.com
(828) 559-0167
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:56:34 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Weimin Yuan 
7224 Kinsmore Ln
Charlotte, NC 28269-
yyweimin@yahoo.com
(704) 783-2504
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:56:43 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pamela Woods 
9 Remembrance Rdg
Flat Rock, NC 28731-
fanoozus@gmail.com
(646) 725-3627
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:57:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephen Houpis 
130 Avondale Rd
Asheville, NC 28803-
houpis.blanco2006@gmail.com
(828) 280-2254
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:57:31 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Sanders 
957 S NC Highway 50
Magnolia, NC 28453-
johnsanders926@gmail.com
(910) 214-0702

V-1961 A-2051
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:58:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Andre Meaux 
6016 Dixon Drive
Raleigh, NC 27609-
mrunc07@gmail.com
2488947302

V-1962 A-2052
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:59:56 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bianca Sobral 
5710 Arringdon Park Dr
Morrisville, NC 27560-
bsobral07@gmail.com
(919) 749-7493
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:00:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Thomas 
907 Tanglewood Drive
John, NC 27511-
frog.pond@mindspring.com
(919) 460-8909
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:03:29 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Renee Dankert 
58 Amber Ln
Asheville, NC 28803-
rrdank@gmail.com
(828) 676-2636
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:03:40 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to achieving the carbon
 dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I  request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the
 draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I  encourage
 DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as energy
 efficiency.

I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make significant carbon
 dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Donald Goldwasser 
1811 Lakeshore Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28305-
dlg1130@aol.com
(910) 485-4616
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:04:40 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Constine 
337 Lake Knoll Ct
Lewisville, NC 27023-
mgconstine@aol.com
(336) 946-0200
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:04:53 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michael Stephens 
18 Amy Ln
Nebo, NC 28761-
stoneworkbystephens@gmail.com
(828) 442-2166
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:05:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Fran Silver 
501 Kaywoody Ct
Raleigh, NC 27615-
swbco@msn.com
(919) 845-8701
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:05:42 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cody Allen 
705 Mayo St
Shelby, NC 28152-
csallen4@ncsu.edu
(704) 482-8524
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:06:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Ann Ann Toler 
3118 Tottenham Ct
Wilmington, NC 28409-
maryanntoler@gmail.com
(910) 799-1719
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:06:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Griffith 
315 Obie Dr.
Durham, NC 27713-
jbgrif@mindspring.com
(770) 853-6653

V-1972 A-2062
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:06:54 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Meredith Mcintosh 
55 Mount Olive Church Rd
Asheville, NC 28804-
alltogetherallone@gmail.com
(828) 258-8840
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:08:00 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Stemp 
229 Brambleton Ct
WInston Salem, NC 27106-
marilynstemp@gmail.com
(828) 205-8482

V-1974 A-2064

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:08:57 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Eleanor Schilder 
3920 Saint Marks Rd
Durham, NC 27707-
eschilder@nc.rr.com
(919) 493-2135
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:08:59 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Anne Stephens 
8529 Condor Circle
Charlotte, NC 28269-
bastephens@carolina.rr.com
(704) 948-1968

V-1976 A-2066
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:09:32 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Chad Chandler 
5108 Damask Ct
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526-
cfchandler@mindspring.com
(919) 557-7109

V-1977 A-2067
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:12:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dom Frate 
510 Charter Pl
Greensboro, NC 27405-
dcfrate2@uncg.edu
(336) 663-7508

V-1978 A-2068
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:12:25 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Clarke 
925 Brookside Dr
Raleigh, NC 27604-
chriskatclarke@mindspring.com
(919) 834-3267

V-1979 A-2069
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:14:13 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Richard Boyum 
18 Robin Way
Candler, NC 28715-
boyumrk@uwec.edu
(715) 563-6222

V-1980 A-2070

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:14:17 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sandra Brooks-Mathers 
703 Whitney Ln
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
sandra.roseum@gmail.com
(919) 932-6134

V-1981 A-2071
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:14:28 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Sizemore 
4683 Greendale Way
Winston Salem, NC 27103-
wirasi@gmail.com
(336) 671-7897

V-1982 A-2072

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:14:41 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Charlie Nitsch 
3115 Stoneybrook Rd
Charlotte, NC 28205-
pnitsch@carolina.rr.com
(000) 000-0000

V-1983 A-2073
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:15:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I firmly support the Sierra Club's on this issue.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Anthony Hartle 
169 Spring St
Mocksville, NC 27028-
avatar3@yadtel.net
(336) 751-9630

V-1984 A-2074
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:15:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,
Jon E. Haebig.

Sincerely,

Jon Haebig 
100 Essex Dr.
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
jhaebig@nc.rr.com
(919) 932-5392

V-1985 A-2075
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:16:03 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Steve Copulsky 
6614 Lynn Ave
Charlotte, NC 28226-
scopulsky@mindspring.com
(704) 543-7493

V-1986 A-2076
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:16:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Brenda Dixon 
105 Libby Ln
Wilmington, NC 28409-
bjmdixon@hotmail.com
(910) 395-6343

V-1987 A-2077
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:16:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kenneth H. Smith 
1116 Norris St
Raleigh, NC 27604-
cheepsmith@bellsouth.net
(919) 828-8148

V-1988 A-2078
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:16:51 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jadwiga Cataldo 
1069 Sugarfork rd
Franklin, NC 28734-
j.cataldo@morrisbb.net
(828) 349-3818

V-1989 A-2079
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:16:57 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Barry Loehr 
362 Old Mars Hill Hwy
Weaverville, NC 28787-
loehrbarry@hotmail.com
(917) 359-4586
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:17:15 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sydney Stark 
601 S College Rd
Wilmington, NC 28403-
sydney.k.stark@gmail.com
(919) 448-6806

V-1991 A-2081
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:17:59 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Blaine 
1209 Litchborough Way
Wake Forest, NC 27587-
wkblaine@gmail.com
(919) 395-5975

V-1992 A-2082
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:18:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jerry Harris 
983 Lytchfield Pl
Winston Salem, NC 27104-
jerry.r.harris@gmail.com
(336) 659-6034

V-1993 A-2083
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:18:37 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pat Berryman 
107 Canberra Ct
Cary, NC 27513-
pat.berryman@sas.com
(919) 460-9541

V-1994 A-2084
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:18:59 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Smith 
1101 Grogan Road
Stoneville, NC 27048-
lorraine_sm@yahoo.com
(336) 573-2903

V-1995 A-2085
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:20:02 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Les Forman 
6817 Homewood Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
formanles@hotmail.com
(919) 403-6581

V-1996 A-2086
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:20:14 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jane Meadows 
63 Collins Creek Ct
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
meadows.maryjane@gmail.com
(919) 929-8222

V-1997 A-2087
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:20:30 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Bernett 
10636 Rippling Stream Dr NW
Concord, NC 28027-
cvalderrey@gmail.com
(808) 265-6631

V-1998 A-2088
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:20:41 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Claudia Kaplan 
4911 Victoria Dr
Durham, NC 27713-
kaplans@nc.rr.com
(919) 932-9635

V-1999 A-2089
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:21:44 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Terry Kostiuk 
228 Gibbs Rd
New Bern, NC 28560-
terrykostiuk@yahoo.com
(252) 638-3366

V-2000 A-2090
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:21:56 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Paula Stober 
3607 Timberoak Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410-
paulastober@triad.rr.com
3362882777

V-2001 A-2091
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:22:59 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

 Please remember you were voted to represent the citizens of North Carolina. The citizens of North Carolina want a
 true clean energy plan. Please represent us.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ben Reed 
390 Farrells Crk
Apex, NC 27523-
bennyreed41@gmail.com
(919) 451-4736

V-2002 A-2092
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:24:43 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Margaret Silvers 
947 Hwy 9 South
Mill Spring, NC 28756-
marsilvers@gmail.com
(828) 894-9365

V-2003 A-2093
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:24:49 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lynn Bernatsky 
70 Sunray Cv
Candler, NC 28715-
lynnsb3@gmail.com
(828) 670-7587

V-2004 A-2094
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:25:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Deborah Milkowski 
2610 Old Cherry Point Road
New Bern, NC 28560-
debbie.carl@suddenlink.net
(252) 571-4330

V-2005 A-2095
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:25:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan in order to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Chris Miller 
1229 Green Tee Ln
Rocky Mount, NC 27804-
ccmillerrm@aol.com
(252) 977-1438

V-2006 A-2096
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:26:50 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joel Marchesoni 
48 Running Water Cir # 3
Sylva, NC 28779-
jmarchesoni@gmail.com
(828) 507-7200

V-2007 A-2097
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:29:30 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Benji Burrell 
PO Box 6763
Asheville, NC 28816-
benji@benjiburrell.com
(423) 302-0006

V-2008 A-2098
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:29:51 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mark Bryant 
170 Big Macedonia Rd NW
Supply, NC 28462-
mb@floortexintegrated.com
(704) 965-4370

V-2009 A-2099
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:31:24 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tia Douglass 
PO Box 791
Williston, NC 28589-
tdouglass@ec.rr.com
(252) 729-5491

V-2010 A-2100
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:32:37 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lisa Sherman 
186 Cisco Road
Asheville, NC 28805-
lisashermanavl@gmail.com
8289742599

V-2011 A-2101
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:33:22 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jeannette Rork 
418 Harper St
Winston Salem, NC 27104-
rorkjm@gmail.com
(336) 406-3445

V-2012 A-2102
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:37:04 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Deborah Nolan 
110 Old Plantation Ct
Winston Salem, NC 27104-
deborahreednolan@gmail.com
(508) 785-9904

V-2013 A-2103
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:38:21 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Deb Oakley 
1400 Kent St
Durham, NC 27707-
doakley2@nc.rr.com
(919) 241-6223

V-2014 A-2104
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:39:18 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.
 We are installing solar power on our house.  We are doing our part to move toward clean energy.  Will you do your
 part?

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Susan Andreatta 
315 W Parris Ave
High Point, NC 27262-
susanqxyz@aol.com
(336) 841-6949
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:42:09 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Carter 
155 Jims tr
Westfield, NC 27053-
rgjcarter@gmail.comcle
(336) 351-8150
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:42:25 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Donna Benoist 
6432 Green Arbor Ln
Wilmington, NC 28409-
donnabenoist@icloud.com
(910) 620-1635

V-2017 A-2107
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:44:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cindy Seymour 
4503 Country Club Rd
Trent Woods, NC 28562-
seymourfish@gmail.com
(252) 646-5970

V-2018 A-2108
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:46:34 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Amy Barnes 
202 Vivian lane
Pikeville, NC 27863-
abarnes003@nc.rr.com
9197362771

V-2019 A-2109
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:46:40 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Paul Brodie 
722 Greasy Creek Rd
Brasstown, NC 28902-
tubedesignspb@gmail.com
(828) 835-8604

V-2020 A-2110
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:46:45 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Geri Dehne 
132 Main Street
Saluda, NC 28773-
geridehne@gmail.com
(828) 749-9898

V-2021 A-2111
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:47:26 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Tripp 
416 Withershinn Dr
Charlotte, NC 28262-
wtripp@csc.com
(704) 547-9521

V-2022 A-2112
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:48:37 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Debra Love 
3516 Providence Manor Rd
Charlotte, NC 28270-
debbylove@mindspring.com
(704) 321-9869

V-2023 A-2113
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:48:41 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Melba Tarlton 
9311 Indian Trail Fairview Rd
Indian Trail, NC 28079-
melbatarlton@yahoo.com
(704) 753-2179

V-2024 A-2114
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:50:40 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Russ Quick 
1056 Buckhorn Rd
Sanford, NC 27330-
riquick@windstream.net
(919) 258-3344

V-2025 A-2115
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:51:40 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rudolph Zarzar 
409 Collinwood Dr
Burlington, NC 27215-
zarzar@elon.edu
(336) 584-6492

V-2026 A-2116
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:52:55 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James Ronnie Green 
120 Hospital Dr Apt 216
Brevard, NC 28712-
jamesronniegreen@comporium.net
(828) 553-7797

V-2027 A-2117
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:53:15 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Mcglauflin 
16 Mulberry Ln
Maggie Valley, NC 28751-
celticwoman127@gmail.com
(828) 545-9490

V-2028 A-2118
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:53:47 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pamela Schoon 
42 Locole Dr
Arden, NC 28704-
pamelasue59@hotmail.com
(803) 448-4598

V-2029 A-2119
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:55:30 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Barbara Harvey 
102 Ayr Court, 25
Cary, NC 27511-
barharvey@aol.com
9193887618

V-2030 A-2120

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:55:57 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dorothy Osborn 
15 Susanna Dr
Durham, NC 27705-
dottieo@nc.rr.com
(919) 623-0319

V-2031 A-2121
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:56:52 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bonnell Walker 
108 Francis St
Elizabethtown, NC 28337-
etatum1@ec.rr.com
(910) 862-8047

V-2032 A-2122
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:56:53 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Roberta Stacey 
600 S Churton St Apt 53
Hillsborough, NC 27278-
rstacey13@gmail.com
(978) 578-8845
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:57:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Shannon Mack 
PO Box 1195
Greenville, NC 27835-
smack0502@gmail.com
8604601059

V-2034 A-2124
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:57:48 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joan Ziegler 
1941 Castle Pines Dr
Raleigh, NC 27604-
ejlzieg@gmail.com
(919) 231-7930

V-2035 A-2125
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:57:49 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joan Ziegler 
1941 Castle Pines Dr
Raleigh, NC 27604-
ejlzieg@gmail.com
(919) 231-7930

V-2036 A-2126
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:57:50 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joan Ziegler 
1941 Castle Pines Dr
Raleigh, NC 27604-
ejlzieg@gmail.com
(919) 231-7930

V-2037 A-2127

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:58:45 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joan Ziegler 
1941 Castle Pines Dr
Raleigh, NC 27604-
ejlzieg@gmail.com
(919) 231-7930

V-2038 A-2128

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:58:45 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joan Ziegler 
1941 Castle Pines Dr
Raleigh, NC 27604-
ejlzieg@gmail.com
(919) 231-7930

V-2039 A-2129

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:58:50 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tom Droppers 
1503 Pepper Hill Rd
Greensboro, NC 27407-
tdrops@triad.rr.com
(336) 855-7331

V-2040 A-2130

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:59:16 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Ledford 
108 Lydia Rd
Newport, NC 28570-
ellkledford@gmail.com
(828) 337-7357

V-2041 A-2131

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:59:53 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ruth Bradshaw 
209 Bogue Dr
Morehead City, NC 28557-
ruthannebradshaw@netscape.net
(252) 622-4408

V-2042 A-2132

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:01:24 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Larry Rudel 
4417 Erie Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27106-
lrudel@wakehealth.edu
(336) 924-5343

V-2043 A-2133

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:01:33 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Geers 
167 Rocky Knob Rd
Clyde, NC 28721-
jsgeers@gmail.com
(828) 627-1697

V-2044 A-2134

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:02:20 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Laurice Ferris 
112 Turnberry Ln
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
lferris1@nc.rr.com
(919) 967-2118

V-2045 A-2135

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:03:49 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Heather Pirtle Ruuska 
1508 Drill Shell Ln
Carolina Beach, NC 28428-
heather_p33@yahoo.com
(910) 707-0403

V-2046 A-2136

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:04:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Guderian 
326 Lafayette st
Wilmington, NC 28411-
jlguderian@gmail.com
(910) 686-0987

V-2047 A-2137

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:05:29 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bob Pugh 
11127 Pound Hill Ln
Charlotte, NC 28277-
bob@alansimoninihomes.com
(704) 201-6182

V-2048 A-2138

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:07:42 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nina Gordev 
33 Coxe Ave
Asheville, NC 28802-
amazemetwice@gmail.com
(828) 705-8955

V-2049 A-2139

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:08:51 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ruth Miller 
1819 Billabong Lane
Ruth, NC 27516-
ruthmiller@me.com
(555) 555-5555

V-2050 A-2140

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:09:37 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Virginia Sparks 
5810 Old Fox Trl
Greensboro, NC 27407-
rmwc96@gmail.com
(336) 289-5646

V-2051 A-2141

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:09:45 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

My husband and I moved to North Carolina 3 years ago, because we were attracted by the almost pristine western
 mountains. We pay taxes and vote here, alongside many people like us.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Marcia Chabot 
22 Great Aspen Way
Black Mountain, NC 28711-
jmchabot711@gmail.com
(828) 669-8842

V-2052 A-2142

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:11:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joseph Moran 
1307 Leclair St
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
ggardens3@gmail.com
(919) 967-8541

V-2053 A-2143

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:11:30 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

alan katzer 
2700 reynolda rd.   #1202
winston-salem, NC 27106-
katzer.alan@gmail.com
no phone number!

V-2054 A-2144

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:12:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dwight Mcmillian 
399 Community Building Rd
Pilot Mountain, NC 27041-
mercymac2269@yahoo.com
337 629 q

V-2055 A-2145

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:13:28 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Keith Bowers 
2634 Kendrick Ave.
Charlotte, NC 28269-
rkbowers@live.com
(704) 382-6615

V-2056 A-2146

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:16:41 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sue Perry 
14 Quail Holw
Asheville, NC 28804-
spinashe@gmail.com
(828) 575-9424

V-2057 A-2147

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:20:03 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Thompson 
231 Maple St
Brevard, NC 28712-
katiethomnc@gmail.com
(828) 877-5619

V-2058 A-2148
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:21:35 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

mary raymond 
3026 silky dogwood trail
apex, NC 27502-
marray45@yahoo.com
(919) 385-4745

V-2059 A-2149
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:21:54 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Donna Juselis 
8054 Dennis Rd
Walnut Cove, NC 27052-
yellowmini@triad.rr.com
(336) 595-3851

V-2060 A-2150
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:23:25 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Barry Anderson 
111 W Oregon Ave
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948-
barry@gcp.com
(252) 441-9401

V-2061 A-2151
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:23:49 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Paul Brodish 
111 Creekview Cir
Carrboro, NC 27510-
brodish@unc.edu
(919) 967-8942

V-2062 A-2152
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:25:00 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Susan Pope 
5001 Putter Ln
Kitty Hawk, NC 27949-
susanmpope@aol.com
(252) 255-2893

V-2063 A-2153
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:27:42 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lawrence East 
316 Richlands Ave Apt. 5
Jacksonville, NC 28540-
rstyeast@aol.com
(999) 999-9999

V-2064 A-2154
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:28:50 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dolores Campbell 
202 Holly Ridge Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
deebastet@gmail.com
(919) 968-9172

V-2065 A-2155
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:30:34 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Perry Smith 
414 N 6th St
Wilmington, NC 28401-
perrysguitar@mac.com
(910) 520-7792

V-2066 A-2156
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:30:52 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Neil Cooper 
205 Foxcroft Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27103-
drncooper@earthlink.net
(336) 794-4080

V-2067 A-2157
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:35:09 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sandy Steers 
200 Tunnel Rd, #407
Asheville, NC 28805-
ssters@live.com
(828) 280-0298

V-2068 A-2158
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:36:12 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Brandon 
174 Brody Ln
Lexington, NC 27295-
rottdoc@aol.com
(336) 755-5598

V-2069 A-2159
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:36:15 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Vero Brentjens 
138 Bayview Tr.
Edenton, NC 27932-
vaamb1@me.com
2524820826

V-2070 A-2160
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:36:27 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stacey Cannon 
2770 Faith Rd.
Salisbury, NC 28146-
staceycannon@carolina.rr.com
(704) 209-1213

V-2071 A-2161
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:37:04 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robin Skees 
215 Brookwood Ave
Wilmington, NC 28403-
robindskees@gmail.com
(617) 398-6975

V-2072 A-2162
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:37:25 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Anne Cassebaum 
3469 Amick Rd
Elon, NC 27244-
cassebaum@elon.edu
(336) 449-6843

V-2073 A-2163
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:37:26 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Susan Fox 
9820 Chestnut Hills Rd
Harrisburg, NC 28075-
windscfox1@windstream.net
(704) 455-3180

V-2074 A-2164
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:37:29 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Celli 
407 Legends Way
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
elicelli@att.net
(919) 546-4109

V-2075 A-2165
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:37:41 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Blum 
536 Clifton Blue St
Wake Forest, NC 27587-
sblum182@gmail.com
(703) 635-6377

V-2076 A-2166
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:40:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Laurel Hecker 
1406 Cushing St
Greensboro, NC 27405-
laurelhecker@aol.com
(336) 662-9387

V-2077 A-2167
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:43:22 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Pradeep Gajjar 
608 Park York Ln
Cary, NC 27519-
pgajjar@hotmail.com
(919) 677-9574

V-2078 A-2168
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:44:26 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patricia Nichols 
2127 Sunset Ave
Durham, NC 27705-
eprescue@gmail.com
(919) 260-3106

V-2079 A-2169
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:44:48 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patricia Nichols 
2127 Sunset Ave
Durham, NC 27705-
eprescue@gmail.com
(919) 260-3106

V-2080 A-2170
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:45:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patricia Myers 
6305 Lakeland Dr
Raleigh, NC 27612-
trishamyersnc@earthlink.net
(919) 846-8936

V-2081 A-2171
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:49:12 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Donna Bullock 
6112 Sabine Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28303-
dbullock911@gmail.com
(910) 964-1462

V-2082 A-2172
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:55:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Greg Lemons 
5471 Dona Rd
Julian, NC 27283-
googlescooby@twc.com
(336) 685-4737

V-2083 A-2173
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:55:24 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jamie Abeln 
313 Ivywood lane
Raeford, NC 28376-
jabeln83@hotmail.com
(910) 922-6001

V-2084 A-2174
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:59:13 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sharon Fortner 
2160 Royall Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27106-
fortnesl@wfu.edu
(123) 456-7890

V-2085 A-2175
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:04:27 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jan Gillespie 
633 Windsong Lane
Durham, NC 27713-
janny1028@aol.com
9194039658

V-2086 A-2176
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:07:17 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

George Ferris 
921 Alba Rose Lane
Wake Forest, NC 27587-
geowheel@yahoo.com
(919) 602-9690

V-2087 A-2177
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:08:35 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Donna Kaye 
1809 Falls Church Rd
Raleigh, NC 27609-
dakaye17@gmail.com
(919) 615-3469

V-2088 A-2178
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:08:45 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Georgi and Elizabeth Kostova 
394 Vanderbilt Rd
Asheville, NC 28803-
ekostova@umich.edu
(267) 475-3131

V-2089 A-2179
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:09:00 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Miki Ter Wint 
10310 Crestwood Dr
Charlotte, NC 28277-
miki.terwint@britax.com
(704) 409-1693

V-2090 A-2180
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:13:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lenore Madeleine 
700 Vista Lake drive, #308
Candler, NC 28715-
lenorekw@yahoo.com
6465991269

V-2091 A-2181
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:15:14 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Selvan Patchamuthu 
103 Carterwood Ct
Cary, NC 27519-
selvanp@yahoo.com
(919) 303-3517

V-2092 A-2182
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:15:58 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Martha Brimm 
7 Surrey Lane
Durham, NC 27707-
mcb44444@aol.com
(919) 493-1775

V-2093 A-2183
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:17:44 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Catherine Krug 
7123 Windaliere Drive
Cornelius, NC 28031-
glidezone@aol.com
3175905672

V-2094 A-2184
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:18:48 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Johnny Wunder 
102 Knotts Landing Ln
Knotts Islan, NC 27950-
jwmywiki@cox.net
(607) 232-1020

V-2095 A-2185
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:18:53 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

USA is the strength and just leadership in this world. We should be the leader in weaning the world off of fossil
 fuels. I want NC to follow through with a strong and just CLEAN POWER Plan.  We have the moral responsibility
 to care for our citizens, and to care for our earth.  NC needs a CLEAN POWER Plan, and that means NO seismic
 blasting and offshore drilling in the Atlantic Ocean.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

April Hardee 
7528 Sound Dr
Emerald Isle, NC 28594-
ahh.runnergirl@gmail.com
(252) 764-0387

V-2096 A-2186
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:19:29 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Terrence Clark 
10 Chestnut Creek Rd
Candler, NC 28715-
terryclarkpsych@gmail.com
(828) 633-0892

V-2097 A-2187
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:22:55 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Susan Delaney 
301 W Weaver St
Carrboro, NC 27510-
drdelaneynd@gmail.com
(919) 932-6262

V-2098 A-2188
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:23:08 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a STRONG and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules DO NOT COME
 CLOSE to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I RESPECTFULLY request that the
 Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air
 Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Mcgraw 
1004 Braxton Ct
Raleigh, NC 27606-
chrrlgrrl@gmail.com
(910) 470-0217

V-2099 A-2189
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:23:53 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jean White 
3323 Baugh St
Raleigh, NC 27604-
jmwhite33@earthlink.net
9198767957

V-2100 A-2190
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:27:03 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

David borr 
38 slide rock  way
Fairview, NC 28730-
db49494@gmail.com
(616) 494-0205

V-2101 A-2191
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:29:04 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

LI support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Hawkes 
121 Queen St
Beaufort, NC 28516-
ehawkes@ec.rr.com
(252) 728-2741

V-2102 A-2192
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:30:35 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

David Elder 
208 W Carolinian Cir
Nags Head, NC 27959-
dave@kdhnc.com
(252) 207-4066

V-2103 A-2193
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:30:50 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Linda Whitesitt 
3006 Parsifal Lane
Charlotte, NC 28213-
linda@realvisions.net
(304) 258-0838

V-2104 A-2194
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:30:56 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Douglas Landwehr 
PO Box 591
Highlands, NC 28741-
landwehrdoug7@gmail.com
(828) 787-1230

V-2105 A-2195
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:31:52 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Henry Croom 
192 Wards Creek Rd
Beaufort, NC 28516-
henrycroom192@gmail.com
(252) 728-9319

V-2106 A-2196
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:32:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Anne Baumgartner 
104 Shotts Ct
Cary, NC 27511-
petsannieb@gmail.com
(502) 863-0003

V-2107 A-2197
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:33:29 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Benjamin Seymour 
2142 Coxe Rd
Tryon, NC 28782-
kudzupatch@gmail.com
(828) 863-4384

V-2108 A-2198
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:35:34 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sam Harben 
6 Applewood Dr
Asheville, NC 28805-
samharben038@gmail.com
(770) 654-1220

V-2109 A-2199
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:37:43 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jewell Spataro 
162 Water Tower Drive
Forest City, NC 28043-
sprwinds@aol.com
(282) 245-3755

V-2110 A-2200
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:38:42 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Judith Young 
51 Stonebridge Dr.
Asheville, NC 28805-
jayoung10@gmail.com
8282980048

V-2111 A-2201
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:39:52 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Clark Cramer 
6008 Canadero Dr
Raleigh, NC 27612-
cecramer@bellsouth.net
(919) 782-6375

V-2112 A-2202
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:43:13 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Judith Williams 
16 Vance Circle
Lexington, NC 27292-
judithjw@yahoo.com
3362486530

V-2113 A-2203
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:44:22 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lisa Neste 
4437 Garden Club St.
High point, NC 27265-
lilmouse1213@earthlink.net
3362596096

V-2114 A-2204
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:46:22 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the Department of Environmental Quality's
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully
 request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of
 the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities. Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the DEQ does not contain
 any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills. I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Randy Bernard 
18 Plateau Rd
Asheville, NC 28805-
rb719504@gmail.com
(828) 298-2566

V-2115 A-2205

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:46:34 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Teri Capshaw 
438 Dartmouth Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27104-
tcapshaw@hotmail.com
(336) 575-6522

V-2116 A-2206
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:49:14 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Diane Vestal 
1708 Ponder Creek Rd
Mars Hill, NC 28754-
vestal.diane@gmail.com
(828) 689-9642

V-2117 A-2207
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:50:53 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Connie Harris 
2612 Lawton Bluff Rd
Charlotte, NC 28226-
charris012@carolina.rr.com
(704) 641-7223

V-2118 A-2208
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:51:17 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Esther Cartwright 
7 Lowell St
Asheville, NC 28803-
ecartwright@avltech.com
(828) 505-5005

V-2119 A-2209
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:53:07 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

jeanne gibbs 
po box 303
benson, NC 27504-
jeannegibbs@centurylink.net
9198941688

V-2120 A-2210

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:57:00 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Austin 
PO Box 787
Williston, NC 28589-
bobandcharlotte@ec.rr.com
2527298101

V-2121 A-2211
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:58:27 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Scott McRae 
7913 Old Deer Trl
Raleigh, NC 27615-
dsmcrae2@outlook.com
(919) 870-8750

V-2122 A-2212
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:59:54 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Linda Muntner 
6423 The Lakes Dr Apt B
Raleigh, NC 27609-
peterpan2121@earthlink.net
(919) 844-7682

V-2123 A-2213
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:02:42 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elsa Desrochers 
599 Blackbeards Vw
Bath, NC 27808-
daveandelsa@embarqmail.com
(252) 923-1561

V-2124 A-2214
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:02:59 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Salter 
1004 Butternut Ct
Wilmington, NC 28409-
jennifers@nccoast.org
(910) 509-2838

V-2125 A-2215
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:03:04 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Alicia Berry 
495 Buck Branch Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312-
kleaveberrys@gmail.com
(919) 642-0108

V-2126 A-2216
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:05:35 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tsonta Franklin 
2608 Lytham Dr
Charlotte, NC 28210-
retrainsonta@yahoo.com
1234567890

V-2127 A-2217
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:06:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michael Hammer 
3108 Dunlavin Way
Charlotte, NC 28205-
mhammer320@gmail.com
(980) 207-2233

V-2128 A-2218
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:06:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Todd 
200 Westbury Ln
Rocky Mount, NC 27803-
johnrtodd@embarqmail.com
(252) 443-4898

V-2129 A-2219
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:07:28 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

David Galloway 
3705 Highgate Dr, Apt G
Durham, NC 27713-
dhgallow@gmail.com
9194951107

V-2130 A-2220
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:08:38 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Julienne Johnson 
4135 Abbington Ter
Wilmington, NC 28403-
jbjohnson118@hotmail.com
(910) 508-1405

V-2131 A-2221
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:10:53 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Thomas Mathern 
11617 Chestnut Hill Dr
Matthews, NC 28105-
tmathern1@carolina.rr.com
(704) 846-3441

V-2132 A-2222
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:11:46 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

George Nicholson 
152 Dogwood Knl
Henrico, NC 27842-
lakenana@gmail.com
(252) 537-7531

V-2133 A-2223
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:13:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Deborah Swanson 
568 Garren Creek Rd
Fairview, NC 28730-
dswansong@aol.com
(828) 628-4878

V-2134 A-2224
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:13:19 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Leonhard 
6803 Compton Rd
Cedar Grove, NC 27231-
mleonhardi@hotmail.com
(919) 245-0551

V-2135 A-2225
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:14:26 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

George Phillips 
124 Fidelity St, Apt. 36
Carrboro, NC 27510-
nctrack@gmail.com
(919) 969-7145

V-2136 A-2226

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:18:14 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

a. marino 
103 trent woods wy
cary, NC 27519-
amydmarino@yahoo.com
(919) 363-1405

V-2137 A-2227
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:18:55 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

valerie johnson 
650 Cedar Point Blvd
swansboro, NC 28584-
gocoastalgirl@gmail.com
(919) 906-4228

V-2138 A-2228

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:19:39 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Denise Conner 
311 Bond Lake Dr
Cary, NC 27513-
deniselconner@yahoo.com
(919) 388-7954

V-2139 A-2229
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:22:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lynette Weaver 
545 Deyton Rd
Bakersville, NC 28705-
weaverla@icloud.com
(828) 467-3490

V-2140 A-2230
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:28:23 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Peggy Danka 
151 Outatha Way
Advance, NC 27006-
p.danka@yahoo.com
(336) 926-0600

V-2141 A-2231
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:28:24 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gloria Bagwell 
PO Box 2190
Skyland, NC 28776-
bethbagwell7@gmail.com
(305) 233-9795

V-2142 A-2232
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:29:11 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lloyd Kay 
200 Tunnel Rd
Asheville, NC 28805-
lloydkay6@gmail.com
(828) 775-4656

V-2143 A-2233
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:38:59 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Adam Versenyi 
205 Oleander Road
Carrboro, NC 27510-
glideradam@gmail.com
(919) 824-9418

V-2144 A-2234
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:41:26 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Orestes Macchione 
1637 Salem Village Dr
Apex, NC 27502-
omacchione@hotmail.com
(919) 793-8685

V-2145 A-2235
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:41:36 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lucy Parker 
430 S 23rd St
Wilmington, NC 28403-
truffles57@yahoo.com
(910) 269-1341

V-2146 A-2236
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:42:32 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Carol Bentley 
2232 Shade Valley Rd Apt A
Charlotte, NC 28205-
cabonbike@gmail.com
(704) 236-8609

V-2147 A-2237
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d) clean energy
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:43:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Shawna Weatherly 
241 n 7th st
Aurora, NC 27806-
shawnaweatherly@icloud.com
(252) 322-5851

V-2148 A-2238
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:43:55 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

NCI support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James Zizzo 
2304 Wrightsville Ave. #106
Wilmington, NC 28403-
jzizzo@ec.rr.com
910-762-6218

V-2149 A-2239
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:49:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

The Clean Energy Plan proposed by the Department of Air Quality is insufficient to address climate change.  It
 contains no clean power subsidies, no environmental justice components, and will fail to achieve even a modest
 reduction in carbon dioxide emissions.  It needs to be modified.

97% of climate scientists agree that the earth is warming and that it is due in large part to human activity
 (http://climate.nasa.gov/scientific-consensus/).  If 97% of doctors recommended that I had a real condition, I would
 not ignore their recommendations.  The EPA was tasked by the Supreme Court with determining whether carbon
 dioxide and other greenhouse gases were a threat to human health and wellbeing and should be regulated under the
 Clean Air Act.  They issued their findings in 2010 and in 2012 the DC Circuit Court of Appeals unanimously
 agreed that EPA should be regulating greenhouse gases.

The state of North Carolina should be complying with scientific consensus and with federal mandate, but instead has
 chosen to issue guidelines which do nothing for climate change or to encourage clean power. Becoming a leader in
 solar power and offshore wind could be a boon to our poorer eastern counties, while assuring that North Carolina
 maintains a leadership role in the emerging energy markets. Instead of staying with the older, becoming obsolete,
 model of fossil fuels, we should be developing the new technologies that will provide good jobs, clean energy, and
 a better future for our citizens.  North Carolinians deserve a better policy than has been put forth in the new
 regulations.

I know that the new regulations are up for  public comment.  I would like to be registered as not being in support of
 the regulations as presently written.  I know that our great state can be a leader for clean energy development and
 should lead the country, not resist progress.  We have wonderful programs at our universities to train our students to
 design and implement the  new technologies.  We should have policies that encourage these modern approaches, so
 we keep our best and our brightest young people here working for a better North Carolina.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Marie Lieberman 
8517 Southfield Pl
Raleigh, NC 27615-
mimwlieb@hotmail.com
(919) 847-2375

V-2150 A-2240

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:50:45 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lawrence Cape 
638 Sea Castle Ct
Wilmington, NC 28412-
l_a_cape@yahoo.com
(910) 368-1330

V-2151 A-2241

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:51:38 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Herman Schiller 
5508 Gondolier Drive
New Bern, NC 28560-
hschiller2@suddenlnk.net
(252) 637-9656

V-2152 A-2242
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:52:38 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mark Thornberry 
2520 Roundabout Ln
Charlotte, NC 28210-
msthornberry@hotmail.com
(704) 553-2841

V-2153 A-2243
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:56:34 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Evelyn Coltman 
90 Evergreen Circle
Waynesville, NC 28786-
evelyn3226@charter.net
(828) 648-3226

V-2154 A-2244
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:58:24 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

George Neste 
4437 Garden Club Street
High Point, NC 27265-
nastygeorge59@earthlink.net
3368478741

V-2155 A-2245
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:59:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Diane Swift 
208 Navaho Dr
Hendersonville, NC 28739-
swiftd90@yahoo.com
(828) 595-9063

V-2156 A-2246
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:00:09 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Daniel Carr 
106 Woodtop Ln
Statesville, NC 28677-
dancarr49@yahoo.com
(704) 880-8504

V-2157 A-2247
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:02:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

David Denney 
2801 Sparger Rd
Durham, NC 27705-
denney.david@gmail.com
(510) 827-8842

V-2158 A-2248
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:03:17 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tilda Prosser 
2888 Beaty Rd
Gastonia, NC 28056-
tprosser2006@yahoo.com
(704) 879-4180

V-2159 A-2249
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:04:35 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Phyllis Swank 
750 Weaver Dairy Rd Apt 1212
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
pswank38@gmail.com
(919) 923-6678

V-2160 A-2250
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:06:48 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lawrence Turk, RN 
PO Box 203
Hendersonville, NC 28793-
butch@wildrockies.org
(555) 555-5555

V-2161 A-2251
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:10:49 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

Our state's Department of Environmental Quality's proposed rules seem almost to ignore the carbon dioxide
 reductions set by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality perform its duty and comply with
 Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan).

North Carolina has one of the nation's most advanced clean energy sectors.  This has created significant jobs and
 investment in our state--how can the DEQ plan not favor our economy by including new clean energy
 requirements? 

Furthermore, energy efficiency would both reduce carbon pollution as well as the effect of power bills on
 consumers, giving us healthier air to breathe and more money to put into the state's economy.  For this reason, the
 proposed CPP should also stress energy efficiency.

It is a no-brainer for the McCrory administration to make significant improvements to the DEQ plan, not just to
 meet federal requirements but, more importantly, to protect our communities' health and boost the state's economy.

Sincerely,

Simmons Isler 
7436 Edenwood Ln.
Raleigh, NC 27615-
esler@bellsouth.net
(919) 870-0890

V-2162 A-2252
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:11:34 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Emmy Moore 
2110 St. Mary's St.
Raleigh, NC 27608-
emmym@nc.rr.com
(919) 571-3336

V-2163 A-2253
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:13:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Yewcic 
8146 Townley Road, Huntersville
HUNTERSVILLE, NC 28078-
syewcic@gmail.com
(704) 488-5811

V-2164 A-2254
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:13:22 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Art Smoker 
284 Arrowood Corner Rd.
Mars Hill, NC 28754-
ansmoker@gmail.com
8286809695

V-2165 A-2255
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:13:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Art Smoker 
284 Arrowood Corner Rd.
Mars Hill, NC 28754-
ansmoker@gmail.com
8286809695

V-2166 A-2256
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:14:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rosemary Cummo 
4701 Golden Acres Rd
Oak Ridge, NC 27310-
rosiesfo@gmail.com
(336) 605-0853

V-2167 A-2257
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:18:51 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sharon Godfrey 
9524 Deer Spring Ln
Charlotte, NC 28210-
sharongodfrey25@gmail.com
(704) 541-7332

V-2168 A-2258
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:19:54 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dorothy Alspaugh 
105 Bashavia Woods
Pfafftown, NC 27040-
druns@windstream.net
(336) 922-5691

V-2169 A-2259
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:19:58 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Christopher Durham 
265 Woodleigh Rd
Knotts Island, NC 27950-
durhamct@cox.net
(757) 619-2776

V-2170 A-2260
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:23:09 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Greg Myers 
989 Decker Rd
Thomasville, NC 27360-
gmyers59@hotmail.com
(336) 472-7857

V-2171 A-2261
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:23:57 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Crystal Perry 
6233 Stadler Dr
Raleigh, NC 27616-
cperry77@nc.rr.com
(919) 877-9791

V-2172 A-2262
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:26:52 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Crawford 
6340 Hayden Dr
Hickory, NC 28601-
jcrawford6646@charter.net
(828) 855-1612

V-2173 A-2263
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:27:33 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Tom Clarke 
2706 Stratford Dr
Greensboro, NC 27408-
tomclarke@mindspring.com
(336) 288-1329

V-2174 A-2264

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:27:40 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

mary wakeman 
2710 Azalea Dr.
greensboro, NC 27407-
mkwakeman1@gmail.com
(336) 404-3109

V-2175 A-2265
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:28:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

PS: I should be able to sell my excess solar energy back to my Electric Utility.

Sincerely,

Charles Senf 
2354 Happy Hollow Ln
Lenoir, NC 28645-
charlessenf@gmail.com
(828) 754-1032

V-2176 A-2266
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:28:58 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Anne Fiske 
410 Old Swansboro Rd
Newport, NC 28570-
fiskeanne@gmail.com
(252) 240-2600

V-2177 A-2267
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:30:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Valerie Connor 
502 Culpepper Ct
Winston Salem, NC 27104-
valwulf@triad.rr.com
(336) 784-2700

V-2178 A-2268
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:31:18 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Shari Edmisten 
2705 N Center St #42
Hickory, NC 28601-
marinacora2014@gmail.com
8286380456

V-2179 A-2269
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:32:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patricia Shine 
911 Shipyard Point
New Bern, NC 28560-
patshine67@gmail.com
(252) 636-9802

V-2180 A-2270
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:33:06 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sandy Melton 
555 Will Green Rd
Marshall, NC 28753-
sandymelton91@gmail.com
(828) 689-9622

V-2181 A-2271
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:35:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Samuel rees 
821 E Country Club Rd
mount airy, NC 27030-
stonecoldsam311@cs.com
3367866204

V-2182 A-2272

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:38:26 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Anita Talbott 
2842 Woodard Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27127-
talbottanita@gmail.com
(623) 398-4138

V-2183 A-2273
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:40:23 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Hattie Hair 
5633 Burleson Dr
Charlotte, NC 28215-
hhhair1@yahoo.com
(704) 537-2405

V-2184 A-2274
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:46:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I AM DISAPPOINTED IN NC'S PLANFOR CLEAN POWER.  Please work to make NC a leader not a follower on
 this important issue. I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not
 come close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division
 of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean
 Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Burmester 
2121 N Hills Dr Apt I
Raleigh, NC 27612-
becky.burmester@mindspring.com
(919) 395-1373

V-2185 A-2275
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:48:28 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gay Reilly 
124 Sun Valley Dr
Alexander, NC 28701-
gayreilly2@gmail.com
(757) 371-6072

V-2186 A-2276
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:49:56 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Hazel Van Zandt 
3912 Tanglebrook Road
High Point, NC 27265-
hvanzandt@triad.rr.com
(336) 869-7604

V-2187 A-2277
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:50:45 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Eric Mcmanus 
8019 Gera Emma Dr
Charlotte, NC 28215-
emac610@aol.com
(704) 555-8145

V-2188 A-2278

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:55:03 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jodie Kelly 
PO Box 105
Belmont, NC 28012-
jokly67@gmail.com
7046787436

V-2189 A-2279
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:55:22 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Owen Grace 
36 Thurland Ave
Asheville, NC 28803-
dr.fantastic@gmail.com
(415) 999-5861

V-2190 A-2280
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:55:32 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Maryann Pitman 
179 US Highway 158 Business E
Gatesville, NC 27938-
berts-girl@hotmail.com
(252) 357-0783

V-2191 A-2281
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:00:30 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sigrid Hice 
1450 Lillian Lane
Hickory, NC 28602-
bookartist1450@yahoo.com
(828) 294-1561

V-2192 A-2282
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:04:18 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Hoyle 
3064 Joshua Trl
Lenoir, NC 28645-
delleeo@yahoo.com
(828) 757-2176

V-2193 A-2283
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:05:05 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dale Hocker 
132 Wackena Way
Beaufort, NC 28516-
dale.hocker@gmail.com
(252) 728-5290

V-2194 A-2284

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:09:35 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Weldine Dossett 
415 Aberdeen Terrace
Greensboro, NC 27403-
weldine@gmail.com
(336) 500-3846

V-2195 A-2285
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:18:44 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Ann Lawler 
333 W Trade St Unit 2204
Charlotte, NC 28202-
malawler0@gmail.com
(703) 864-8622

V-2196 A-2286
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:19:24 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joanne Purnell 
707 Wild Dunes Cir
Wilmington, NC 28411-
rojo@ec.rr.com
(910) 681-0223

V-2197 A-2287
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:21:05 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Will Rhem 
166 Moultrie Lane
Aberdeen, NC 28315-
williamdfrhem@gmail.com
8284219084

V-2198 A-2288
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:21:43 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Will Rhem 
166 Moultrie Lane
Aberdeen, NC 28315-
williamdfrhem@gmail.com
8284219084

V-2199 A-2289
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:22:34 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and
 wind energy successes.  Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ's proposal.  Renewable energy and energy
 efficiency should be a core part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 EPA Program. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Will Rhem 
166 Moultrie Lane
Aberdeen, NC 28315-
williamdfrhem@gmail.com
8284219084

V-2200 A-2290
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:23:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Will Rhem 
166 Moultrie Lane
Aberdeen, NC 28315-
williamdfrhem@gmail.com
8284219084

V-2201 A-2291
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:32:20 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kate Ladd 
174 Oneal Lane
Aydlett, NC 27916-
lizard1@mchsi.com
(252) 453-8110

V-2202 A-2292
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:33:00 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Stoudt 
116 Jimmy Court
Mary, NC 27948-
mcsfes@charter.net
(252) 441-9377

V-2203 A-2293
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:36:02 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Already, increased flooding is occurring in coastal areas of our state due to aggravations of climate change. There is
 absolutely no room for any administration to be playing around with the course of energy in our state. For the
 governor and administration to act otherwise is close to evil at this point.

Sincerely,

Barbara Robertson 
4019 Old Nc 10
Durham, NC 27705-
robarb07@nc.rr.com
(919) 383-6146

V-2204 A-2294
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:37:14 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sandra Grady 
1504 Schuster Ct.
Matthews, NC 28105-
sgrady811@yahoo.com
(704) 847-2437

V-2205 A-2295
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:43:52 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Quando Gerst 
2317 Shepherd Valley St
Raleigh, NC 27610-
quanvg@gmail.com
(919) 454-6468

V-2206 A-2296
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:44:55 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robin Shepard 
902 Overhill Rd
Salisbury, NC 28144-
cdrfarms@netzero.com
7143284197

V-2207 A-2297
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:57:14 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Howard Shapiro 
2113 Katesbridge Ln
Raleigh, NC 27614-
hshapiro1@nc.rr.com
(919) 844-2529

V-2208 A-2298
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:02:22 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James Appleton 
103 Dark Oak Dr
Cary, NC 27513-
nosferat@nc.rr.com
(919) 802-6151

V-2209 A-2299
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:03:32 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kari Wouk 
5602 Dude Ranch Rd
Durham, NC 27704-
krwouk@yahoo.com
(919) 323-4876

V-2210 A-2300
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:03:55 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jeremy Stubbs 
38 Grouse
Brevard, NC 28712-
stubbs1493@msn.com
(828) 883-8569

V-2211 A-2301
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:07:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Renee Reese 
306 Wendover Heights Cir
Charlotte, NC 28211-
reneereese0@gmail.com
(704) 763-1751

V-2212 A-2302
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:22:13 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Cat Potts 
55 Cambridge Rd
Asheville, NC 28804-
potts.cat@gmail.com
(828) 273-1622

V-2213 A-2303
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:26:36 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lynda Durden 
169 Bells Creek Ln
Ellerbe, NC 28338-
ldurden@etinternet.net
(910) 652-5114

V-2214 A-2304
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:41:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Megan Culler 
601 Caswell Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
megan.ec@gmail.com
(191) 967-2554

V-2215 A-2305
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:48:10 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James Walters 
418 Chapel Point Rd
Lake Lure, NC 28746-
jandjwalters@gmail.com
(828) 625-9456

V-2216 A-2306
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:51:59 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Debbie Kenyon 
509 GABLEFIELD LN
APEX, NC 27502-
dcjkenyon@aol.com
9193036906

V-2217 A-2307
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:55:11 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michelle Mitchell 
17227 Chardonnay Ct
Cornelius, NC 28031-
michelleymitchell@gmail.com
7048969629

V-2218 A-2308

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:00:40 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Your Days In Office Are Numbered!

Sincerely,

Toby Hunter 
310 Oak Grove Rd
E Flat Rock, NC 28726-
bluebuddha27@gmail.com
(828) 713-3313

V-2219 A-2309
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:05:28 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

E Kirschner 
326 Tranquil Ave
Charlotte, NC 28209-
bestressless@carolina.rr.com
(704) 333-3807

V-2220 A-2310
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:05:57 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jeanne LaVana 
102 4H Camp Road
Swansboro, NC 28584-
bobbiraub@yahoo.com
(910) 326-5990

V-2221 A-2311

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:06:06 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jeanne LaVana 
102 4H Camp Road
Swansboro, NC 28584-
bobbiraub@yahoo.com
(910) 326-5990

V-2222 A-2312
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:07:35 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mary Billingsley 
4335 Bryn Mawr Ln
Winston Salem, NC 27103-
mbillingsley29@gmail.com
(336) 766-5357

V-2223 A-2313
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:13:30 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Todd Patton 
4512 Bracada Dr
Durham, NC 27705-
tcpatton@mindspring.com
9193092447

V-2224 A-2314
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:18:55 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Janet Smith 
1602 Hollybriar Lane
Greenville, NC 27858-
go2smithville@gmail.com
(252) 321-2982

V-2225 A-2315
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:23:57 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Paul Hawkins 
316 Heather Cir
Brevard, NC 28712-
mrhawkins@comporium.net
(828) 877-5245

V-2226 A-2316
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:27:20 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Lapalme 
217 Lord Granville Dr
Morehead City, NC 28557-
slapalme@ec.rr.com
(252) 571-9129

V-2227 A-2317
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:31:31 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nancy Acopine 
81 Lakeshore Dr
Asheville, NC 28804-
nancyacopine@gmail.com
(828) 505-1349

V-2228 A-2318
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:36:17 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nancy Acopine 
81 Lakeshore Dr
Asheville, NC 28804-
nancyacopine@gmail.com
(828) 505-1349

V-2229 A-2319
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:36:52 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Schulz 
902 Dolphin Ct.
Wilmington, NC 28403-
eschulz131@aol.com
(910) 231-4946

V-2230 A-2320
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:42:57 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

As a nurse, a lifelong North Carolina resident, and a native of this great state, I am very concerned about the future
 of our air and water quality.  Since we all have to live together here in North Carolina, and we breathe the same air
 and drink the same water, I can't imagine anyone in state government who wouldn't want to make certain that we
 maintain air and water quality that does not contribute to increased disease states for our citizens.  Production of
 clean energy and maintenance of clean water would also create a boon to the economy, especially if we seek to lead
 the nation in development of clean energy and promote our clean environment to businesses seeking to relocate to
 areas with cleaner environments.

I can only imagine that you would be interested in leaving a legacy of doing the right thing when it comes to our
 environment, being a good steward, and allowing future generations to enjoy the same great natural resources that
 we have come to expect in North Carolina.  I urge you to be on the right side of history, Gov. McCrory.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ann Jacobi Brown 
10 Alston Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
skysouth@mindspring.com
(919) 929-0340

V-2231 A-2321
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:54:43 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.  Just as you don't throw your trash and garbage out the back door of the
 Governor's Manse to accumulate in the back yard, so should all of us (including all industry) not throw our waste
 and exhaust out into the atmosphere for all to see, smell and breathe.

Sincerely,

Melanie Goff Bradley 
875 Powell Rd
Rocky Mount, NC 27804-
joy.mgb@aol.com
(252) 446-6441

V-2232 A-2322
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:56:03 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephen Anfinson 
47 Down Hemlock Ln
Whittier, NC 28789-
steveandlynna@gmail.com
(828) 631-4938

V-2233 A-2323
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 5:05:13 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Dan Faris 
6000 Rose Valley Dr
Charlotte, NC 28210-
danffaris@aol.com
(704) 553-2334

V-2234 A-2324
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 5:22:47 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Miles Varner 
114 NW 3rd Street
Oak Island, NC 28465-
milesav@earthlink.net
(910) 933-4219

V-2235 A-2325
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 5:31:49 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

donna Gardner 
4917 Grouse Woods Dr
Wilmington, NC 28411-
donnagardner2006@bellsouth.net
(910) 791-7071

V-2236 A-2326
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 5:34:12 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patrick Stroud 
4394 Privet Dr
Kernersville, NC 27284-
plstroud@msn.com
1111111111

V-2237 A-2327
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 5:39:59 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joseph Robustelli 
111 Breckenridge Ct
Hendersonville, NC 28739-
robustja@gmail.com
(828) 808-7051

V-2238 A-2328
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 5:43:55 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Catherine Douglass 
111 Zander Way
Asheville, NC 28805-
cathdoug@gmail.com
(828) 505-8267

V-2239 A-2329
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 5:44:49 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

I not-quite-so-respectfully request that you, Gov, McCrory, STOP catering to your old company!  Get tough on
 Duke Energy and make them get in line with the natiional Clean Energy program!  You can and must do better for
 NC than allowing Duke to say that they "can't meet the goals" so we shouldn't even bother with a State plan.  That
 is the height of idiocy! 

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Donna Newman 
710 Powell Dr Apt D
Raleigh, NC 27606-
dnewman27606@yahoo.com
(919) 513-0719

V-2240 A-2330
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:01:20 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ken Mauney 
4012 Angier Ave
Durham, NC 27703-
kennethdmauney@yahoo.com
9195988435

V-2241 A-2331
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:02:01 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Leigh Yeoman 
10501 Moss Mill Ln.
Charlotte, NC 28277-
lyeoman@carolina.rr.com
(704) 517-7602

V-2242 A-2332
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:02:47 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Chuck Miller 
POBox 338
Norwood, NC 28128-
1chuckkdog@windstream.net
7044744910

V-2243 A-2333
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:07:46 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Deb Brown 
PO Box 98964
Raleigh, NC 27624-
deb@econweb.com
1111111111

V-2244 A-2334
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:07:58 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jeri Tatum 
9390 Walnut Creek Rd
Marshall, NC 28753-
cacaogurl66@gmail.com
(828) 450-3781

V-2245 A-2335
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:10:42 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephen Teixeira 
252 Will Green Rd
Marshall, NC 28753-
texbuysrealestate@gmail.com
(828) 689-5740

V-2246 A-2336
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:13:21 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Julie Johnson 
4214 Saddlebrook Rd
Castle Hayne, NC 28429-
julie.a.johnson17@gmail.com
(910) 623-1281

V-2247 A-2337
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:19:51 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Barbara Council 
1430 Whilden Pl
Greensboro, NC 27408-
bcouncil@prodigy.net
(336) 852-1967

V-2248 A-2338
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:27:46 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Linda Peterson 
404 Wood Lark Ct.
Indian Trail, NC 28079-
lpeterson@wcsr.com
(704) 753-5118

V-2249 A-2339
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:30:23 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Hayward 
171 Fjord Rd
Rosman, NC 28772-
stargazer@alumni.ufl.edu
(828) 862-8892

V-2250 A-2340
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:32:49 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Oscar Montes 
3856 Spike Ln
Vale, NC 28168-
omontes@charter.net
(989) 304-1399

V-2251 A-2341
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:36:11 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Oscar Montes 
3856 Spike Lane
Vale, NC 28168-
omontes@charter.net
(989) 304-1399

V-2252 A-2342
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:42:14 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Shoshana Serxner-Merchant 
705 Dixie Tr
Raleigh, NC 27607-
sserxner1124@att.net
111-111-1111

V-2253 A-2343
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:43:09 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

David Prentice 
3811 Portofino Ct Unit 205
Wilmington, NC 28412-
maskman5512@yahoo.com
(910) 794-6914

V-2254 A-2344

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:56:28 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Gail Sturm 
115 Hummingbird Ln
Atkinson, NC 28421-
gaillardia@bellsouth.net
(910) 471-3016

V-2255 A-2345
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:01:59 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Julie Frey 
103 Pine Lake Dr
Monroe, NC 28110-
jrbfrey@gmail.com
(704) 776-9364

V-2256 A-2346
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:08:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Frank Lorch 
1522 Lynway Dr.
Frank, NC 28203-
franklorch@yahoo.com
(704) 442-2539

V-2257 A-2347

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:15:44 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joseph Torregrossa 
308 Rangoon Ct
Fayetteville, NC 28314-
joetorr1954@yahoo.com
(910) 864-6233

V-2258 A-2348
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:15:48 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Philip Weisbeck 
4391 S Nc 581
Spring Hope, NC 27882-
phil@theweisbecks.com
(252) 478-3872

V-2259 A-2349
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:23:28 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Zeggert 
1480 Saint Johns Church Road
Concord, NC 28025-
jpz@ctc.net
(704) 436-8554

V-2260 A-2350
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:33:10 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Zinn 
87 Spring Heights Ct
Hendersonville, NC 28791-
bzinn11@gmail.com

V-2261 A-2351
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:41:28 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lucy Tyndall 
3977 Flannery Ln
High Point, NC 27265-
beaverfalls1@yahoo.com
(336) 454-4809

V-2262 A-2352
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:45:38 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elena Carleo 
7617 Mine Valley Rd
Raleigh, NC 27615-
emcarleo@gmail.com
(336) 736-8339

V-2263 A-2353
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:45:58 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Mac Hulslander 
2830 Barmettler St
Raleigh, NC 27607-
mac.hulslander@gmail.com
(919) 833-7203

V-2264 A-2354
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:46:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Maria Salgado 
2123 Fountain Ridge Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-
masal@live.unc.edu
(919) 864-8649

V-2265 A-2355
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:46:21 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elena Carleo 
7617 Mine Valley Rd
Raleigh, NC 27615-
emcarleo@gmail.com
3366534103

V-2266 A-2356
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:10:26 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jane Gallagher 
628 Redbud
Pittsboro, NC 27312-
jgalley628@gmail.com
9196981498

V-2267 A-2357
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:13:57 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Janette Griffin 
805 Meadowstone Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27104-
janette.griffin@gmail.com
(336) 765-5887

V-2268 A-2358
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:23:58 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

North Carolina is missing its opportunity to be a strong player in the clean energy market.   I am deeply disappointed
 that our leaders in Raleigh have no vision for accomplishing this and are, apparently, more interested in shoring up
 the investment of Duke Energy in the outmoded fossil fuel market than in preparing for a better future for our
 citizens. 

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Karen Hodges 
2641 Palm Avenue
Charlotte, NC 28205-
khodges@jungiananalyticpraxis.com
7045691678

V-2269 A-2359
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:24:37 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Patricia Rister 
323 Winding Woods Way
Beaufort, NC 28516-
mistydawn@ec.rr.com
(252) 725-4281

V-2270 A-2360
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:27:16 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Connie Nowlin 
100 Emory Place
Huntersville, NC 28078-
phillipnowlin@att.net
(704) 947-8574

V-2271 A-2361
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:31:24 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Barbara Williamson 
750 Weaver Dairy Rd. apt. 1250
Chapel Hill, NC 27524-
wanderingquaker@hotmail.com
(919) 918-3524

V-2272 A-2362
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:37:55 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Shelley K Bossert 
188 Ingley Rd
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768-
shelley@ursaminorminiatures.com
(828) 884-7134

V-2273 A-2363
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:46:39 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ruth Noble 
26 Rylee Rdg
Asheville, NC 28805-
ruth@nobleruth.com
(828) 299-9326

V-2274 A-2364
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:01:20 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Diana Gray 
52 Newton Dr
Durham, NC 27707-
dgray26@nc.rr.com
(919) 419-1259

V-2275 A-2365
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:06:31 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

[[These are the comments I presented at the December 17th hearing in Raleigh]]

I am Hallie Turner.  I'm thirteen years old.  I've been passionate about the issue of climate change since I was nine.  I
 have met with my mayor, written the president, shared many blog posts, and given speeches in my community. I
 helped organize a rally of more than 300 people in Raleigh in 2013, and I recently took the state to court over
 protecting our climate.

I've lived in North Carolina all my life.  I love the mountains and the beaches and the greenways and the rivers.  I
 love hiking at Hanging Rock and Umstead State Park.  I love kayaking on North Carolina's lakes and riding waves
 at the beach.  Without an effective Clean Power Plan for the state, these things are at risk.

I signed up to speak today on behalf of today's young people and future generations.  Science has made it clear that
 we need to act and act now to protect our future.  We need a significant and immediate shift away from fossil fuels,
 but the plan North Carolina proposes ignores the facts. 
The North Carolina plan fails to include sufficient CO2 reductions, prioritize renewables, or meet the standards of
 the federal Clean Power Plan.  It does not reflect the voices of the people it will impact.  It jeopardizes our health,
 our economy, our safety, and social justice for all North Carolinians.  Our leaders are playing political games with
 our future.

Our government has a responsibility to ensure a healthy, safe, and sustainable environment for each of its citizens. 
 This issue is urgent, and members of the youngest generation are the ones who are the most vulnerable to the effects
 of inaction.  We need our leaders to take a stand now. They have the power to protect our future and to make North
 Carolina an example for the rest of the country.

When I talk and write about this issue I always challenge young people to make their voices heard.  I am here today
 to do just that.  I want my leaders to hear my voice and to create a plan that protects the health, safety, and natural
 beauty of North Carolina.   Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hallie Turner 
1108 Tonsler Drive
Raleigh, NC 27604-
halliemturner@gmail.com
(919) 846-9317

V-2276 A-2366
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:07:20 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kelly Turner 
1108 Tonsler Dr
Raleigh, NC 27604-
kelly@mcbug.net
(919) 846-9317

V-2277 A-2367
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:16:56 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Linda Baker 
4359 frying Pan Rd
Southport, NC 28461-
diggersmom2003@tampabay.rr.com
3524223522

V-2278 A-2368
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:17:00 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Linda Baker 
4359 frying Pan Rd
Southport, NC 28461-
diggersmom2003@tampabay.rr.com
3524223522

V-2279 A-2369
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:17:03 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Linda Baker 
4359 frying Pan Rd
Southport, NC 28461-
diggersmom2003@tampabay.rr.com
3524223522

V-2280 A-2370
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:17:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Linda Baker 
4359 frying Pan Rd
Southport, NC 28461-
diggersmom2003@tampabay.rr.com
3524223522

V-2281 A-2371
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:37:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Emma Bogdan 
1300 Lake Front Drive, apt E
Raleigh, NC 27613-
emmabogdan@gmail.com
(704) 661-4439

V-2282 A-2372
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:37:51 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

James and April Thompson 
316 Jordan St
Hendersonville, NC 28739-
jimjan48norf@gmail.com
(555) 555-5555

V-2283 A-2373
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:38:08 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Laura Hill 
391 Hearthside Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27104-
wakefan80@yahoo.com
(336) 760-3463

V-2284 A-2374
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:39:29 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Brian Ford 
129 Beechtree Ln
King, NC 27021-
travesty76@gmail.com
(319) 560-6450

V-2285 A-2375
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:47:33 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Emily Liu 
105 Telluride Trl
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-
leleliu55@gmail.com
(984) 209-8224

V-2286 A-2376
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:58:33 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kelly Backman 
4250 Wright Ave
Charlotte, NC 28211-
kellykbackman@yahoo.com
(704) 364-3138

V-2287 A-2377
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:06:05 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the serious climate situation today.  I respectfully request that
 the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean
 Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements and fails to support the advances,
 successes and and continuing opportunities for solar and wind energy.

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better
protect our communities and make significant carbon dioxide reductions, continuing extraordinary advances made in
 earlier years.

Sincerely,

James Southerland 
103 MORAY CT
CARY, NC 27511-
jhsoutherland@bellsouth.net
(919) 612-8745

V-2288 A-2378

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:09:26 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Margaret Holcomb 
190 Hawks Haunt Ln
Tryon, NC 28782-
doslobos@charter.net
(828) 859-9837

V-2289 A-2379
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:23:41 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Debbie Boyles 
8377 Fairfield Forest Rd
Denver, NC 28037-
dboyles17@gmail.com
(704) 907-9261

V-2290 A-2380
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:26:20 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

Let's lead our nation by showing how we can develop clean energy here in North Carolina. We need to preserve our
 state's natural beauty and resources and we can do that while developing new technology for clean power.
 Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean
 energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Bankson 
135 Sugar Maple Ct.
Winston Salem, NC 27106-
lizmayb@hotmail.com
(336) 943-5469

V-2291 A-2381
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:32:14 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Molly Nathanson 
2906 W Cornwallis Dr
Greensboro, NC 27408-
mollyrn1@yahoo.com
(240) 344-8388

V-2292 A-2382
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:40:55 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jane Oakley 
211 West Bald Head Wynd
Bald Head Island, NC 28462-
ladyjaneoakley@gmail.com
(910) 471-7810

V-2293 A-2383
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:43:03 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan.  duke power doesn't own our state! Unfortunately, DEQ's
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully
 request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of
 the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan.
 The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with environmental justice leaders and vulnerable communities. The draft rules
 do not include this documentation.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

robert santucci 
1703 b front st
beaufort, NC 28516-
urcusa@mac.com
(252) 728-7777

V-2294 A-2384
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:51:37 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jim Newsom 
210 beech valley road
Lewisville, NC 27023-
jmnwsm@gmail.com
(336) 408-0641

V-2295 A-2385
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:51:47 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nancy Weir 
194 Spyglass Dr
Advance, NC 27006-
nweir@triad.rr.com
(336) 998-8976

V-2296 A-2386
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:00:44 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sandra Dreis 
1107 Wetherburn Ct
Winston Salem, NC 27104-
sandrabdreis@yahoo.com
(336) 682-8938

V-2297 A-2387
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:11:04 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

We need a forward-looking energy policy, not corporate cronyism.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jason Parsley 
4913 Knob View Court
Winston-Salem, NC 27104-
jasonparsley@yahoo.com
(336) 793-6903

V-2298 A-2388
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:13:49 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Lillie Robinson 
177 Booker Dr SW
Concord, NC 28025-
f9asw9@yahoo.com
(980) 622-5227

V-2299 A-2389
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:35:14 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Al Meadowcroft 
518 Plymouth Dr
Wilmington, NC 28405-
teriandal@aol.com
(910) 431-9691

V-2300 A-2390
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:52:33 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Suzanne And Gary Krill 
6605 Vancouver Ln
Raleigh, NC 27615-
skrill@mindspring.com
(919) 847-4702

V-2301 A-2391
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:54:37 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Snyder~Baldonado 
1412 Diggs Blvd, NC
Winston-Salem, NC 27107-
tapcitymama@gmail.com
3365887962

V-2302 A-2392
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:27:57 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Frances Huffman 
2400 Hoyt Street
Winston-Salem, NC 27103-
francieh3396@att.neet
(336) 725-3432

V-2303 A-2393
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:34:16 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

A R Sharp 
PO Box 2003
Wilmington, NC 28402-
alsharpnc@gmail.com
(910) 833-8187

V-2304 A-2394
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:39:10 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephen Boletchek 
1106 Elbury Dr
Apex, NC 27502-
sboletchek@gmail.com
9193879588

V-2305 A-2395
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:50:39 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Wake Technical Community College has the 5th best solar program in the country, yet our lawmakers have hurt ant
 effort for us to thrive in our future economy. Why do you say you love God, when you are so quick to poison the
 planet you believe He created? Hypocrisy will catch up to you and karma will NOT allow you to succeed in
 harming us for much longer. People are waking up to the attrocities of the tea party Republican'ts! God isn't happy
 with you, either.

Sincerely,

Karen Skinner 
700 Nellane Dr.
Garner, NC 27529-
zombieskinnermom@gmail.com
9196262978

V-2306 A-2396
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:54:45 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Harris 
3829 Westridge Farm Ln
Clemmons, NC 27012-
catlady04@triad.rr.com
(336) 766-7932

V-2307 A-2397
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:56:13 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Martha Spencer 
988 Henry Mountain Road
Brevard, NC 28712-
spencer_martha@hotmail.com
(828) 885-2680

V-2308 A-2398
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 1:43:52 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind (at Kitty
 Hawk), as well as energy efficiency.
 Coal is funded by 3 other States, then why should we continue to pay high costs to other states that will grow just as
 big if not bigger than North Carolina. Your leadership skills has placed you tied with China.
Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Steve Logiudice 
621 Edgehill Dr
Monroe, NC 28110-
lowgin@msn.com
(704) 226-9390

V-2309 A-2399
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 2:17:25 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Claire Brothers 
1709 Calico Dr
Morehead City, NC 28557-
clairebt@embarqmail.com
(252) 726-7046

V-2310 A-2400
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 2:50:01 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rose Bevington 
274 Stubbs Rd
Ellenboro, NC 28040-
rosefrank77@gmail.com
(828) 287-1234

V-2311 A-2401
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 3:50:17 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

janet owens 
644 n Stratford rd
Winston Salem, NC 27023-
jrmowens@att.net
(336) 725-9350

V-2312 A-2402
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 4:49:04 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rosemarie Davis 
5737 Bramblegate Rd Unit F
Greensboro, NC 27409-
backyardrose@yahoo.com
3362928715

V-2313 A-2403
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 4:49:27 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Rosemarie Davis 
5737 Bramblegate Rd Unit F
Greensboro, NC 27409-
backyardrose@yahoo.com
3362928715

V-2314 A-2404
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 4:51:53 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Fiammetta Rivers 
3785 Vandalia Dr
Winston-Salem, NC 27104-
f_rivers@triad.rr.com
(336) 971-0166

V-2315 A-2405
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 4:52:48 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Helen Voris 
229 Stone Drive
Brevard, NC 28712-
hhvoris@gmail.com
(828) 883-8368

V-2316 A-2406
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 5:07:51 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elza Kraszewski 
304 Trappers Run Dr
Cary, NC 27513-
elzakraszewski@yahoo.com
(919) 465-2154

V-2317 A-2407
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 5:24:13 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Karen Skinner 
700 Nellane Dr.
Garner, NC 27529-
zombieskinnermom@gmail.com
9196262978

V-2318 A-2408
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 5:24:15 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Karen Skinner 
700 Nellane Dr.
Garner, NC 27529-
zombieskinnermom@gmail.com
9196262978

V-2319 A-2409
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 6:42:24 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nancy Dunn 
333 Hambrick Ct
Winston-Salem, NC 27106-
nancydunn7678@gmail.com
!
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 7:19:34 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Caroline Martin 
5622 Clearlake Dr
Hickory, NC 28601-
rivergirl1@charter.net
(828) 322-6204
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 7:49:17 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power
 Plan):Governed McCrory what do you think you are doing not supporting a clean air packet you are the dummies
 fool I have ever known you aren't trying to take care of the residents of North Carolina  and as a disabled vet I am
 going to do my dam desk to get you impeached you are a sorry son of a batch going to let carbon dioxide in the
 atmosphere from power plants rather do your job or you are gone

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

William Vanlanot 
1247 Highland Games Rd
Red Springs, NC 28377-
vanlanotwilliam@gmail.com
(910) 225-2619
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 7:52:18 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

P Diane Chambers 
1 Morning Fog Way
Asheville, NC 28804-
pdchambers@charter.net
(828) 271-4645

V-2323 A-2413
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 8:06:15 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joseph Wooten 
1150 35th Street Pl NE
Conover, NC 28613-
burnswooten@charter.net
(828) 256-9793
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 8:45:51 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Stimely 
5400 Alamo Drive
Winston-Salem, NC 27104-
kathleen.stimely@gmail.com
(336) 486-1568
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:14:37 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ann Gallman 
3792 Worthington Pl
Southport, NC 28461-
ann.gallman@gmail.com
363-4027

V-2326 A-2416
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:20:36 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Ruth Talley 
212 Pollock St
Beaufort, NC 28516-
rkk29@live.com
(252) 728-4563
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:41:57 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Debra Wilhoit 
6906 Kersfield Place
Charlotte, NC 28227-
debra.wilhoit@providencday.org
(704) 887-6025
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:54:11 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Roy Gaudette 
2846 River Road P O Box 73
Henrico, NC 27842-
gaudrp@embarqmail.com
(252) 535-5765

V-2329 A-2419
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:59:35 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Thomas W Mann 
3625 Bechler Lane
Winston Salem, NC 27106-
twmann@bellsouth.net
(336) 760-0265

V-2330 A-2420
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 10:02:28 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Sharon Kaye 
456 Windswept Dr
Asheville, NC 28801-
sierrakilo@charter.net
(828) 251-0524
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 10:06:17 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Chris Weeks 
608 Timothy Dr
Elizabeth City, NC 27909-
pepperman7@embarqmail.com
(252) 335-7525

V-2332 A-2422
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 10:09:06 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Susan Phillips 
289 Oakleaf Dr
Atlantic Beach, NC 28512-
mskitty@ec.rr.com
(252) 247-0926

V-2333 A-2423
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 10:17:19 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Peggy Fry 
115 Pine Cone Rd
Wilmington, NC 28409-
real_folkie@yahoo.com
(910) 791-3010

V-2334 A-2424
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 10:36:37 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nancy Carroll 
3475 Reasonover Rd
Cedar Mountain, NC 28718-
ncarroll@cybermesa.com
na

V-2335 A-2425
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 10:40:39 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

David Grant 
PO Box 1598
Davidson, NC 28036-
dagrant@davidson.edu
(704) 892-6231

V-2336 A-2426
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 10:56:01 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Adams 
103 Larkspur Ln
Cary, NC 27513-
liz.adams@ymail.com
(919) 678-1513

V-2337 A-2427
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:16:05 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

David Fouche 
155 Euclid Street
Winston-Salem, NC 27106-
fouched@bellsouth.net
(336) 760-0024

V-2338 A-2428
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:18:42 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Duane Bowker 
116 Wahuhu Ct
Brevard, NC 28712-
dobowker@gmail.com
(828) 883-9845
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:33:38 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Samuel Hess 
330 Old Haw Creek Rd
Asheville, NC 28805-
sam_hess@charter.net
(828) 298-4708
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:37:50 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Susan Taylor 
53 Walker Town Road
Black Mountain, NC 28711-
sjtaylor1@charter.net
(828) 777-2725
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:46:36 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Karen Haywood 
9 Annalisa Dr
Greensboro, NC 27455-
kdhaywood@netzero.net
(336) 337-3122

V-2342 A-2432
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:59:44 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

John Patrick 
435 Emerald Isle Court
Lexington, NC 27292-
jpatrick001@triad.rr.com
(336) 859-0384

V-2343 A-2433
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:59:47 AM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Hunter Flournoy 
14 Olney Rd
Asheville, NC 28806-
wayofwholeness@hotmail.com
(828) 450-8800

V-2344 A-2434
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:01:47 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nancy Crooks 
155 Crepe Myrtle Cir
Winston-Salem, NC 27106-
handspringbodywork@gmail.com
(336) 722-3350

V-2345 A-2435
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:21:16 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Bill Ouzer 
3118 Tottenham Ct
Wilmington, NC 28409-
readgoodstuff65@gmail.com
(910) 799-1719

V-2346 A-2436
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:25:57 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Margaret Martin 
5405 Aubrey Ct
Pfafftown, NC 27040-
maggiejeanw@gmail.com
(336) 830-4440

V-2347 A-2437
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:33:55 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Thomas Cann 
3605 Dewsbury Road
Winston Salem, NC 27104-
tcann@triad.rr.com
(336) 760-2721

V-2348 A-2438
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:34:13 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Camille McCarthy 
11 Hyannis Drive, `Apt. 3J
ASHEVILLE, NC 28804-
battycam@hotmail.com
8642029672

V-2349 A-2439
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:48:35 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Melissa Holmberg 
1000 Sabre Ct
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-
mholmberg9714@gmail.com
(919) 969-9714

V-2350 A-2440
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 1:02:36 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. Perhaps the wrong people are sitting on the DEQ as
 they seem far from realizing the breadth and depth of the what is at stake, and their paltry efforts do not reflect well
 on the present administration.

I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with
 Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to reflect acute awareness of an opportunity to
 address climate change, better protect our communities and our future, and make significant carbon dioxide
 reductions. As put by a Native American proverb: We do not inherit the earth from our ancestors, we borrow it
 from our children.

Sincerely,

Judith Pigossi 
14 Cedarcliff Rd
Asheville, NC 28803-
jtp@pegasuscap.com
(828) 274-3124

V-2351 A-2441
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 2:11:05 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joel Wooten 
Po box 851
Yadkinville, NC 27055-
joeltotopmountain@gmail.com
(336) 466-1314

V-2352 A-2442
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 2:11:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Joel Wooten 
Po box 851
Yadkinville, NC 27055-
joeltotopmountain@gmail.com
(336) 466-1314

V-2353 A-2443
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 3:08:04 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nina Marable 
502 N Shore Dr. W
Sunset Beach, NC 28468-
ninam@atmc.net
111-111-1111
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 3:14:21 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Whitney Brooks 
2043 Shenandoah Ave
Charlotte, NC 28205-
whitneybrooks86@gmail.com
(336) 210-4990

V-2355 A-2445
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 3:53:51 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Marian Wenink 
1034 Prestwick Ct
Clemmons, NC 27012-
twenink@email.com
(333) 778-9273

V-2356 A-2446
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 4:21:20 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

doug Wingeier 
266 Merrimon Ave.
Asheville, NC 28801-
dcwing@main.nc.us
(828) 246-4885

V-2357 A-2447
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 4:31:07 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Briana Strickland 
295 Forest Creek Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27107-
strickland.n.briana@gmail.com
(980) 318-1329
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 4:36:21 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Julianne Berckman 
149 Cornerstone Ln
Lexington, NC 27295-
jrberckman@lexcominc.net
(336) 731-2394
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 4:36:36 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Calvin Jones 
306 S Sunset Dr
Winston Dalem, NC 27103-
calvinnjones@att.net
(336) 000-0000
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 4:37:35 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

My name is Ashley Daniels.  My father, grandfather and many of my uncles spent most of their lives working for
 chemical plants.  Growing up one of my chores was to wash my father's work clothes.  He instructed me to never
 handle them directly as the chemicals they absorbed were too dangerous to touch, of course the unspoken reality
 was- if the chemicals were too dangerous for me to be exposed to for 5 minutes they were definitely too dangerous
 for him to be exposed to for 12 hours a day every day.  It was something we all understood but rarely spoke of.

As with everything time and experience have given us the opportunity to improve upon what exists.  Understanding
 safety and progress are not mutually exclusive- it is now more urgent than ever that we move forward in a way that
 will sustain us for the life we want 10, 50, 100 years from now. 

Already we are facing drought, flood ans storms like we've never seen.  Addressing these challenges, the EPA is
 requiring states to develop a Clean Power Plan to reduce carbon emissions in hopes of slowing climate change. 

I understand climate change is a hotly debated topic in this administration and I won't speak on it long but I will say
 this-

If you look at the same thermometer for 10 years and each year its hotter then global warming is real.  If you look at
 the same shore line for 10 years and each year it gets a little higher then sea level rise is real.

It really IS that simple.

These issues are not political chess pieces but have actual consequences and victims.  I work full time as a CNA, my
 favorite client is a quick-witted 82 year old man.  He is a wheel-chair bound double amputee with stage 4 cancer, he
 lives alone.

Consider for a moment what would happen to him if Wilmington saw a day like Colombia, SC did this past
 summer.   I already know, you do to.

There are residents across this state who don't have cars to drive to safety, money to buy new houses or political
 clout but they are people and they deserve your protection.  Not when it is convenient but right now.

Make no mistake, 10 years from now no one will say "Those boys in Raleigh sure showed that EPA" If you fail to
 act in the interest of the residents you represent instead they will use words like 'disaster', 'corruption', and
 'criminal'.

We deserve better and we require better- right now.

Sincerely,

Ashley Daniels 
505 Soundside Dr
Wilmington, NC 28412-
ashleyndaniels@gmail.com
(910) 622-2629
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 4:41:27 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Debra Phillips 
128 Tylers Cove Way
Winnabow, NC 28479-
ejp7777@msn.com
(716) 560-7667
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 4:46:36 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Nathan Maxwell 
2304 E 4th St
Greenville, NC 27858-
anathanahtana@gmail.com
(252) 758-7832
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 5:46:06 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I am thoroughly dissatisfied with the Clean Power Plan proposed by the McCrory administration and request they
 revamp this plan to protect the health and environmental safety of North Carolinians rather than the interests of BIG
 ENERGY. Their proposal is nothing more than a token gesture to reduce emissions of the most polutting factor of
 our earth's atmosphere CO 2.iofacarberg and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do
 not come close to achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the
 Division of Air Quality consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air
 Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Jeanne Szabo 
505 S.Sunset Dr.
Winston-Salem, NC 27103-
jparkerszabo@hotmail.com
(336) 724-2002
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 6:03:32 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Debbie Burroughs 
111 Hobbs Acre Drive
Edenton, NC 27932-
debbieburroughs@hotmail.com
(252) 482-7769

V-2365 A-2455
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 6:13:02 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Susan Galante 
5209 Red Wing Ct
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526-
rosered857@centurylink.net
(919) 557-4447
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 6:25:43 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Michael Weaver 
119 W Devonshire St
Winston Salem, NC 27127-
everflowingstream@gmail.com
(336) 722-1732

V-2367 A-2457
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 7:02:54 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

V. N. Kopetz 
6126 Garamond Ct
Charlotte, NC 28270-
vinnkop@gmail.com
(704) 365-1930

V-2368 A-2458
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 7:42:25 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Laurel Onate 
608 Tibbys Dr
Wilmington, NC 28411-
saintlacey@yahoo.com
(229) 444-2111

V-2369 A-2459
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 7:57:10 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Yeva Byzek 
221 Swiss Lake Drive
Cary, NC 27513-
ybyzek@gmail.com
(650) 906-4883

V-2370 A-2460
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:27:05 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.  The USA will be stronger when we wean ourselves from petrol and coal based (carbon) energy. 
 The Republican Party should realize this and pull themselves out of the 19th Century mentality.  Climate Change is
 REAL. 

I am convinced that the current Republican leadership is failing to adhere to the NC Constitution pertaining to our
 environment.  NC Republican leadership is kowtowing to their political friends and contributors which shows that
 they and their business supporters are morally bankrupt.  If NC does not start protecting our environment and ceases
 to treat DEQ as a red-headed stepchild, I will not continue to support Republicans. 

I further request that the USEPA take over environmental protections in NC as currently NC is using federal monies
 to pay for an environmental protection division that has been defanged, understaffed and whipped into the servitude
 of developers and Duke Power.  Our Republican legislators and the McCrory administration are 100% responsible
 for this malfeasance.  This is egregious conduct. 

It is unfair to taxpayers to spend our public monies for land, roads and utilities to entice new businesses to the state
 without adequately protecting our air and water resources.

The State DEQ should not be pursuing shale with public monies either.  Let the highly subsidized oil and gas
 industry find their own petroleum!!!  If this is the best we can do, capitalism is dead in NC and throughout the
 USA. 

It is my hope that members of the McCrory administration will go to their churches and discover the real meaning of
 stewardship and revise coal ash plans and better protect our communities by making DEQ strong enough to perform
 its duties without politicizing their work.  The McCory administration should significantly reduce carbon dioxide
 emissions and pursue clean power such as solar, wind and possibly thorium and the reuse of spent nuclear fuels.

I am a native son of this State.  I love the State of NC.  I carried a NC flag with me throughout 4 tours of service in
 Vietnam.  I was proud of my state.  I do not like what this administration and its politically connected rich good ol'
 boy cronies are doing to its citizens and our air, land and water.  The McCory administration and the NC legislature
 should be ashamed of their lack of transparency, ethics and morals. The McCory administration is not taking care of
 our citizens.  Instead, it is taking care of those who are paying at the political alter for special favoritism without
 any responsibility for the public good.  

Sincerely,

James Linville 
3855 Idlewild Road

V-2371 A-2461
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Kernersville, NC 27284-
jrlagl@mindspring.com
(336) 769-9427

V-2372 A-2462



From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:47:39 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Henry Fansler 
919 Williams Rd
Lewisville, NC 27023-
hbjfansler@windstream.net
(336) 946-2786

V-2373 A-2463
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:52:41 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I strongly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you. I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Janice Wakefield 
252 Oakwood Ct
Winston Salem, NC 27103-
jwakefield1@triad.rr.com
(336) 722-0587

V-2374 A-2464
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From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d) Clean Power Plan Comments
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:53:49 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

Upon review of the DEQ Plan, the exclusion of Combined Heat and Power  as a source of base load power is a
 major oversight given CHP contributes to significant base load capacity in other countries -- such as Denmark,
 Germany, Russia -- and other states in the US.

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Robert Rodriguez 
2400 Countrywood Rd
Raleigh, NC 27615-
blrodriguez001@gmail.com
(919) 870-6235

V-2375 A-2465
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This section contains emails that were sent to daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov. These emails 
did not contain any attachments. Emails with attachments can be found starting on page V-2. 

 

These emails start on page V-2377 and end on page V-12,618. 
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From: Kate Fulbright
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Protect NC!
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 11:55:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kate Fulbright

4924 curtiswood drive
Charlotte, NC 28213
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From: Brittany Iery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 11:55:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brittany Iery

1116 HOLBURN PL
Raleigh, NC 27610

2523147570
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From: Kathleen Maloy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:07:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Maloy

226 New Drive
Apt A
Winston-Salem, NC 27103

V-2379 A-2469
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From: Catherine Carter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:07:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Carter

241 Oak Forest Drive
Cullowhee, NC 28723
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From: Pat Vescio
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:07:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pat Vescio

Arvo Lane
Cary, NC 27513
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From: David Nikkel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:07:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Nikkel

1926 N. Pearl St
Fayetteville, NC 28303

910-433-4462
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From: Matthew Takas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:07:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Matthew Takas

102 Wendy Court
Cary, NC 27511
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From: Helen Mason
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:07:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Helen Mason

109 Southpark lane
Newport, NC 28570

2526228448
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From: Jayne Boyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:07:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jayne Boyer

4316 Thetford RD
Durham, NC 27707

919-966-1019
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mailto:dr.jayne.boyer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Bridges
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:07:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Bridges

907 Ronald Rd
Greensboro,  27406

V-2386 A-2476

mailto:lbridges0330@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrea Parham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:07:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrea Parham

5502 Hamstead Crossing
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-2387 A-2477

mailto:acpmc93@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Cook
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:07:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Cook

1000 East 10th Street
Greenville, NC 27858

2527544900

V-2388 A-2478

mailto:pcookecu@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edward Brophy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:07:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edward Brophy

4909 Dewars Circle
Wilmington, NC 28409

910-279-9612

V-2389 A-2479

mailto:ebrophy@tlbgroup.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: william delamar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:07:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

william delamar

4237 Arbutus Drive
Raleigh, NC 27612

919-602-5846

V-2390 A-2480

mailto:billdelamar3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: elizabeth spragins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:07:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

elizabeth spragins

55 covewood road
55 covewood road
asheville, NC 28805

V-2391 A-2481

mailto:espragins@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Branden Salinas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:07:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Branden Salinas

704 Registry CT
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-2392 A-2482

mailto:branden.salinas@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: karen golden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:07:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

karen golden

3 innisfree drive
Durham, NC 27707

V-2393 A-2483

mailto:karen@futureplanning.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Arlene Sandoval
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:07:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Arlene Sandoval

4053 C NC Hwy 56
Franklinton, NC 27525

V-2394 A-2484

mailto:sandoval@med.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paige Humphreys
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:07:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paige Humphreys

270 Hwy. 70
Smyrna, NC 28579

V-2395 A-2485

mailto:paigehurley73@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Quinn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:07:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Quinn

1313 meadston dr
Durham, NC 27712

V-2396 A-2486

mailto:monkeytq90@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Hnacy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:08:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cindy Hnacy

706 Hinsdale St
Raleigh, NC 27605

V-2397 A-2487

mailto:cindywang4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tim Strong
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:08:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tim Strong

P.O. Box 284
Linville, NC 28646

V-2398 A-2488

mailto:tpstrong@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christopher Marcille
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:08:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christopher Marcille

4122 NC Hwy 65
Reidsville, NC 27320

7045016254

V-2399 A-2489

mailto:chrsmrcll@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marissa Roman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:08:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marissa Roman

308 Hibiscus Way
Wilmington, NC 28412

4105047535

V-2400 A-2490

mailto:mdroman831@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: elizabeth sink
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:08:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

The rest of the world is taking action. Why does NC have to become so backward?
Thank you.

Sincerely,

elizabeth sink

2504 Scouting Trail
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-2401 A-2491

mailto:elizabeth.sink@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melinda Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:08:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melinda Scott

2010-F Quail Ridge Road
Greenville, NC 27858

2527567060

V-2402 A-2492

mailto:scotttwins@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bruce Farley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:08:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bruce Farley

1101 Highland Trail
CHAPEL HILL, NC 27516

V-2403 A-2493

mailto:bruceafarley@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Goforth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:09:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Goforth

1116 E. 35th Street
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-2404 A-2494

mailto:kat@groundcrewstudios.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: M.P. JUNKINS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:09:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

M.P. JUNKINS

316 Belles Landing Ct
Cary, NC 27519

V-2405 A-2495

mailto:txveggiemom@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: stephen mccollum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

stephen mccollum

3225 pleasant garden road, Apt. 1B
greensboro, NC 27406

V-2406 A-2496

mailto:mccollumsm47@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Livingston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am EXTREMELY disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina
 up to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP.

By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
 Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and
 instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state. This is a sell-out and crazy! In
 fact, nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Livingston

1105 Trails End Road
Durham, NC 27712

V-2407 A-2497

mailto:zenrose@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kay Bedingfield
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kay Bedingfield

3901 Battleground Ave
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-2408 A-2498

mailto:kelenayb@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Don Weisz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Don Weisz

1030 Ventnor Place
Cary, NC 27519

V-2409 A-2499

mailto:don.weisz@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alda Tavares
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alda Tavares

5 Sage Ct
Carolina Shores, NC 28457

V-2410 A-2500

mailto:alda100@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matt Dinsmore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Matt Dinsmore

9 Ravenna St
Asheville, NC 28803

V-2411 A-2501

mailto:mdinsy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Baldwin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Baldwin

103 Ironwood Dr
Greenville, NC 27834

V-2412 A-2502

mailto:wonderpop@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alice Patterson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alice Patterson

5084 Bunch Road
Summerfield, NC 27358

V-2413 A-2503

mailto:alicecongerpatterson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Hay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Hay

3929-A Red Hawk Rd
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-2414 A-2504

mailto:cmhay.lessmess@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Lutz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Lutz

2204 Dahlgreen Rd
Raleigh, NC 27615

4403153490

V-2415 A-2505

mailto:akyriann@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica White

1522 Crest Rd
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-2416 A-2506

mailto:jawhite803@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jeff mcdermott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jeff mcdermott

1021 bianco dr
raleigh, NC 27607

V-2417 A-2507

mailto:profjrmvm@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jen East
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jen East

1805 US 70 W
Marion,  28752

V-2418 A-2508

mailto:swxe@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lesley O"Connor, Ph.D.
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lesley O'Connor, Ph.D.

420 Lakenheath Lane
Matthews, NC 28105

V-2419 A-2509

mailto:LesleyOConnor@bac.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: matt Szymanski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

matt Szymanski

1900 South Blvd
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-2420 A-2510

mailto:matthewdski@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Adam Banner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Adam Banner

1300 Bulldog Drive
#304
Asheville, NC 28801

(828) 747-1266

V-2421 A-2511

mailto:adamcbanner@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Owen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Owen

206 Chapman Hill Road
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768

V-2422 A-2512

mailto:smowen4723@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rita Hulkower
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rita Hulkower

9307 Legacy Oaks Place
ASHEVILLE, NC 28803

V-2423 A-2513

mailto:rita.hulkower@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Mavroudis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

You can't ignore the facts and sell out to big dirty corporations in the name of money. You want jobs? Invest in
 environmental jobs in NC.  I can help you make it happen. That's what I do everyday. It's possible.

We should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Mavroudis

3703 Willow Lake Dr
Southport, NC 28461

V-2424 A-2514

mailto:michellebmav@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: M Bernardo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

M Bernardo

30 Ravenscroft Drive, Apt. D
Asheville, NC 28801

V-2425 A-2515

mailto:vmsmith45@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jim Thomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jim Thomas

5900 Hathaway Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

919-949-4314

V-2426 A-2516

mailto:jmichaelthomas2005@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hugh Lowe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hugh Lowe

305 Inglewood dr
Morganton, NC 28655

V-2427 A-2517

mailto:hlowe1953@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roxanne Hunt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roxanne Hunt

104 Cole Valley Dr
Cary, NC 27513

V-2428 A-2518

mailto:rxhunt@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen Penn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen Penn

227-A Wyndham Circle
A
Greenville, NC 27858

2522175015

V-2429 A-2519

mailto:penns07@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Boggess
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Boggess

525 Sheriff Anglin Rd
Burnsville, NC 28714

8287764119

V-2430 A-2520

mailto:lbo.boggess@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Samuel Brewer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Samuel Brewer

1203 Kilmory Drive
Cary, NC 27511

919 462-1517

V-2431 A-2521

mailto:nopablue@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Williams

303 West 21st Street
Newton, NC 28658

V-2432 A-2522

mailto:dwill38@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Nemeth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Nemeth

6187 Providence Court NW
Concord, NC 28027

V-2433 A-2523

mailto:melissanemeth1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meghan Prior
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Meghan Prior

4210 Sunnydell Dr
WS, NC 27106

V-2434 A-2524

mailto:meghan@newplanetyoga.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marc Pendergast
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marc Pendergast

203 Glenview Pl
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

919-240-4616

V-2435 A-2525

mailto:george@rcukes.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: chuck Itzkovitz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

chuck Itzkovitz

40 Hyannis Dr
Unit 203
Asheville, NC 28804

V-2436 A-2526

mailto:chuckitz791@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Hibbard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Hibbard

303 Harrison Hill Road
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-2437 A-2527

mailto:jhibbard@riseup.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anthony Flores
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anthony Flores

917 Shelby Dr
Apt B
Greensboro, NC 27409

3365018195

V-2438 A-2528

mailto:tonflo1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ethan Marrow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ethan Marrow

4603 Townesbury Ln
Raleigh, NC 27612

843-991-4526

V-2439 A-2529

mailto:Eamarrow@ncsu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: SHARON SHIBLEY
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:10:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

SHARON SHIBLEY

2401 SANDARE DRIVE
ZEBULON, NC 27597

V-2440 A-2530

mailto:sshibley@flowauto.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bruce Cox
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:11:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bruce Cox

20 Bush Dr
Brevard, NC 28712

210-410-9697

V-2441 A-2531

mailto:bchapul@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carl Barnes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:11:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carl Barnes

1098 Yorkshire Rd
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

V-2442 A-2532

mailto:cjbarnes56@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Klecker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:11:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Klecker

109 Stonewall Cir
New Ber, NC 28562

V-2443 A-2533

mailto:Jklecker@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Wunderler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:11:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frank Wunderler

1650 Buffalo Shoals Road
Catawba, NC 28609

V-2444 A-2534

mailto:fwunderler@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Burt Melton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:11:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Burt Melton

112 Stone Point Court
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-2445 A-2535

mailto:burtphyllis@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lenny Lowe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:11:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lenny Lowe

400 Davie Road #55
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-2446 A-2536

mailto:lennyjlowe@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Waldrop
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:11:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Waldrop

2536 Arbor Lane
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-2447 A-2537

mailto:thomas_waldrop@med.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Owen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:11:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Owen

206 Chapman Hill Road
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768

V-2448 A-2538

mailto:smowen4723@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Aiden Carson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:11:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Aiden Carson

14 E Crabapple Lane
Asheville, NC 28804

8282545222

V-2449 A-2539

mailto:aidencarson@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: marK gaver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:11:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

marK gaver

415 e oakwood
Albermarle, NC 28001

7044383552

V-2450 A-2540

mailto:firemansta33@Yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Becca Forrest
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:11:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Becca Forrest

213 Dewdrop Ln
Whittier, NC 28789

V-2451 A-2541

mailto:eforrest40@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Lauback
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:11:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Lauback

9703 Ashley Pl
Emerald Isle, NC 28594

V-2452 A-2542

mailto:cmlauback@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Hicks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:11:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Hicks

2930 Eddystone Ln
WINSTON SALEM, NC 27103

V-2453 A-2543

mailto:gmrichhicks@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice Alexander
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:12:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janice Alexander

12 killegray ridge
Bald head island, NC 28461

V-2454 A-2544

mailto:Janicea@braxltd.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Daily
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:12:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Daily

6215 Cabin a Branch Dr
Durham, NC 27712

V-2455 A-2545

mailto:Kdaily2015@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Loveeta Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:12:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Loveeta Baker

25 Turtle Wallow
Weaverville, NC 28787

8287777554

V-2456 A-2546

mailto:loveeta@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Holly Shipley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Holly Shipley

6 Casabelle Court
Durham, NC 27713

8594335102

V-2457 A-2547

mailto:hshipky@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Danny Post
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Danny Post

2329 Hunter Davis Ct
Monroe, NC 28110

7044419710

V-2458 A-2548

mailto:yayotters@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Geary Yelton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Geary Yelton

466 Old Stone Gate Pl
Asheville, NC 28804

7045756889

V-2459 A-2549

mailto:gearyelton@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keith Gaines
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Keith Gaines

4470 Piedmont Trace Drive
Greensboro, NC 27409

V-2460 A-2550

mailto:gaineswk@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lewise Busch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. Don't ask the feds to take over.  I thought you supported states' rights.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lewise Busch

750 Weaver Dairy Rd. 1223
Weaver Dairy Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

9199183510

V-2461 A-2551

mailto:lewisebusch@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keri Hollifield
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Keri Hollifield

591 Reed Cove Rd
Waynesville, NC 28786

V-2462 A-2552

mailto:snowyparrot@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Ziegler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Ziegler

2634 Lamb Mtn Rd
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-2463 A-2553

mailto:Rjziegler_4@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Padma Dyvine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Padma Dyvine

PO Box 204
188 Bear Branch Road
Bat Cave, NC 28710

V-2464 A-2554

mailto:dyvinepadma@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deb Hursa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deb Hursa

1001 N. 20th St
Morehead City, NC 28557

2523428847

V-2465 A-2555

mailto:deb.hursa@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tarah O"Neill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tarah O'Neill

9403 Culcairn Rd
Huntersville, NC 28078

V-2466 A-2556

mailto:tarahoneill1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anita Coogan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anita Coogan

305 Windsong Drive
Gastonia, NC 28056

V-2467 A-2557

mailto:acoogan55@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Carson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Carson

3910 Tyndrum Drive
Durham, NC 27705

9194895219

V-2468 A-2558

mailto:thcarson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anna Moseley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anna Moseley

5304 Sendero Drive
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-2469 A-2559

mailto:annamoseleywrites@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wilbert Stallings
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wilbert Stallings

443 North Person St
Raleigh, NC 27601

919-825-5182

V-2470 A-2560

mailto:stallingswilbert@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sara Birtalan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sara Birtalan

2329 E. 5th Street
Charlotte, NC 28204

V-2471 A-2561

mailto:sbirtalan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Sullivan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Sullivan

4016 Logan Cir
Indian Trail, NC 28079

V-2472 A-2562

mailto:marksullivan5@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Covington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Covington

62 Beverly Road W
Asheville, NC 28806

V-2473 A-2563

mailto:lainie@828design.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terry Kostiuk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terry Kostiuk

228 Gibbs Rd
new bern, NC 28560

2526383366

V-2474 A-2564

mailto:terrykostiuk@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jacqueline knable
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jacqueline knable

878 Sandburg Ter
Hendersonville, NC 28791

V-2475 A-2565

mailto:jhknable1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Dinyari
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Dinyari

21 Heath Pl
Durham, NC 27705

V-2476 A-2566

mailto:johndinyari@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Bartholic
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Bartholic

83 Westwood Place
Asheville, NC 28806

V-2477 A-2567

mailto:paulbartholic@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: tony kwong
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

tony kwong

202 preston oaks ln
cary, NC 27513

9193888370

V-2478 A-2568

mailto:tony.kwong@bioclinica.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Kantor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a person who has a Master's in Public Health with a focus in Pollution Prevention from UNC-Chapel Hill class
 of 95,  I support NC have cleaner air.  Including reducing our carbon emissions. I support the Environmental
 Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP).  Please
 work with EPA, not fight them .  We can do it and the costs are reasonable.  Allow more natural gas, hydroelectric, 
 and other forms of renewable including on land based wind-power.  Even Nuclear is preferable to coal power
 plants.  Anyway the coal come from out-of state.

 As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue
 to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Kantor

2110 Paces Forest Court Apt 435
Raleigh, NC 27612

919-523-6773

V-2479 A-2569

mailto:james.s.kantor@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brandi Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brandi Brown

1733 Helton Rd
Yadkinville,  27055

V-2480 A-2570

mailto:turnonmyheels@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gordon Hutchison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gordon Hutchison

305 Crimmons Circle
Cary, NC 27511

V-2481 A-2571

mailto:gordonhutchison49@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Adron Massey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Adron Massey

4235 Gordon Rd
Wilmington
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-2482 A-2572

mailto:amassey1@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Samantha Thomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Samantha Thomas

736 N Forest Hills School Rd
Marshville, NC 28103

7046205496

V-2483 A-2573

mailto:Smt3407@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heidi McInnis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:13:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heidi McInnis

714 Oak Branches Close SE
Leland, NC 28451

V-2484 A-2574

mailto:hfseven@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maria Rubin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:14:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maria Rubin

276 Brookshire Pl, SW
Ocean isle beach, NC 28469

V-2485 A-2575

mailto:Mariaormary@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shelor Robin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:14:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shelor Robin

549 11th Ave Cir NW
Hickory, NC 28601

V-2486 A-2576

mailto:robinshelor@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lila Saunders Rankin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:14:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lila Saunders Rankin

5220 Murrayhill Rd
Charlotte, NC 28210

7046760913

V-2487 A-2577

mailto:peachesrankin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Camille Mongiardini
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:14:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Camille Mongiardini

7038 Cayman Court
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-2488 A-2578

mailto:Camille.Mongiardini@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Knott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:14:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Knott

82 Willowbrook Circle
Clayton, NC 27527

V-2489 A-2579

mailto:jknott67@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Forbes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:14:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Forbes

p.o. box 125
Hayesville, NC 28904

V-2490 A-2580

mailto:xanz888@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leigh Chastain
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:14:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leigh Chastain

2515 White Fence Way
High Point, NC 27265

V-2491 A-2581

mailto:Lchastain@imcenters.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eloise Collier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:14:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eloise Collier

138 Brooklyn Rd
Asheville, NC 28803

V-2492 A-2582

mailto:eloisedc@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Poteet
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:14:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Poteet

4101 Bartlett Drive
Durham, NC 27705

V-2493 A-2583

mailto:lisa@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Boger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:14:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Boger

1000 Spring Garden St
Greensboro, NC 27412

V-2494 A-2584

mailto:keboger@uncg.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Loretta Warren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:14:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Loretta Warren

406 Boswell St
Durham, NC 27703

V-2495 A-2585

mailto:lowarren@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rita Frost
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:14:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rita Frost

61 Lookout Drive
Asheville, NC 28804

V-2496 A-2586

mailto:rita@dogwoodalliance.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tripp Carter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:14:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tripp Carter

APT 122 168 Graduate Lane
Boone, NC 28607

V-2497 A-2587

mailto:trippcarter87@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Kowalczyk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:16:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Kowalczyk

498 Pinnacle Dr
Boone, NC 28607

V-2498 A-2588

mailto:jmk78426@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Bruckmann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:16:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Bruckmann

6278 Morehead Rd
Kannapolis, NC 28075

V-2499 A-2589

mailto:jbruckmann@ctc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Mishoe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:16:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Mishoe

8310 Ramath Dr
Charlotte, NC 28211

V-2500 A-2590

mailto:mishoebd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:16:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Parker

108 Maybank Ct
Durham, NC 27713

9195448557

V-2501 A-2591

mailto:parkerce2009@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Douglas Merrey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:16:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Douglas Merrey

905 Fearrington Post
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-2502 A-2592

mailto:dougmerrey@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Nary-Klein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:16:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leslie Nary-Klein

8338 Highland Glen Dr
Charlotte, NC 28269

7042749029

V-2503 A-2593

mailto:leslie_nary_klein@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Colleen Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:16:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Colleen Moore

4501 Hicks Road
Garner, NC 27529

9196217820

V-2504 A-2594

mailto:colleen@hiliteenergy.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Tice
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:16:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

How dare you play politics with our health and well-being?  And set NC up to deliberately fail?  Shame, shame on
 you.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janet Tice

310 Umstead
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-2505 A-2595

mailto:starjet@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tony Strickland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:16:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tony Strickland

7224 Bedford Ridge Dr
Apex, NC 27539

V-2506 A-2596

mailto:extruder@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Toni Wiker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:16:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Toni Wiker

106 Lee St
Jamestown, NC 27282

V-2507 A-2597

mailto:earthmom1960@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Ferguson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:16:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Ferguson

9 Laurel Leaf Ct
Apt/Suite
Durham, NC 27703

9195963114

V-2508 A-2598

mailto:sfergu4127@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gayle Stone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:16:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gayle Stone

1304 Turnhaven Drive
Holly Springs, NC 27540

V-2509 A-2599

mailto:gaylestne@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: n greenwood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:17:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

n greenwood

8817 campfire trl
raleigh, NC 27615

V-2510 A-2600

mailto:nsgreenwood@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Selena Lauterer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:17:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Selena Lauterer

PO Box 606
BOONE, NC 28607

828 386 1337

V-2511 A-2601

mailto:selena@artemisindepenedent.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rita Harwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:17:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency. Appear to have a near complete lack of interest in
 protecting the environment by properly regulating fracking, allowing the alternate energy tax credits to lapse, and
 now not agreeing to meet the CO2 emission standards.

Climate change is real.  Aggressive action is needed to prevent it from getting worse.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rita Harwell

4800 Johnson Pond Road
Apex, NC 27539

V-2512 A-2602

mailto:rharwellnc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dave Leonard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:17:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dave Leonard

3012 Bristol Creek Drive
Morrisivlle, NC 27560

V-2513 A-2603

mailto:gtemplar13@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Johnston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:17:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pamela Johnston

2015 Coweeta Church Road
Otto, NC 28763

V-2514 A-2604

mailto:rinchen.johnston@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Prior
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:17:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heather Prior

2700 Reynolda Rd
Apt 1523
Winston Salem, NC 27106

336 341 3817

V-2515 A-2605

mailto:leotolstoyhemingway@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Witmer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:18:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Witmer

11281 Olde Cedar Court
Davidson, NC 28036

V-2516 A-2606

mailto:witmer@vnet.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shel Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:18:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shel Anderson

1706 Rosetta Dr
Durham, NC 27701

V-2517 A-2607

mailto:sheloregon@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robin Guerry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:18:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robin Guerry

315 N. Channel Haven Dr
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-2518 A-2608

mailto:robin0383@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carole Schreiber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:19:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carole Schreiber

24 Twitter Lane
Brevard, NC 28712

V-2519 A-2609

mailto:cks442@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: janet spivey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:19:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

janet spivey

15 beaverdam court
asheville, NC 28804

V-2520 A-2610

mailto:hummerb@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ken thies
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:19:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ken thies

982 st andrews dr
wilmington, NC 28412

V-2521 A-2611

mailto:kt1931@uncw.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Doe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:19:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Doe

123 MAin st
Asheville, NC 28805

V-2522 A-2612

mailto:blahblahblah@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Virginia Sparks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:19:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Virginia Sparks

5810 Old Fox Trl
Greensboro, NC 27407

V-2523 A-2613

mailto:rmwc96@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Hight
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:19:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. This is not about politics; it is
 about the safety and quality of life for every living thing on this planet. Stop chasing the almighty dollar and do the
 right thing by protecting our air!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Hight

5501 Ivors Lane
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

V-2524 A-2614

mailto:jeffh@spatters.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steven Fitzgerald
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:19:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steven Fitzgerald

3425 Stratford Rd
Trent Woods, NC 28562

V-2525 A-2615

mailto:drsfitzgerald@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scott Barnett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:19:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Scott Barnett

1370 Alvin Hough Rd
Midland, NC 28107

V-2526 A-2616

mailto:scott@kitchenrep.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kate Fields
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:19:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kate Fields

223 Straight Br Rd
Robbinsville, NC 28771

V-2527 A-2617

mailto:kate@mountainwayrealty.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Selena Montague
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:19:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is the reason I relocated to North Carolina five years ago.  My daughter had asthma and is now free from
 it. NC is so very beautiful and clean.  Shouldn't we keep her beautiful? Please, for our children.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Selena Montague

10700 Nelson Ridge Court
Raleigh, NC 27617

V-2528 A-2618

mailto:smwsurv@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tina Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:19:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tina Adams

805 N Main St
Lowell, NC 28098

V-2529 A-2619

mailto:tinajadams@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beverly White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:19:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beverly White

199 Four Seasons Ln
Murphy,, NC 28906

V-2530 A-2620

mailto:NYRaceFan@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patrick Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:19:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patrick Brown

2901 Saint Claire Rd
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

V-2531 A-2621

mailto:Patrick@brownsweb.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mitchell Ward
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:19:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mitchell Ward

1403-A Whilden Place
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-2532 A-2622

mailto:mkward@uncg.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erin Gerrity
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:20:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erin Gerrity

1600 Fairview Rd
Raleigh, NC 27608

9199462153

V-2533 A-2623

mailto:gertiegerrity@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shannon Wylam
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:20:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shannon Wylam

3405 Victor Pl
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-2534 A-2624

mailto:shannon.wylam@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy O"Dell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:20:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense. Except that you are bought and paid for by your Corporate
 owners. We will get you and your cronies out of our state's government, of that you can be sure.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy O'Dell

61 Redmond Rd
Murphy, NC 28906

8283615631

V-2535 A-2625

mailto:nodell22@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzanna Brauer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:20:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzanna Brauer

246 Blanwood Drive
Boone,, NC 28607

V-2536 A-2626

mailto:brauersl@appstate.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stan Schneider
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:20:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stan Schneider

9325 Stanborough Court
Charlotte, NC 28262

V-2537 A-2627

mailto:sschnedr@uncc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Parlier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:20:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Parlier

PO Box 41
Moravian Falls, NC 28654

(336) 981-5311

V-2538 A-2628

mailto:cparlier@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Yates
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:20:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

You should be taking pollution seriously.
I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cindy Yates

105 Linville Dr
Castle Hayne, NC 28429

V-2539 A-2629

mailto:yatescp2002@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: rick martinez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:20:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

rick martinez

396 Fountain Spring Rd
Tuckasegee, NC 28783

(404) 295-1335

V-2540 A-2630

mailto:happyhorseworks@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Audrey Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:20:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Audrey Brown

612 E. 35th Street
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-2541 A-2631

mailto:audrey.brown.m@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DOMONICK JACKSON
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:21:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

DOMONICK JACKSON

8709 BUCKSPORT LANE
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-2542 A-2632

mailto:domonickj@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeanne OBryan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:21:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. It is a struggle to breathe. Do you even care about anyone besides Duke Energy?

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeanne OBryan

1525 Pine Mt Dr
Connelly Sp, NC 28612

V-2543 A-2633

mailto:jgoodman704@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Brandon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:22:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Brandon

174 Brody Ln
Lexington, NC 27295

V-2544 A-2634

mailto:rottdoc@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wm, Margaret & Scott Holcomb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:22:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wm, Margaret & Scott Holcomb

190 HAWKS' HAUNT LN
TRYON,, NC 28782

V-2545 A-2635

mailto:doslobos@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Porter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:22:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Porter

111 Founders Ridge Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-2546 A-2636

mailto:laurasporter@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: EDGAR DELGADO
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:22:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

EDGAR DELGADO

JONES FERRY ROAD
CARRBORO, NC 27510

V-2547 A-2637

mailto:EDELGADO@EMAIL.UNC.EDU
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jodi Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:22:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jodi Smith

720 N 14th St
Erwin, NC 28339

V-2548 A-2638

mailto:jodi.smith@jacobs.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darleen Tomayko
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:22:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darleen Tomayko

1092 Indigo Branch Road SW
Supply, NC 28462

V-2549 A-2639

mailto:dar2010dart@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Doug Wingeier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:22:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Doug Wingeier

266 Merrimon Ave
Asheville, NC 28801

V-2550 A-2640

mailto:dcwing@main.nc.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Morse
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:22:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Morse

183 Pleasant Street
Spindale, NC 28160

8284292128

V-2551 A-2641

mailto:samorse08@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald Williamson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:22:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donald Williamson

1236 Dalgarven Dr
Apex, NC 27502

V-2552 A-2642

mailto:will@ncreal.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christian Patterson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:22:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christian Patterson

614 Capital
108
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-2553 A-2643

mailto:Patterc6@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bill Jacobs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:22:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bill Jacobs

257 Montford Ave
Asheville,  28801

8285051506

V-2554 A-2644

mailto:billjacobsnc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Forrest
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:22:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Forrest

1605 Fawn Ct SW
Ocean Isle Beach, NC 28469

V-2555 A-2645

mailto:patforr28@atmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Natalie Manus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:22:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Natalie Manus

908 watson st
Reidsville, NC 27320

V-2556 A-2646

mailto:Natmanus3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Sotelo-Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:23:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Sotelo-Miller

225 Linden Avenue
Raleigh, NC 27601

V-2557 A-2647

mailto:sandra.sotelo@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Helen Fowler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:23:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Helen Fowler

120 Parsley Lane, Apt 106
Leland, NC 28451

2629398468

V-2558 A-2648

mailto:hfowler229@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: michelle carter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:23:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

michelle carter

180 duncan crk rd
fletcher, NC 28732

V-2559 A-2649

mailto:michellecarter59@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emmy Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:23:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Emmy Moore

2110 St. Mary's Street
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-2560 A-2650

mailto:emmym@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martha Grissom
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:23:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

You are a disappointment.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martha Grissom

PO Box 145
Jefferson, NC 28640

3368464349

V-2561 A-2651

mailto:martha.grissom@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Hertzog
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:23:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heather Hertzog

2005 E LAKE SHORE DR
Wilmington, NC 28401

2158864715

V-2562 A-2652

mailto:hhertzog00@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JAMES GRANT
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:23:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JAMES GRANT

217 Juniper Ln
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-2563 A-2653

mailto:jgrant9321@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Nelson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:23:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Nelson

2355 Metcalf Drive
Sherrills Ford, NC 28673

V-2564 A-2654

mailto:mcmsvolleyball@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anna Jensen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:23:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anna Jensen

1716 James St
DURHAM, NC 27707

V-2565 A-2655

mailto:annabjensen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randy Grant
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:23:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am MORE THAN very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North
 Carolina up to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,'
 the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best
 for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine
 what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is ABSOLUTELY NECESSARY for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy.
 Please do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Randy Grant

701 East Park Dr
Tryon, NC 28782

8288179881

V-2566 A-2656

mailto:rcgrant2@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Dronzek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:24:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Dronzek

2651 Bennett Rd
Creedmoor, NC 27522

9194496389

V-2567 A-2657

mailto:lizdronzek@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Gellar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:24:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Gellar

1613 Grace Street
Charlotte
Charlotte, NC 28205

7044215390

V-2568 A-2658

mailto:gellar.michael@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Helen Bell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:25:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Helen Bell

30 Golden Oaks Lane
Fletcher, NC 28732

8284836596

V-2569 A-2659

mailto:hanbell@letterboxes.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Liz Hester
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:25:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Liz Hester

920 E. Jones Street
Raleigh, NC 27601

V-2570 A-2660

mailto:hester.liz@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Fraser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:25:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Fraser

11 Jett Court
Asheville, NC 28806

V-2571 A-2661

mailto:sarahbfraser@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Rottet
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:25:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Rottet

1105 Trails End Rd
Durham, NC 27712

9196207525

V-2572 A-2662

mailto:unkljohn@well.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: beverly brenowitz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:25:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

beverly brenowitz

Beverly
5007Lake Laurel Court
greensboro, NC 27455

3364301509

V-2573 A-2663

mailto:bbrenowitz@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard L. dean
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:25:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard L. dean

112 grassy knoll way
Blowing Rock, NC 28605

828-414-9386

V-2574 A-2664

mailto:richard.dean@rldean.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Abraham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:25:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

This will be remembered during election season.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Abraham

212 Cross Keys Ct
Cary, NC 27511

V-2575 A-2665

mailto:guyalice123@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rick Savage
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:25:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rick Savage

101 Bonner Ct
Cary, NC 27511

9194129754

V-2576 A-2666

mailto:rsavage1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: pamela bolton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:25:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Stop backing special interest groups and start thinking about people having to breath all the pollution they put out.  I
 am tired of having to take an inhaler with me every time I go outside. 

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

pamela bolton

1764 pleasant ridge road
ramseur, NC 27316

V-2577 A-2667

mailto:luvtwotan@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Stewart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:25:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Stewart

574 Gurney Franklin Rd
Newland, NC 28657

V-2578 A-2668

mailto:cscindystewart@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: fiaunna shivers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:25:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

fiaunna shivers

4816 Windbreak Lane
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-2579 A-2669

mailto:fishivers@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Hovis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:25:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Hovis

1039 Upper Spencer Mtn. Rd
Stanley, NC 28164

704-263-9950

V-2580 A-2670

mailto:hovite2000@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denette Joselyn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:26:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denette Joselyn

9212Clerkenwell dr
Waxhaw, NC 28173

V-2581 A-2671

mailto:Djoselyn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dane Bowen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:26:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I don't support climate deniers and polluters and government reps that like dirty air.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dane Bowen

8740 Blair Rd
Charlotte, NC 28227

V-2582 A-2672

mailto:dbowen5@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Megan Griffin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:26:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Megan Griffin

2205 Cardinal Drive
Jamestown, NC 27282

V-2583 A-2673

mailto:m.mariecarpenter@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JASON HARPSTER
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:26:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JASON HARPSTER

370 NW BROAD ST
SOUTHERN PINES, NC 28387

V-2584 A-2674

mailto:jdharpster@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wrenn Conrad
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:26:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wrenn Conrad

9821 Styers Ferry Road
Lewisville, NC 27023

V-2585 A-2675

mailto:wk.conrad@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Perry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:26:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Perry

719 Chamberlain St
Raleigh, NC 27607

(919) 704-5565

V-2586 A-2676

mailto:graycat228@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Shafer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:26:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Shafer

158 Estelle Park Dr
Asheville, NC 28806

V-2587 A-2677

mailto:tom.shafer@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robin Wilkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:26:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robin Wilkins

758 Bayside Road
Elizabeth City, NC 27909

V-2588 A-2678

mailto:robinsbay@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Reid
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:27:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Reid

111 Breckenridge Ct
Hendersonville, NC 28739

828-808-7051

V-2589 A-2679

mailto:reidrobustelli@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shirley Rodman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:27:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shirley Rodman

606 Bruton Pl. S
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-2590 A-2680

mailto:Philomene101@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Hanley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:27:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Hanley

6717 Hammersmith Dr
Raleigh, NC 27613

9198819444

V-2591 A-2681

mailto:hanleydsigns@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jordan & Beth Holtam
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:28:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jordan & Beth Holtam

21 Mooney Lane
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-2592 A-2682

mailto:jholtam@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Moffitt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:28:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Moffitt

105 Sink Circle
Lexington, NC 27292

336-300-7783

V-2593 A-2683

mailto:btmoffitt43@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Russell Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:28:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

The people you represent deserve and demand clean air.  Show us that you will support the will of the people,
 instead of the polluters who don't care about us.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Russell Scott

10009 Kilnstone Ln
Raleigh, NC 27613

9194270821

V-2594 A-2684

mailto:russscott@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Lane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:28:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.  I had
 childhood asthma & am now retired.  Let's keep our air clean.  Don't sell out to Big Lobby - money!!!!

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Lane

14 Shore Dr
Wrightsville Bch
NC, NC 28480

V-2595 A-2685

mailto:Lanect@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edward Bujewski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:28:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edward Bujewski

330C Cecil Rd
Wendell, NC 27591

9193590807

V-2596 A-2686

mailto:popcorn1932@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dawn HIntgen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:28:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dawn HIntgen

Durham NC
durham, NC 27712

V-2597 A-2687

mailto:dawnh@commongroundgreen.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kaselehlia Sielken
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:28:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kaselehlia Sielken

136 Kingston Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-2598 A-2688

mailto:ksielken@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Galia Goodman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:28:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Galia Goodman

1301 Alabama Ave
Durham, NC 27705

V-2599 A-2689

mailto:galiag@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jasmina Bricic
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:28:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jasmina Bricic

2425 Carey Rd
Kinston, NC 28504

V-2600 A-2690

mailto:keiji_miashin@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Evelyn Coltman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:28:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Evelyn Coltman

90 Evergreen Circle
Waynesville, NC 28786

V-2601 A-2691

mailto:evelyn3226@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annette Musulin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:28:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Annette Musulin

2916 Escondido Farm Rd
Garner, NC 27529

V-2602 A-2692

mailto:katlady@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Lounsbury
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:29:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

Of course we all face many difficult problems in this time, which may seem to compete with one another for
 importance. However, nothing can take priority over clean air and clean water, on which all of our lives depend.
 Any responsible economic decision must be founded upon this obvious truth. Do not ignore it any longer!

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Lounsbury

18 Pear Hill Rd
Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-2603 A-2693

mailto:marymaryqc@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Freeman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:29:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Freeman

4105 Halifax Rd
4105 Halifax Rd
Wilmington, NC 28403

9103970212

V-2604 A-2694

mailto:lukeguswoody@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randall Dail, Jr.
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:29:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Randall Dail, Jr.

2991 Boverie St
Shallotte, NC 28470

V-2605 A-2695

mailto:rod1972@atmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janae Thomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:29:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janae Thomas

1700 Bethlehem Church Rd
REIDSVILLE, NC 27320

3366357083

V-2606 A-2696

mailto:irishqueenie@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nathan Holder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:29:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nathan Holder

919 Shellbrook Ct Apt 8
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-2607 A-2697

mailto:nathan.t.holder@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ariel Morgan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:29:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ariel Morgan

9719 Robinwood Ln
Marvin, NC 28173

V-2608 A-2698

mailto:a.greer.morgan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mike Delima
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:30:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mike Delima

Martin L. King
New Bern, NC 28560

V-2609 A-2699

mailto:mikedelima55@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Marie Dunn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:30:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Marie Dunn

1186 Thornhill Dr #2
Sylva, NC 28779

V-2610 A-2700

mailto:amd57432@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ariana Gabriel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:30:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ariana Gabriel

314 Oak Pl
Asheville, NC 28803

(828) 505-4910

V-2611 A-2701

mailto:arianagrace99@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Woolverton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:31:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It's 2015. Stop acting like climate change isn't a serious issue. We know who lines your pockets with your blatant
 disregard to climate and bias towards businesses. You're either in the pockets of the Koch brothers and their fossil
 fuels, or your an idiot who doesn't believe in science. Either way, you won't be re-elected.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy, but we're beginning to
 understand those things don't matter to politicians who are bought and paid for. Please do the right thing and protect
 our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Teresa Woolverton

2818 Edwards Street
Greenville, NC 27858

V-2612 A-2702

mailto:tcbaro@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rick Nichols
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:31:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rick Nichols

2507 Carroll st
Monroe, NC 28110

V-2613 A-2703

mailto:rnichols10@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Juli Hennessee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:31:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

YOU NEED TO STOP BOWING TO YOUR FINANCIAL DONORS AND ACT LIKE A MAN--NOT LIKE A
 WIMP!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Juli Hennessee

3064 Frank Whisnant Rd
Morganton, NC 28655

V-2614 A-2704

mailto:juihenn@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Herb Lowrey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:31:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Herb Lowrey

1447 Gray Bluff Trail
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-2615 A-2705

mailto:hfl@hflcc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wayne Mascarella
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:31:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wayne Mascarella

1823 Borland Road
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-2616 A-2706

mailto:wmascarella@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Konstantine Kyriacopoulos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:31:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Konstantine Kyriacopoulos

325 Kelly Rd
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-2617 A-2707

mailto:kyriaco48@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elliott Sally
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:31:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elliott Sally

2419 Caithness Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28306

V-2618 A-2708

mailto:ecsally@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hannah Ameen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:31:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hannah Ameen

2627 Haig Court SE
Olympia, WA 98501

V-2619 A-2709

mailto:Hannah.e.ameen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Todd O"Buckley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:31:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Todd O'Buckley

2572 Barwick Drive
Durham, NC 27704

V-2620 A-2710

mailto:okham@netscape.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maynard Green
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:31:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). I do not understand how you can justify putting Duke ahead of your constituents health. It is
 illogical and makes one think Duke has paid you very well to betray our state.

As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to
 increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maynard Green

58 Aberdeen Dr
Arden, NC 28704

8286763055

V-2621 A-2711

mailto:lewisgreen86@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Massi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:31:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Massi

nywolf@gmail.com
nywolf@gmail.com
Biltmore Lake, NC 28715

V-2622 A-2712

mailto:nywolf@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Shapiro
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:31:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Shapiro

2113 Katesbridge Lane
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-2623 A-2713

mailto:hshapiro1@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diana McLemore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:31:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diana McLemore

6918 Loretta place
Charlotte, NC 28215

V-2624 A-2714

mailto:Diana.mclemore@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Healey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:32:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Healey

207 Queensferry Rd
Cary, NC 27511

919-614-6685

V-2625 A-2715

mailto:healey1@cox.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ELIZABETH Hillerstrom
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:32:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ELIZABETH Hillerstrom

1620 Glengarry Drive
Cary, NC 27511

V-2626 A-2716

mailto:bettord@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeremy Ward
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:32:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeremy Ward

26 Chestnut Hill Lane
Marshall, NC 28753

V-2627 A-2717

mailto:jeremyward@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kim Olsen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:32:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kim Olsen

201 English Oak Road
Fletcher, NC 28732

8289742898

V-2628 A-2718

mailto:olsensons@morrisbb.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Appleton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:32:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear Governor McScumbag,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joseph Appleton

2617-1/2 Chapel Hill Road
Durham, NC 27707

V-2629 A-2719

mailto:joseph.d.appleton@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eileen Wheeler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:33:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eileen Wheeler

114A North Lane
Swannanoa, NC 28778

8285050727

V-2630 A-2720

mailto:eileenwheeler@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: George McClelland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:33:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

George McClelland

5202 Peacock Rd
Whiteville, NC 28472

910-640-0960

V-2631 A-2721

mailto:george810@spamarrest.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lois Hinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:33:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lois Hinson

414 Brenda Dr
Albemarle, NC 28001

7043225389

V-2632 A-2722

mailto:porterfalcon@googlemail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stan Olson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:34:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

111(d)

Governor McCrory,
This is ridiculous!
Governor, please do the right thing.
I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
Stan Olson,
7023 Tabor Lane,
Charlotte

Sincerely,

Stan Olson

7023 Tabor Lane
Charlotte, NC 28211

V-2633 A-2723

mailto:rolsonjr@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Bogen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:34:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Bogen

300 N Lumina Ave
Wrightsville Beach, NC 28480

910-262-2976

V-2634 A-2724

mailto:bogen@computerbarn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Mitchener
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:34:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Mitchener

P.O. Box 6
Edenton, NC 27932

V-2635 A-2725

mailto:johnmitchener@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: samuel colman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:34:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

samuel colman

718 wine cellar cir
wilminton, NC 28411

9103197238

V-2636 A-2726

mailto:colman11040@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eleanor Hoke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:34:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eleanor Hoke

117 Oakview Drive
Elon, NC 27244

3365847483

V-2637 A-2727

mailto:eleanorhoke@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Cuevas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:34:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Cuevas

9933 Caldwell Depot Rd
Cornelius, NC 28031

V-2638 A-2728

mailto:lisacuevas36@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Pachas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:35:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Pachas

229 Soundview Dr
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948

V-2639 A-2729

mailto:appaloosairish@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christina Burns
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:35:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christina Burns

8305 Stallion Court
Charlotte, NC 28215

V-2640 A-2730

mailto:valgal214@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dave Schwartz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:35:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dave Schwartz

126 Oxford Rd
Greenville, NC 27858

V-2641 A-2731

mailto:dcschwartz@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Harold Heatwole
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:35:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.
Harold Heatwole
1800 Bonnie Court,
Raleigh, NC 27612

Sincerely,

Harold Heatwole

1800 Bonnibee Court
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-2642 A-2732

mailto:harold_heatwole@ncsu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brace Boone III
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:35:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brace Boone III

408 Elm St
raleigh, NC 27604

V-2643 A-2733

mailto:bbooneiii@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dale Weston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:35:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

This is another example of why I will never again vote for you.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dale Weston

611 Crissy Dr
Jacksonville, NC 28540

9104559916

V-2644 A-2734

mailto:majortest@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Bush
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:35:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Bush

1708 Fontenay Place
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-2645 A-2735

mailto:jbush444@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Glenna Batson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:35:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Glenna Batson

4130 Garrett Road Apt 1338
Durham, NC 27707

V-2646 A-2736

mailto:glenna.batson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Tyler Pigossi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:35:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, instead allowing dim bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense but does reek of vested interests, opportune lobbying.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. It is good for me and also
 good for you. We cannot take it for granted. Please play a wise role in the realization of benefiting your citizens and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Tyler Pigossi

14 Cedarcliff Road
Asheville, NC 28803

V-2647 A-2737

mailto:jtp@pegasuscap.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Botz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:35:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Botz

4512 GW Griffin Road
Marshville, NC 28103

V-2648 A-2738

mailto:jeffbotz@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shawna Hanson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:35:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shawna Hanson

655 21st Ave NW
Hickory, NC 28601

V-2649 A-2739

mailto:Ewhanson12@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: D R Young
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:37:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

D R Young

829  Peregrine Drive
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-2650 A-2740

mailto:viyoung@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Schmoock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:37:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gary Schmoock

1725 riverside dr
1725 Riverside Drive
hillsborough, NC 27278

9197322695

V-2651 A-2741

mailto:lyngar@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JonI"m LaScala
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:37:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JonI'm LaScala

18 Stonehouse Ct
Durham, NC 27713

V-2652 A-2742

mailto:jon.lascala@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gwen Glover
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:37:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gwen Glover

3218 Royal Pines Drive
Sanford, NC 27330

9197751480

V-2653 A-2743

mailto:sisterglover@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacquetta Hobson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:37:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacquetta Hobson

131 NW 7TH ST
OAK ISLAND, NC 28465

V-2654 A-2744

mailto:jacquettasudahobson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Colin Osborne, III
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:37:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Colin Osborne, III

407 West 27th Street
Lumberton, NC 28358

9107389396

V-2655 A-2745

mailto:cpiiio@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bobbi Rosell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:37:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bobbi Rosell

219 Pine Street
Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-2656 A-2746

mailto:bobbi.rosell@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl A. Villante
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:37:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheryl A. Villante

1247 Neptuno Court SW
Ocean Isle Beach, NC 28469

8564953477

V-2657 A-2747

mailto:hugsoflaughter6@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ERIC EVERETT
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:37:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ERIC EVERETT

14 FOREST RIDGE DRIVE
ARDEN, NC 28704

V-2658 A-2748

mailto:nyla10580@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tt Stevens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:37:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tt Stevens

221 McKenzie rd
Spring lake, NC 28390

V-2659 A-2749

mailto:dimepiece26@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jean White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:37:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jean White

3323 Baugh St
Raleigh, NC 27604

9198767957

V-2660 A-2750

mailto:jmwhite33@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annabel Manning
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:37:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Annabel Manning

1429 Maryland Ave
Charlotte, NC 28208

V-2661 A-2751

mailto:annabelmanning@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charlene Knop
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:37:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charlene Knop

9307 Raintree Lane
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-2662 A-2752

mailto:cknop@catocorp.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Virgil Carmichael
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:37:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Virgil Carmichael

4403 angelus circle
Asheville, NC 28805

V-2663 A-2753

mailto:virgilcarmichael@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joyce Pusel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:38:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joyce Pusel

102 Emerald Cir
Durham, NC 27713

V-2664 A-2754

mailto:jpusel@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Oscar Moncada
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:38:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Oscar Moncada

4421 Manns Chapel Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-2665 A-2755

mailto:oemr@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mala Reynolds
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:38:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mala Reynolds

6701 Thermal Rd
Charlotte, NC 28211

V-2666 A-2756

mailto:mala.r6733@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thadius Bonapart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:39:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thadius Bonapart

1921 Double Cedar Dr
Charlotte, NC 28214

V-2667 A-2757

mailto:thadius.bonapart@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tasha Pate
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:39:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tasha Pate

922 N. Buchanan
Durham, NC 27701

V-2668 A-2758

mailto:limesmudge@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Philip Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:39:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Philip Johnson

12 Clover Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

9199330144

V-2669 A-2759

mailto:pjphilip12@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: George Phillips
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:40:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

George Phillips

124 Fidelity St., Apt. 36
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-2670 A-2760

mailto:nctrack@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel McCaslin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:40:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel McCaslin

13718 Gatestone Lane
Pineville, NC 28134

V-2671 A-2761

mailto:danmccaslin@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenneth Jobe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:40:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Jobe

Po box 539
Beaufort, NC 28516

V-2672 A-2762

mailto:kl.jobe@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: George Olson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:40:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

George Olson

433 Toecane Road
Bakersville, NC 28705

V-2673 A-2763

mailto:gwo4444@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gwen Glover
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:40:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gwen Glover

3218 Royal Pines Drive
Sanford, NC 27330

9197751480

V-2674 A-2764

mailto:sisterglover@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Harley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:40:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Harley

1308 west market st
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-2675 A-2765

mailto:Maharley@uncg.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Rodgers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:40:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Rodgers

438 Gray Fox Ridge
Cullowhee, NC 28723

V-2676 A-2766

mailto:trodgers44@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Win Southworh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:40:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I very much support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as
 the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat
 of climate change continue to increase, we must be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Win Southworh

CPO 6105-Warren Wilson College
PO Box 9000
Asheville, NC 28815

V-2677 A-2767

mailto:southworthw@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Savannah Hutko
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:40:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Savannah Hutko

454 Wayne Dr
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-2678 A-2768

mailto:graceh655@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tamara Lewis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:40:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tamara Lewis

418 Arlington Cir
Sanford, NC 27330

V-2679 A-2769

mailto:tplewis@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gregory Robinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:40:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gregory Robinson

ASU Box 09722
Boone, NC 28608

9803229646

V-2680 A-2770

mailto:robinsonge@appstate.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John van Arnold
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:40:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John van Arnold

100 Adams Way
Chapel hill, NC 27516

V-2681 A-2771

mailto:vanarnold@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mark callaway
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:40:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

mark callaway

204 tweed cir
cary, NC 27511

9194146050

V-2682 A-2772

mailto:callawaycomp@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Olley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:41:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Olley

104 Kings Mountain Ct
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9193605255

V-2683 A-2773

mailto:loirelee@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Freeze
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:41:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Freeze

648 Chaney Road
Asheboro, NC 27205

V-2684 A-2774

mailto:jfreeze@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: A. Gardner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:42:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

A. Gardner

154 Ridgeview Drive
Mount Airy, NC 27030

V-2685 A-2775

mailto:briannamackenzie@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Anna Bessellieu
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:42:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Anna Bessellieu

174 Sound View Dr
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-2686 A-2776

mailto:mbessellieu@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Blake
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:42:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Blake

12003 Presnell Place
Charlotte, NC 28273

V-2687 A-2777

mailto:bluesbob1@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Donaldson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:43:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Donaldson

121 Creekside Dr
Maggie Valley, NC 28751

V-2688 A-2778

mailto:barbara0190@comcast.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Antoinette Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:43:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Antoinette Brown

104 Atkinson Ct
Apex, NC 27502

9196297453

V-2689 A-2779

mailto:abbrown47@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leah Boucher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:43:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leah Boucher

120 Little Branch Trl
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-2690 A-2780

mailto:lkboucher@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sharon shaner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:43:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I just wish I would see some support for NC environment from you. Show me that you support the children of this
 state. I vote on these issues because it shows if you CARE ABOUT THE PEOPLE OF NC. 

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

sharon shaner

11944 Pinnacle Point Ln
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-2691 A-2781

mailto:sharonshaner@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynne Royall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:43:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynne Royall

6016 Bramblewood Drive
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-2692 A-2782

mailto:lwroyall@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: stuart moon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:43:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

stuart moon

1814 green valley lane
rocky mount 27804, NC 27804

V-2693 A-2783

mailto:lebsackmoon@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Arlene Berkman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:43:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Arlene Berkman

18022 Harbor light blvd
Cornelius, NC 28031

V-2694 A-2784

mailto:arlene@campberkman.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jane Ohara
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:43:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jane Ohara

402 S 16th St
Wilmington, NC 24801

V-2695 A-2785

mailto:johara65@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ophelia Marcus-Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:43:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ophelia Marcus-Taylor

9823 Grettle Court
Raleigh, NC 27617

V-2696 A-2786

mailto:opheliahome1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bert Furey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:43:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bert Furey

121 Wolfs Trl
Chapel Hill,  27516

V-2697 A-2787

mailto:bertfurey@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erin Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:44:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erin Walker

4009 Beatties Ford Road
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-2698 A-2788

mailto:erinwalking@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Carey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:44:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Carey

3206 windwood drive
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-2699 A-2789

mailto:cindycarey2000@yahpo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Muntner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:44:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Muntner

6423 The Lakes Dr. Apt. B
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-2700 A-2790

mailto:peterpan2121@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Gottbrath
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:44:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frank Gottbrath

1082 Cornell Ct
Leland, NC 28451

V-2701 A-2791

mailto:gottbrfw@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sammy Haygood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:44:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sammy Haygood

3 Pinnacle Point
Clayton, NC 27527

919-763-0133

V-2702 A-2792

mailto:s.haygood@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kris ledford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:44:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kris ledford

4625 marena pl
Durhy, NC 27707

V-2703 A-2793

mailto:mightykl@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen McConnell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:45:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen McConnell

96 chestnut street
Mars Hill, NC 28754

8282060257

V-2704 A-2794

mailto:stephenm696@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Link
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:46:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janet Link

2014 Marguerite Avenue
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-2705 A-2795

mailto:jlink@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Osborne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:46:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Osborne

4600 Odessa Pl
Monroe, NC 28110

704-883-6310

V-2706 A-2796

mailto:debosborne116@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Kopec
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:46:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janet Kopec

707 Kiser rd
Bostic, North Carolina

V-2707 A-2797

mailto:rmk7291@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Van Devender
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:47:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Van Devender

797 Little Laurel Rd. EXT
Boone, NC 28607

V-2708 A-2798

mailto:asvande@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karin McClelland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:47:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karin McClelland

P.O. Box 3518
Asheboro, NC 27204

V-2709 A-2799

mailto:KMCATCH22@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Iris Owens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:47:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Iris Owens

1122 Gaston Manor Drive
Durham, NC 27703

2077290151

V-2710 A-2800

mailto:irisowens@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Marhevsky
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:47:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrew Marhevsky

5017 Dockside Drive
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-2711 A-2801

mailto:marhev1@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Abby Bishop
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:47:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Abby Bishop

2123 Fairview Rd
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-2712 A-2802

mailto:abbylynnbishop@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Wallace
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:47:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Wallace

412 Pond View Circle
Hampstead, NC 28443

V-2713 A-2803

mailto:wallacejohn@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:47:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Brown

7006 Pine Hill Road
DURHAM, NC 27707

V-2714 A-2804

mailto:nsbc@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ted Fishman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:49:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ted Fishman

790 Villa Teresa Way
San Jose, CA 95123

V-2715 A-2805

mailto:ted10000@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: eileen juric
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:49:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

eileen juric

511 Adams Street
raleigh, NC 27605

V-2716 A-2806

mailto:eileenjuric@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lora Oxendine-Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:49:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

In the last few years Governor Pat McCrory you have signed the proclamation for the Native American Month in
 celebrating Aboriginal People.  Yes you continue to seek avenues to to contaminate, destroy all that we believe in,
 the water of life, the soils we till, and the air that is breath!  Why?   As an Indigenous person living within
 homelands of NC stop the terrorist acts on the land.   

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Lora Kay Oxendine-Taylor

Sincerely,

Lora Oxendine-Taylor

90 Rosie Bigwitch Dr
Cherokee, NC 28719

V-2717 A-2807

mailto:lkot.now@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Doreen Dvorin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:49:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

How much did Duke put in your PAK today? 

1I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Doreen Dvorin

4737 Rounding Run Rd
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-2718 A-2808

mailto:kamikazecreative@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan Dinerman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:49:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joan Dinerman

11 Athena Ave
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-2719 A-2809

mailto:joanmartha@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Doyle Graham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:49:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Doyle Graham

5106 Murphy School Rd
Durham,  27705

V-2720 A-2810

mailto:Doyle.g.graham@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Speagle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:49:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Speagle

471 Doyle Cox Road
Sanford, NC 27330

V-2721 A-2811

mailto:Mspeagle72@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Simpson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:49:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gary Simpson

82 Cynthia Lane
Pittsboro, NC 27312

9195425628

V-2722 A-2812

mailto:gsimpson@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alisa Dockery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:49:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alisa Dockery

14 Bear Knoll Drive
Asheville, NC 28805

V-2723 A-2813

mailto:alisadockery@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Rose
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:49:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane Rose

613 Mill Run Rd
Greenville, NC 27834

V-2724 A-2814

mailto:janecrose@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Greg Wosahlo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:49:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Greg Wosahlo

320 Fairfax Lane
Cary, NC 27513

V-2725 A-2815

mailto:Gregwosahlo1@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: CAROL THACKER
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:49:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

MC CRORY IS A STUPID FUCK!

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

CAROL THACKER

6 ELKHORN CT
MILLS RIVER, NC 28759

V-2726 A-2816

mailto:CAROL@RHINOMALL.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leroy Goal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:49:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leroy Goal

5156 Hewitt Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28311

V-2727 A-2817

mailto:l.g.goal@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Ellis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:49:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Ellis

289 Hookers Gap rd
Candler, NC 28715

5104577353

V-2728 A-2818

mailto:zoidbergbot@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Noel Parenti
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:49:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Noel Parenti

4210 Sunnydell Drive
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-2729 A-2819

mailto:noel@newplanetyoga.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Barnett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:49:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Barnett

6919 Lipscomb Dr
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-2730 A-2820

mailto:rosettagal@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: elenore Vena
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:49:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

elenore Vena

5329 Wayne St Apt A
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-2731 A-2821

mailto:elenorevena@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gillian Iery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:50:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gillian Iery

608 Short Spoon Circle
Rocky Mount, NC 27804

2524699894

V-2732 A-2822

mailto:GILLIANIERY@AOL.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edhriz Siraliev
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:50:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edhriz Siraliev

420 Fairoaks Circle
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9194487658

V-2733 A-2823

mailto:e.siraliev@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Church
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:50:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear Governor McCrory and Mr. Burleson, Division of Air Quality

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.  We MUST act to preserve clean air, water and soil for the sake of yours and our children; this we owe
 to them for QUALITY OF LIFE.

Sincerely,
Jane Church
71008 Everard
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

Sincerely,

Jane Church

71008 Everard
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

9199672758

V-2734 A-2824

mailto:janechrch@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brandy Meadows
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:51:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brandy Meadows

4255 Birchwood Dr
Apt 107
Wilmington, NC 28405

7042077701

V-2735 A-2825

mailto:branflakes12@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Natalie Stewart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:51:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Natalie Stewart

1507 East Wright Road
Greenville, NC 27858

V-2736 A-2826

mailto:nannygostewart@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Hall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:51:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Hall

1200 Memory Lane
Monroe, NC 28112

9802079176

V-2737 A-2827

mailto:augustmoon.mwhall@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Voncile Ferguson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:51:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Voncile Ferguson

Jefferson Wood Ct
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-2738 A-2828

mailto:1voncile@Gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ronald Schmidt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:51:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ronald Schmidt

616 North Vance Street
Sanford, NC 27330

V-2739 A-2829

mailto:demonofgundams@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sara Vernon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:51:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sara Vernon

619 Atwater Street
Burlington, NC 27215

V-2740 A-2830

mailto:Saravernon@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeri tatum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:51:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeri tatum

9390 Walnut Creek Rd
Marshall, NC 28753

8284503781

V-2741 A-2831

mailto:mossymtn@indylink.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Evans
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:51:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Evans

30 Lawterdale Circle One
Asheville, NC 28804

6055457968

V-2742 A-2832

mailto:amandaevans1@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Collin Perry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:52:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Collin Perry

2011 Wilson St
Durham, NC 27705

3368471692

V-2743 A-2833

mailto:wcucperry@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Levey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:52:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cindy Levey

8012 Clear Brook Dr
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-2744 A-2834

mailto:gobi919@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Crean
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:52:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Crean

1202 Highland Trail
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-2745 A-2835

mailto:pwcrean@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jill Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:52:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jill Harris

1905 Treyburn Lane
High Point, NC 27265

3368693608

V-2746 A-2836

mailto:jcharrissoles@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elie Saliba
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:52:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elie Saliba

9025 Davis Crossing Ct
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-2747 A-2837

mailto:ehsaliba@uncc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Millsaps
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:52:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leslie Millsaps

822 Rankin Place
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-2748 A-2838

mailto:millsapsleslie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dr. Richard Tysinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:52:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dr. Richard Tysinger

5636 Deep River Road
Sanford, NC 27330

(919) 774-9741

V-2749 A-2839

mailto:revrick1@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Oscar Revilla
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:52:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Oscar Revilla

Juan de Herrera
San Sebastian de los Reyes, none

V-2750 A-2840

mailto:c462fb9c@opayq.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Grup III
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:52:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Grup III

86 Lily Pad Lane
Flat Rock, NC 28731

828-243-0339

V-2751 A-2841

mailto:jack@hlinn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clifford Ritt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:52:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Stop protecting your political cronies who pollute.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina.  Instead you are creating political theatre by allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best
 for our state. 

I only vote for politicians who act to restore our environment. Please do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Clifford Ritt

117 Owens Beach Road
Harbinger, NC 27941

V-2752 A-2842

mailto:obxh2o@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Garber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:53:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Garber

105 Fidelity St
Carrboro, NC 27510

9102805658

V-2753 A-2843

mailto:semper_fi05@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kerry Kenemer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:53:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kerry Kenemer

131 Tacoma Circle
Asheville, NC 28801

V-2754 A-2844

mailto:kerrykenemer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Love
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:53:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Love

36 Main St
Prospect Hill, NC 27314

3362649070

V-2755 A-2845

mailto:relove333@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JW Vogel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:53:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JW Vogel

816 E 35th St
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-2756 A-2846

mailto:jwvferrell@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Miles Varner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:53:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

CLEANPOWER FOR NC!!!!!

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Miles Varner

114 NW 3rd Street
Oak Island, NC 28465

910-933-4219

V-2757 A-2847

mailto:milesav@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paula Sumner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:53:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paula Sumner

138 loblolly ln
Chapel hill, NC 27516

V-2758 A-2848

mailto:Psumner1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Hurley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:53:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Hurley

7346 Bright Leaf Road
Wilmington, NC 28411

9102976945

V-2759 A-2849

mailto:Carolyn_m_hurley@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Helen Lindberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:55:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Helen Lindberg

100 Hazzard Street
Asheville, NC 28801

5042330732

V-2760 A-2850

mailto:helind@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beverly Hill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:55:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beverly Hill

70 Wilshire Blvd
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-2761 A-2851

mailto:bevhill@pobox.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: K Liddle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:55:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

K Liddle

1815 Deer Street
Charlotte, NC 28214

V-2762 A-2852

mailto:kathryne88@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Renee Eli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:55:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Renee Eli

114 Montford Avenue #1
Asheville, NC 28801

V-2763 A-2853

mailto:renee@embodywellbeing.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kicab Castaneda-Mendez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:55:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kicab Castaneda-Mendez

112 Rhododendron Ct
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-2764 A-2854

mailto:kicabcm@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Toni Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:55:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions. I also havs
 asthma and understand how serious it is to have a limit on carbon pollution.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Toni Miller

326 Talbot Circle
Saint Pauls, NC 28384

9102413000

V-2765 A-2855

mailto:tgaymiller@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gale Kilmer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:55:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gale Kilmer

113 Reeves Rd
Leicester, NC 28748

V-2766 A-2856

mailto:avbtrfly@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carrie Foreman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:55:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carrie Foreman

Po box 1294
Rosman, NC 28772

V-2767 A-2857

mailto:carterforemanandwow@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Tripp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:55:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Tripp

416 Withershinn Dr
Charlotte, NC 28262

V-2768 A-2858

mailto:wtripp@csc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eileen McClain
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:55:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eileen McClain

1904 Hickory Bark Dr
Fuquay-Varina, NC 27526

V-2769 A-2859

mailto:eileen0816@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:56:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Thompson

702 Dorothea Drive
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-2770 A-2860

mailto:susanehthompson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Coulter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:56:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Coulter

830 Grove Hollow St 101
RALEIGH,  27601

V-2771 A-2861

mailto:w.coulter77@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jay Marlow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:56:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jay Marlow

67 Frances Street
Asheville, NC 28806

V-2772 A-2862

mailto:marlowrealestate@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Little
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:56:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Little

13 Hillview Rd
Asheville, NC 28805

V-2773 A-2863

mailto:john@jjlittle.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christina Gallo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:56:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christina Gallo

95 Carolina Shores Drive
Carolina Shores, NC 28467

V-2774 A-2864

mailto:chrisjgallo@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jay Newhard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:58:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jay Newhard

2201 Hyde Drive
Greenville, NC 27858

V-2775 A-2865

mailto:jaynewhard@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Veronica Lindsey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:58:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Veronica Lindsey

39 Lookout Dr
Asheville, NC 28804

V-2776 A-2866

mailto:veronica.lindsey@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Nelson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:58:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Nelson

121 Chestnut St  apt 4-09
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-2777 A-2867

mailto:npg91847@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Fran Ragan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:58:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Politicians like you, who put big business interests ahead of health for the majority is why after 30 years, I am no
 longer a Republican.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Fran Ragan

2420 MALLOTTE LN
GASTONIA, NC 28054

V-2778 A-2868

mailto:fragan@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David & Carol Shelton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:58:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for our state, our
 community, our energy mix, and instead you are allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for
 our state.  Why are you doing this?  Do you feel you have to protect polluters at our expense?

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David & Carol Shelton

329 Grady McNeilly Rd
329 Grady McNeilly Rd
Casar, NC 28020

7045389133

V-2779 A-2869

mailto:smytor@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Straun
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:58:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Straun

7723 Petrea Lane
Charlotte, NC 28227

7045329757

V-2780 A-2870

mailto:annestraun1@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rick Buckman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:58:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rick Buckman

5008 swordfish dr
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-2781 A-2871

mailto:Rickbuck99@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jill Henning
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:58:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jill Henning

287 Barrington rdg
Newport, NC 28570

2527642125

V-2782 A-2872

mailto:jill_henning@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Reincke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:58:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Reincke

750 Bear Left
Asheville, NC 28805

V-2783 A-2873

mailto:sarahreincke@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Savige
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:58:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Savige

104 Chandler Dr
Greenville, NC 27834

V-2784 A-2874

mailto:dsavige@verizon.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Byrum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:58:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Byrum

1836 Flatrock St
Winston-Salem, NC 27107

V-2785 A-2875

mailto:nabbyrum@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Schall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:58:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Schall

31 Elizabeth St
Asheville, NC 28801

(828) 242-5949

V-2786 A-2876

mailto:tchapi@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Jacobson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:58:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Jacobson

101 Copperline Drive
Apt V
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

4144294259

V-2787 A-2877

mailto:sarahelizabethjacobson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Yeager
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:58:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

You stupid bastard.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Yeager

1808 Old Hollow Road
Walkertown, NC 27051

3368302782

V-2788 A-2878

mailto:carolynhyeager@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Craig Cunningham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:58:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Craig Cunningham

100 Laurel Glen Court
King, NC 27021

V-2789 A-2879

mailto:craigcunn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kevin Furr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:59:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kevin Furr

306 NE Connector
Albemarle, NC 28001

V-2790 A-2880

mailto:riffmage@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Becky Cleland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:59:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. We are counting on you!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Becky Cleland

2142 Coxe Rd
Tryon, NC 28782

V-2791 A-2881

mailto:rcleland47@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Greg Tourian
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 12:59:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Greg Tourian

8401 Sleepy Creek Dr
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-2792 A-2882

mailto:greg@drumsrock.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Hartigan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:01:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pamela Hartigan

514 Sherwood Hills Drive
Winston Salem, NC 27104

V-2793 A-2883

mailto:phcatlap@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julia Myers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:01:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julia Myers

10108 Whitestone Rd
Raleigh, NC 27615

919-846-2643

V-2794 A-2884

mailto:Julia_myers@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Bradley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:01:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Bradley

3528 Castlegate Drive
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-2795 A-2885

mailto:nabbyanne@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Allison Coleman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:01:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Allison Coleman

429 W Main St
Garner, NC 27529

V-2796 A-2886

mailto:allispam@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Mendys
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:01:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Mendys

410 Westbury Dr
Chapel Hill,  27516

V-2797 A-2887

mailto:mendysks@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robyn Campbell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:01:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robyn Campbell

2876 Duncans Creek Rd
2
Bostic, NC 28018

8282455324

V-2798 A-2888

mailto:robyn@robyncampbell.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marie Lieberman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:01:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marie Lieberman

8517 Southfield Place
Raleigh,  27615

V-2799 A-2889

mailto:mimwlieb@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DEBRA CLINTON
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:01:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

DEBRA CLINTON

2917moser rd
GREENSGORO, NC 27406

V-2800 A-2890

mailto:CLINTONDEBRA@BELLSOUTH.NET
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Adrian Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:01:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Adrian Smith

PO Box 265
110 Jones St
Moncure, NC 27559

9195423807

V-2801 A-2891

mailto:adsmith57@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Taylor France
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:01:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Taylor France

7676 Cottonwood drive
Denver, NC 28037

V-2802 A-2892

mailto:tnfrance@ncsu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Jefferies
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:01:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Jefferies

4323 Old Lincolnton Road
crouse, NC 28033

V-2803 A-2893

mailto:kjefferies1968@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: George Czerw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:02:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am writing as your constituent to tell you that I strongly support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently
 proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP).  As childhood asthma rates continue to
 rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be rapidly
 working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am extremely disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to
 fail with the federal requirements under the CPP.  By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department
 of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, and our energy mix. Instead you are allowing the bureaucrats in Washington to determine
 what is best for our state.  Nothing about this makes any sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please stop fiddling around
 and do the right thing.  Start taking concrete action to protect our clean air.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

George Czerw

703 Alyssum Avenue
Caswell Beach, NC 28465

V-2804 A-2894

mailto:gczerw@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marvin Schrock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:02:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marvin Schrock

47 Huffman Road
Asheville,, NC 28806

8287776775

V-2805 A-2895

mailto:mwschrock@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Bingham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:02:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Bingham

3117 Leonard Street
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-2806 A-2896

mailto:w-bingham@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Bahleda
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:02:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP), & I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting
 North Carolina up to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to
 fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that
 works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to
 determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Bahleda

286 cool springs dr
Blowing Rock, NC 28605

828-355-9893

V-2807 A-2897

mailto:partnerscanines@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bernadette Chasteen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:02:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bernadette Chasteen

18 Balmoray Ct Ap 22
Durham, NC 27707

9194546421

V-2808 A-2898

mailto:bernadette.chasteen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: tyler mccall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:04:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

tyler mccall

1706 Tryon dr
Fayetteville, NC 28303

9106895228

V-2809 A-2899

mailto:mccalltyler10@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane McClure
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:04:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane McClure

2-B Iron Carriage Court
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-2810 A-2900

mailto:mack2468@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: susan lurie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:04:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

susan lurie

11408 brittany oaks dr
charlotte
nc,  28277

V-2811 A-2901

mailto:slurie1@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Farin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:04:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Farin

9005 Shellwood Court
Raleigh, NC 27617

V-2812 A-2902

mailto:TomF@PegasusLighting.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: MJ Copeland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:04:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

MJ Copeland

220 Chatham Business Drive
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-2813 A-2903

mailto:mj@wdlsystems.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Voelker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:04:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Voelker

330 Crowell Lane
Salisbury, NC 28146

V-2814 A-2904

mailto:ravoelker@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darlene Hamilton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:04:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darlene Hamilton

1605 Beacon Valley Dr
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-2815 A-2905

mailto:darlene.hamilton@siemens.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Furaha Youngblood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:04:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Furaha Youngblood

1005 Grant Street
Durham, NC 27701

V-2816 A-2906

mailto:furaha.yblood@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jeanne kleinschmidt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:04:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Protect North Carolina.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jeanne kleinschmidt

8016 fairlake drive
wake forest, NC 27587

V-2817 A-2907

mailto:11tennyson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: D Kellow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:04:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

D Kellow

PO Box 460
Taylorsville, NC 28681

V-2818 A-2908

mailto:dkellow@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:05:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Walker

300 Spencer Farlow Drive
Carolina Beach, NC 28428

V-2819 A-2909

mailto:dwalker46@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sally Hirsh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:05:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sally Hirsh

1831 Brantley St
1831 Brantley St
Winston-Salem, NC 27103

V-2820 A-2910

mailto:alnsalnjo@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kim Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:06:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kim Adams

516 Melrose Ave Ext
Tryon, NC 28782

V-2821 A-2911

mailto:Elviskadams@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen Blake
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:06:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

The 'greenhouse gas' effect of
CO2 emissions from the burning of fossil fuels (especially coal) has been understood since the Industrial
 Revolution.  The Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the
 Clean Power Plan (CPP) is a long overdue effort to reduce our carbon emissions and give polluters incentives to
 clean up their act.

The corrupt McCrory administration and the compromised  Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
 Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that is effective because of the brazen collusion and corruption between
 the crony capitalist NC GOP and the chronic polluter/monopoly that is Duke Energy.  Add to that a corrupted
 utilities commission and the Duke Energy monopoly is now granted a free pass to pollute at public expense while
 they block clean energy competitors.  So much for a 'free market'.

The McCrory administration has set a new record for corruption, collusion, conflict of interest and crony capitalism
 that answers only to the elite corporate interests of monopolies and billionaires.

That is not democracy.

Sincerely,

Stephen Blake

506 Merrybrook Ct
Clemmons, NC 27012

V-2822 A-2912

mailto:steve_blake@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Billings
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:07:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Billings

Sunsetview
Asheville, NC 28804

V-2823 A-2913

mailto:Donnab53@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Young
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:07:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Young

P O Box 1803
Kernersville, NC 27285

V-2824 A-2914

mailto:dianeyoung07@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mike Spruell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:07:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air unlike your previous decisions..

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mike Spruell

105 Kilborne Rd
Mooresville, NC 28117

7049077907

V-2825 A-2915

mailto:mspruell@mi-connection.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heddy Reichardt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:07:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heddy Reichardt

1101 Knotty Pine Ct
Leland, NC 28451

V-2826 A-2916

mailto:yadviga@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vincent Kopp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:08:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a pediatrician and anesthesiologist who cares for people with breathing problems, I support the Environmental
 Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
 childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to
 increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vincent Kopp

501 E. Rosemary Street
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-2827 A-2917

mailto:vincentjkopp@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joyce Compton Brown b
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:08:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joyce Compton Brown b

659 George St
TROUTMAN, NC 28166

V-2828 A-2918

mailto:brownjoyce5@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Hindson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:08:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Hindson

5507 Harbor Gate Ct
Greensbor, NC 27455

V-2829 A-2919

mailto:jeff.all.state.restequip@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elise McLaughlin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:08:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elise McLaughlin

701 Middle Fork Road
Blowing Rock, NC 28605

V-2830 A-2920

mailto:elise@skyloom.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Cassebaum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:08:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am grateful for the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the
 Clean Power Plan (CPP).

      Why are you and your environmental agency purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
 requirements under the CPP.    
    Nothing about this makes sense.

    Clean air reduces asthma and is essential  for all of us, our environment and for North Carolina's economy.

     Please protect clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Cassebaum

3469 Amick Road
Elon, NC 27244

3364496843

V-2831 A-2921

mailto:cassebaum@elon.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Albert DelGarbino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:10:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Albert DelGarbino

po box 50
183 Neck Rd
Shiloh, NC 27974

V-2832 A-2922

mailto:albertdelgarbino@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: P Holmes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:10:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

P Holmes

3 Windrow Dr
Asheville, NC 28805

V-2833 A-2923

mailto:p.holmes@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Danielle Boulet
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:10:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Danielle Boulet

599 E Hatterleigh Ave
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-2834 A-2924

mailto:danimboulet@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeanne van Gemert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:10:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeanne van Gemert

1120 Sourwood Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

919-967-3546

V-2835 A-2925

mailto:jeannevg@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathleen Hopson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:10:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Hopson

206 Mill Court
Durham, NC 27713

9195445197

V-2836 A-2926

mailto:krhopson3@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DEE REED
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:11:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

DEE REED

170 Galuladi Trail
MAGGIE VALLEY, NC 28751

V-2837 A-2927

mailto:thomasreed53@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maxine Dalton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:12:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maxine Dalton

749 D and G Road
HOT SPRINGS, NC 28743

8286223704

V-2838 A-2928

mailto:northcarolina9@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kay Warren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:12:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kay Warren

627 Fieldale Place
High Point, NC 27265

V-2839 A-2929

mailto:kayncmmt@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Kuppers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:13:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Kuppers

729 Honeysuckle Lane
Midland, NC 28107

V-2840 A-2930

mailto:kathrynkuppers@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan Poole
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:13:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is essential for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing
 and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joan Poole

7532 Strader
Summerfield, NC 27358

V-2841 A-2931

mailto:jnpoole8@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Ehmann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:13:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Ehmann

1101-A Lupine Court
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-2842 A-2932

mailto:jdfeny@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clarissa Schaf
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:13:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Clarissa Schaf

400 spartacus ct
Cary, NC 27518

V-2843 A-2933

mailto:Thanksgivingdog@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Humble
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:13:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Humble

910 Emory Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27157

V-2844 A-2934

mailto:chashumble@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peggy Cole
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:13:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Cole

3420 Garden Oaks Ln
Apex, NC 27539

V-2845 A-2935

mailto:pjcole@ipass.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Dosser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:13:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Dosser

4615 Willa Way
Durham, NC 27703

V-2846 A-2936

mailto:amydosser4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Sisley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:13:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Sisley

9 Brickell Way
Candler,  28715

8282905730

V-2847 A-2937

mailto:dianesisley@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marijane Fox
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:13:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marijane Fox

42 Riverside Drive
Barnardsville, NC 28709

V-2848 A-2938

mailto:mjmandler@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anna Hardy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:13:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anna Hardy

321 North Poplar Street
Aberdeen, NC 28315

V-2849 A-2939

mailto:mntgirl1971@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: patricia monahan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:13:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

patricia monahan

9375 Bryson city road
Franklin, NC 28734

8284212923

V-2850 A-2940

mailto:pmonahan4988@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Johnny Foust
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:13:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Johnny Foust

2160 Jamestown Road
Winston Salem, NC 27106

3363299029

V-2851 A-2941

mailto:jfoust1@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marie B Keller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:13:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.  It is your responsibility to protect the public interest.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marie B Keller

1225 Timothy Ln
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9199294432

V-2852 A-2942

mailto:mikebeakeller@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Haynes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:14:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janet Haynes

191 hideaway lane
Vilas, NC 28692

V-2853 A-2943

mailto:Janet.rabon@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Pace
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:14:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Pace

750 Weaver Dairy Rd., Apt. 132
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-2854 A-2944

mailto:paceaj@umkc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:14:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Williams

933 Hawk Ridge Circle
Winston Salem,  27103

V-2855 A-2945

mailto:tarheel11@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eileen Pettit
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:16:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eileen Pettit

140 Edom Ln
Unit 1
Shallotte, NC 28470

V-2856 A-2946

mailto:eileen.pettit@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Finley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:16:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Finley

4957 Greenhill Rd
Snow Camp, NC 27349

(919) 360-3805

V-2857 A-2947

mailto:charlesfinley@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carl Raymond
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:16:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carl Raymond

1320 Kanuga Road
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-2858 A-2948

mailto:cj28739@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sue Weekes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:16:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sue Weekes

100 Java Court
Cary, NC 27519

V-2859 A-2949

mailto:seweekes@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Horner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:17:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Horner

2239 Villamar Dr
Leland, NC 28451

V-2860 A-2950

mailto:mlhorner01@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: nancy dishman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:19:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

nancy dishman

14800 e rocky river rd
Davidson, NC 28036

V-2861 A-2951

mailto:nancydishman@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Henri Rumph
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:19:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Henri Rumph

4316 Stonefield Drive
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-2862 A-2952

mailto:hmrumph73@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edward Giusto
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:19:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Apparently, Pat McCrory really never left the employ of Duke Power.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edward Giusto

631 Monte Vista rd
Candler, NC 28715

V-2863 A-2953

mailto:bgiusto@radiitechnologies.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julio Aviles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:19:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julio Aviles

319 Cedar St
Jenkintown, PA 19046

V-2864 A-2954

mailto:jiag_1243@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amber GRANING
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:19:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amber GRANING

2102 Tarrywood Dr
Greensboro, NC 27455

V-2865 A-2955

mailto:ARW1508@GMAIL.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Neste
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:19:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Neste

4437 Garden Club St
High Point, NC 27265

3362596096

V-2866 A-2956

mailto:lilmouse1213@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: curtis allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:19:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

curtis allen

11 debra lane
asheville, NC 28806

V-2867 A-2957

mailto:curtisall@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keith Cutler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:19:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Keith Cutler

524 Tryst Lane
Wake Forest, NC 27587

9198197234

V-2868 A-2958

mailto:kmarcus122@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat Craner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:20:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pat Craner

2204 Wakespring Court
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-2869 A-2959

mailto:pcraner@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Riddle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:20:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Riddle

6707 Long Meadow Drive
Whitsett, NC 27377

V-2870 A-2960

mailto:jtb3jar61@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Miriam Smith-DeCoster
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:20:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Miriam Smith-DeCoster

1015 Latham Road
Greensboro, NC 27408

9193574696

V-2871 A-2961

mailto:smithdecoster@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joe Bearden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:21:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joe Bearden

1809 Lakepark Drive
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-2872 A-2962

mailto:chickadeebirders@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martin Mcclure
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:21:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martin Mcclure

4615 Garvis Drive
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-2873 A-2963

mailto:mrmlmac@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randall Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:21:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Randall Davis

12721 Levins Hall Rd
Huntersville, NC 28078

704-875-8223

V-2874 A-2964

mailto:rdavis060@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Johnny Justice
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:22:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Johnny Justice

Manteo
NC,  27954

V-2875 A-2965

mailto:banxsurfer@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martha Spencer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:22:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martha Spencer

988 Henry Mountain Road
Brevard, NC 28712

V-2876 A-2966

mailto:spencer_martha@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tim Thomason
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:22:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tim Thomason

90 Cumberland lane
Murphy, NC 28906

8183449044

V-2877 A-2967

mailto:ttims2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randal Pride
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:22:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Randal Pride

PO Box 25
Arden, NC 28704

8285750006

V-2878 A-2968

mailto:randalpride@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Clegg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:22:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Clegg

109 Sagewood Road
Jamestown, NC 27282

3369631773

V-2879 A-2969

mailto:williamr.clegg@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anna Auten
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:23:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anna Auten

16301 Peach Grove Ln
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-2880 A-2970

mailto:beth.auten@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Amelkin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:23:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Amelkin

5432 Winters Way
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-2881 A-2971

mailto:djamelkin65@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Hardie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:25:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Hardie

299 Connor Rd
Sylva, NC 28779

V-2882 A-2972

mailto:bjhardie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nikki Shoulders
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:25:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nikki Shoulders

PO Box 9519
Hickory, NC 28603

V-2883 A-2973

mailto:skyrockets44@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Mazzullo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:25:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Mazzullo

355 Gilbert Road
Columbus, NC 28722

V-2884 A-2974

mailto:amazzullo@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John McCann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:25:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John McCann

1003 Pond st
None
Cary, NC 27511

9194635583

V-2885 A-2975

mailto:celts44@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Humphrey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:25:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Humphrey

601 Grand Blvd
Boone, NC 28607

V-2886 A-2976

mailto:humphreyjl@appstate.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jake Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:25:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jake Anderson

420 High St
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

V-2887 A-2977

mailto:ajakef@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James & Leslea Kunz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:25:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James & Leslea Kunz

1218 Coral Reef Ct
New Bern, NC 28560

2525146679

V-2888 A-2978

mailto:jimkunz44@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Dorer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:25:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Dorer

PO Box 274
Nags Head, NC 27959

V-2889 A-2979

mailto:info@ashtangayogaobx.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: E. Houston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:26:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

E. Houston

Hillsborough Ave
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-2890 A-2980

mailto:responses098@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Coleman Whittier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:26:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Coleman Whittier

4901 Boulder Run Road
Hillsborough, NC 27278

919-644-0318

V-2891 A-2981

mailto:cocowhittier@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Matthews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:26:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Matthews

124 Willoughby Lane
Cary, NC 27513

V-2892 A-2982

mailto:sketterm@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kim Stoehr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:26:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kim Stoehr

1416 Ravensthorpe Drive
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526

V-2893 A-2983

mailto:kstoehr@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Sileno
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:27:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Sileno

1509 W. Cornwallis Drive
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-2894 A-2984

mailto:thestatelottery@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrea Flickinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:28:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrea Flickinger

111 North King Charles Road
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-2895 A-2985

mailto:andrea.flickinger@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dave Maupin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:28:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dave Maupin

450 Woods Walk Way
Taylorsville, NC 28681

V-2896 A-2986

mailto:coudamau@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Snider
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:28:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Teresa Snider

325 Yadkin Valley Rd
Advance, NC 27006

V-2897 A-2987

mailto:Sniderteresa@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hazel Poolos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:28:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

I don't wish your family to suffer asthma because of damage to our air, but you should be able to put yourself in
 others' shoes and realize how critical clean air is to OUR NORTH CAROLINIANS' HEALTH.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hazel Poolos

42717 Caudle Rd
Richfield, NC 28137

V-2898 A-2988

mailto:hazel@poolos.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joe Farrington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:28:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joe Farrington

3902 Hope Valley Road
Durham, NC 27707

V-2899 A-2989

mailto:jsfarring@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mark freedman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:28:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

mark freedman

512 covington ridge rd
winston salem, NC 27107

3367852526

V-2900 A-2990

mailto:m_freedman@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: karl fields
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:28:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

karl fields

902 carolina st
greensboro,  27401

V-2901 A-2991

mailto:kbfields49@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alison Adcock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:28:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alison Adcock

Durham
Durham, NC 27707

V-2902 A-2992

mailto:Alison_adcock@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Neste
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:28:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Neste

4437 Garden Club Street
High Point, NC 27265

3368478741

V-2903 A-2993

mailto:nastygeorge59@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry Ray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:28:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larry Ray

9401 Litchford Rd
RALEIGH, NC 27615

V-2904 A-2994

mailto:larryray1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Bethune
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:28:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Bethune

23 Covewood Rd
Asheville, NC 28805

V-2905 A-2995

mailto:Karen.bethune@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terri Lefler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:28:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). Why in the world with all we know about our environment and how what we do impacts it,
 would you not want to keep it CLEAN????! Utterly ridiculous and thoughtless to do otherwise. 

As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to
 increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terri Lefler

59 Fenner Ave
Asheville, NC 28804

V-2906 A-2996

mailto:terri@leflerdesign.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Meurs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:29:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Meurs

2229 Setliff Dr
High Point, NC 27265

V-2907 A-2997

mailto:annmeurslnc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Esther Megill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:29:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Esther Megill

266 Merrimon Avenue
Asheville, NC 28801

8282535529

V-2908 A-2998

mailto:missionarchives@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Simard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:29:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Simard

10042 Garrison Watch Ave
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-2909 A-2999

mailto:cgsimard@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Long
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:31:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Long

1921 Sugartown Rd
Yadkinville,  27055

336 312-4381

V-2910 A-3000

mailto:designklong@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Bach
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:31:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Bach

504 Frances McQueen Road
VILAS, NC 28692

V-2911 A-3001

mailto:stonemtn.lb@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phoebe Rummell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:31:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Phoebe Rummell

930 -12 Shellbrook Ct
Raleigh, NC 27609

919-788-8493

V-2912 A-3002

mailto:phoeberummell@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bruce Nawrocki
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:31:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

By submitting a "plan" that doesn't meet current Federal regulations, you have side-stepped your responsibilities,
 and will cause NC extra costs in pointless legal fees.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bruce Nawrocki

8008 KNEBWORTH CT
RALEIGH, NC 27613

V-2913 A-3003

mailto:bruce_nawrocki@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shoshanah Naiman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:31:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shoshanah Naiman

6728 GLEN FOREST DR
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

9193816646

V-2914 A-3004

mailto:shoshanah.naiman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larissa Bowman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:31:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am extremely disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to
 fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department
 of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larissa Bowman

425 Flat Top Mountain Rd
Fairview, NC 28730

8286063422

V-2915 A-3005

mailto:mvp@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Sonnentag
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:32:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Sonnentag

42 Serenity Hill CIrcle
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9199423799

V-2916 A-3006

mailto:sonnentagm@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Mears
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:32:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Mears

wsmears@gmail.com
wsmears@gmail.com
Raleigh, NC 27609

9198190359

V-2917 A-3007

mailto:wsmears@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sam Hay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:32:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense. Have you no shame?

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sam Hay

118 Fox
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-2918 A-3008

mailto:samhhay@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mark moulin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:34:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

mark moulin

8709 champion hills
wilmington, NC 28411

(910) 686-4338

V-2919 A-3009

mailto:markmoulin@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Muller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:34:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Muller

2769 Garland Court
CREEDMOOR, NC 27522

V-2920 A-3010

mailto:unclebillm@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sara Paoluzzi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:34:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sara Paoluzzi

Via Marconi 1
Sacile, Friuli Venezia Giulia

V-2921 A-3011

mailto:daiaki@libero.it
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Walter Bonnett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:34:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Walter Bonnett

411 Wolf Laurel Drive
Maggie Valley, NC 28751

V-2922 A-3012

mailto:buzz@walterbonnett.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michele Hutchins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:34:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michele Hutchins

3010 Covewood Street
High Point, NC 27265

3365676286

V-2923 A-3013

mailto:michele2162001@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Paladenech
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:34:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Paladenech

4040 Greenmead Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-2924 A-3014

mailto:Cyferfox@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: john baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:35:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

john baker

251 wiltshire circle
fletcher, NC 28732

V-2925 A-3015

mailto:clavatia@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mimi Sexton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:36:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mimi Sexton

18 Cedarwood Trl
Asheville, NC 28803

V-2926 A-3016

mailto:miriamsexton@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Cline
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:37:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Cline

5904 Tafton CT
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-2927 A-3017

mailto:charles.cline@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melanie Clementino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:37:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melanie Clementino

6615 Prospect Pointe Dr
Monroe, NC 28112

V-2928 A-3018

mailto:rageingcajun56@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pauline Crawshaw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:37:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pauline Crawshaw

3306 S Heritage Dr
Hendersonville, NC 28791

828-692-6866

V-2929 A-3019

mailto:pollycrawshaw@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rhonda Richardson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:37:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rhonda Richardson

200 Bluebird Ct
Sneads Ferry, NC 28460

9103581686

V-2930 A-3020

mailto:rhonda_1@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:37:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Thompson

114 Bass Lane
Statesville,  28625

7048380115

V-2931 A-3021

mailto:bassaccess@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Hayes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:37:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Hayes

3006 Yorkmont Court
Apex,  27502

V-2932 A-3022

mailto:davidhayes2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Lawton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:37:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise Lawton

201 W 10th St 309
Charlotte, NC 28202

7042993670

V-2933 A-3023

mailto:dmlawton1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: betsy lindemuth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:37:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

betsy lindemuth

4604 bayspring lane
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-2934 A-3024

mailto:z36926y@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Obeid
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:38:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Obeid

477 George McKinney Rd
Bakersville, NC 28705

V-2935 A-3025

mailto:cjo1942@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carl Gipson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:38:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carl Gipson

728 Spartacus Ct
Cary, NC 27518

V-2936 A-3026

mailto:cbgipson@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Telford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:38:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Telford

162 wellington st
Asheville, NC 28806

8282426196

V-2937 A-3027

mailto:alaskanadventure@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gesa Adriance
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:39:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gesa Adriance

204 Tattenhall
Cary, NC 27518

V-2938 A-3028

mailto:gadriance@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Glynn Lookabill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:39:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.  We all know you are still in Duke Powers pocket, but just once - TRY to do what helps the
 CITIZENS of NC & not your big benefactors. How about supporting clean energy in wind & solar instead of
 Duke's coal burning smog hogs? 

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Glynn Lookabill

POB 1479
Enka, NC 28728

910.616-5153

V-2939 A-3029

mailto:grlook@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kerwin Schaefer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:40:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kerwin Schaefer

1407 B St
New Bern, NC 28560

V-2940 A-3030

mailto:klskvl@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Georgiann Kiricoples
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:40:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Georgiann Kiricoples

2884 Farmbrook Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-2941 A-3031

mailto:grgygirl@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelly Nichols
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:40:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kelly Nichols

8609 Acacia Ridge Ct
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-2942 A-3032

mailto:Catalina2002d@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Johnette Fields
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:40:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Johnette Fields

3206 Graylyn Terrace
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-2943 A-3033

mailto:jfields43@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Earlene Gentry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:40:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

There needs to be more control, not less, and higher standards for all forms of energy production.  Duke Energy is
 NOT helping clean up the mess it has made. 
We must keep NC green and clean to attract not only young professionals with families, but also the retirees with
 higher levels of disposable income.
Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Earlene Gentry

10620 NC Highway700
Pelham, NC 27311

3369392788

V-2944 A-3034

mailto:egkjune29@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: elaine adamo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:40:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

elaine adamo

119 pinnacle mountain rd
leicester, NC 28748

V-2945 A-3035

mailto:ebuttas@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marvin Scherl
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:41:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marvin Scherl

6740 Germanton Road
Germanton, NC 27019

V-2946 A-3036

mailto:marvin-linda-scherl@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eileen Wright
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:41:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eileen Wright

500 eagle ridge drive
Asheville, NC 28803

V-2947 A-3037

mailto:500erd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenneth Leary
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:41:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Why do we have to tell you numb nuts that sane people want to protect the water and air quality in NC? Why?
 Because repubs would throw a baby in a coal ash pit if they thought it would make a buck.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Leary

airport road
pinehurst, NC 28374

V-2948 A-3038

mailto:kenleary@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Umstead
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:41:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. My cousin Gov. William Umstead would give you a piece of his mind on this one.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joseph Umstead

1507 Ferncliff Circle
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-2949 A-3039

mailto:Joseph.umstead@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:43:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Anderson

206 Pond View Lane
Wallace, NC 28466

V-2950 A-3040

mailto:radiogirl2015@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Beckley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:43:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Beckley

102 Island Palms Dr
Carolina Beach, NC 28428

V-2951 A-3041

mailto:bear@peterbeckley.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Matthews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:43:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Matthews

1756 Laurel Park Pl
Cary, NC 27511

9194134808

V-2952 A-3042

mailto:rorrytbellows@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lesley North
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:43:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lesley North

Ridge Trail
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-2953 A-3043

mailto:lesleynrth@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Buttitta
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:43:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Buttitta

411 Periwinkle Dr
Asheville, NC 28804

V-2954 A-3044

mailto:mary.buttitta@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martha Girolami
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:43:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martha Girolami

473 MOUNT PISGAH CHURCH RD
Apex, NC 27523

9193625759

V-2955 A-3045

mailto:mgirolami@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Gross
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:43:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Gross

705 Park Circle
Laurinburg, NC 28352

V-2956 A-3046

mailto:amy.gross@uncp.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Kaylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:43:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Kaylor

32 Wagon Trail
Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-2957 A-3047

mailto:dakaylor@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lawrence Turk, RN
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:43:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lawrence Turk, RN

POB 203
Hendersonville, NC 28793

V-2958 A-3048

mailto:butch@wildrockies.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Jenkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:43:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Jenkins

191 Sabre Pointe Drive
Bath, NC 27808

V-2959 A-3049

mailto:jeffjenkins40@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolina Moreno
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:44:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolina Moreno

7220 Eastover Dr
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-2960 A-3050

mailto:cmoreno9312@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Kociemba
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:45:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Kociemba

104 River Ridge Dr
Asheville, NC 28803

V-2961 A-3051

mailto:tom@nmdjourney.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betsy Bickel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:45:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am disgusted that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the
 federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betsy Bickel

117 W. Trinity Ave
Durham, NC 27701

V-2962 A-3052

mailto:betsybickel@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brent Icenhour
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:46:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brent Icenhour

119 S.Cntr. St
Taylorsville, NC 28681

V-2963 A-3053

mailto:bcicenhour@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Du Le
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:46:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Du Le

9909 Waterview Road
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-2964 A-3054

mailto:dulenc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DAVID ASKINS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:46:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

DAVID ASKINS

20 0AK ROAD
HAMPSTEAD, NC 28443

9102706109

V-2965 A-3055

mailto:david.oystershell@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Milt Butterworth Jr.
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:46:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Milt Butterworth Jr.

195 Parker Road
Asheville, NC 28805

V-2966 A-3056

mailto:milt.butterworth@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:47:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pat Jones

277 Clearwater Lane
Browns Summit, NC 27214

V-2967 A-3057

mailto:pwj27214@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Zeta Price
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:47:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Zeta Price

4360 Charleston Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27127

V-2968 A-3058

mailto:2zpapertiger@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patsy Hart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:47:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patsy Hart

219 W Sothel St
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948

V-2969 A-3059

mailto:Sunjampah@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Adam Hebbel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:48:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Find another way to appease the hands that feed you.

Sincerely,

Adam Hebbel

216 ADAMS LN
Boone, NC 28607

V-2970 A-3060

mailto:ajhebbel@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Lanzi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:48:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Lanzi

155 Michigan Avenue
Asheville, NC 28806

V-2971 A-3061

mailto:agl2201@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Glenn Ahrendt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:49:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Glenn Ahrendt

2243 7 LKS S
West End, NC 27376

V-2972 A-3062

mailto:ahrenggss@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: NC Voter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:49:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. So happy you (and the Republican Party) don't need my vote during
 the upcoming election cycle. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental
 Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our
 community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
 Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

NC Voter

5212 Duckdown Court
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-2973 A-3063

mailto:jmwtennis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Audra Ansley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:49:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Audra Ansley

4814 Sweetbriar Rd
Greensboro, NC 27455

V-2974 A-3064

mailto:audra.angela1ao@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robin Keller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:49:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robin Keller

1148 Sturdivant Dr
Cary, NC 27511

V-2975 A-3065

mailto:jrobinke@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brigid Keeley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:49:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brigid Keeley

5515 Pegasus Drive
Mebane, NC 27302

V-2976 A-3066

mailto:brigidlight@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christy Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:49:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christy Thompson

23 Foxtail Ct
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-2977 A-3067

mailto:autumnsong@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Simmons (Bill) Isler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:50:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

The Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution would cut the childhood
 asthma rates that continue to rise in North Carolina.  It also would address the projected threat of climate change.

It is beyond disappointing that you and your environmental agency are proposing  a plan that is ‘'designed to fail' 
 the federal requirements under the Clean Power Plan. The Department of Environmental Quality thereby is denying
 North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that actually serves the state and instead will allow bureaucrats in
 Washington to determine what is best for our state.

Clean air is not just an environmental issue; it is good for our families and for North Carolina's economy.  Please
 make a responsible effort to address carbon pollution rather than play politics with our future.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

Simmons (Bill) Isler

7436 Edenwood Lane
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-2978 A-3068

mailto:esler@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: M Huggins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:50:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

M Huggins

77 W Fox Chase Rd
Asheville, NC 28804

V-2979 A-3069

mailto:tlrmeh@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Cooper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:50:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Cooper

130 Deerfield Dr
Spring Lake, NC 28390

V-2980 A-3070

mailto:robertcooper@accountant.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas King
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:50:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas King

12028 Peed Rd
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-2981 A-3071

mailto:tfking@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: patti whipple
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:51:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

patti whipple

105 north court
Atlantic Beach, NC 28512

252-726-3889

V-2982 A-3072

mailto:patti.whipple@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth O"Nan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:52:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth O'Nan

396 Sugar Cove Road
Marion, NC 28752

(828) 724-4221

V-2983 A-3073

mailto:pace@mcdowell.main.nc.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janette Montalvo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:52:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janette Montalvo

6 alexis court
Durham, NC 27703

V-2984 A-3074

mailto:itsjanettenc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Busko
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:52:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Busko

4800 Marlborough Way
Durham, NC 27713

V-2985 A-3075

mailto:mvbusko@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Art Smoker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:54:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Art Smoker

284 Arrowood Corner Rd
Mars Hill, NC 28754

8286809695

V-2986 A-3076

mailto:ansmoker@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barry Crawshaw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:54:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barry Crawshaw

3306 South Heritage Drive
Hendersonville, NC 28791

V-2987 A-3077

mailto:barryc99@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Virginia Leslie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:54:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Virginia Leslie

9206 Bracken Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-2988 A-3078

mailto:wrang5559@mypacks.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Younts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:55:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Younts

1949 Knoll Drive
Randleman, NC 27317

V-2989 A-3079

mailto:r.younts@randallprinting.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Hoffman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:55:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Hoffman

1012 Westbury Drive
Matthews, NC 28104

V-2990 A-3080

mailto:LMHoffman63@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie Roohi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:55:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julie Roohi

604 magnolia forest ct
Wake forest, NC 27587

V-2991 A-3081

mailto:Julier_ca@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:55:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larry Miller

200 Walker St
Kings Mtn, NC 28086

V-2992 A-3082

mailto:lm2323711@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Harvat
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:55:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Harvat

4116 Talcott Drive
Durham, NC 27705

9193585096

V-2993 A-3083

mailto:bethandpeter@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lee Olson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:55:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lee Olson

1637 Amberwood Drive SE
Bolivia, NC 28423

V-2994 A-3084

mailto:lolson819@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Maynard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:55:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Maynard

311 Keith St
Apex
Apex, NC 27502

V-2995 A-3085

mailto:discojo37@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Whitt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:55:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Whitt

1116 Scaleybark Rd
Apt 116B
Charlotte, NC 28209

704-351-1564

V-2996 A-3086

mailto:ewhitt@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vickie Penninger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:55:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vickie Penninger

711 Kimbrough St
Raleigh, NC 27608

9198280876

V-2997 A-3087

mailto:vickpenn@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Damon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:55:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Damon

1009 Roosevelt Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-2998 A-3088

mailto:noman961@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel Killian
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:55:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rachel Killian

507 river ridge dr
Asheville, NC 28830

V-2999 A-3089

mailto:rkillian909@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:55:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Davis

220 S Elm St
Greensboro, NC 27401

V-3000 A-3090

mailto:john@mamclothing.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Hill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:56:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Hill

12 Faculty Drive
Asheville, NC 28806

V-3001 A-3091

mailto:hillm@ashevilleschool.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen Ryan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:56:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen Ryan

PO Box 69
Salvo, NC 27972

V-3002 A-3092

mailto:srbeachbum@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: S. Teel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:57:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

S. Teel

2204 Commonwealth Avenue
Charlotte, NC 28205

704-968-9778

V-3003 A-3093

mailto:shannonteel.7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phillip nazareth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:57:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Phillip nazareth

3623 Single Leaf Ct
High point, NC 27265

V-3004 A-3094

mailto:philnazareth@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 1:58:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Wilson

11625 Harrowfield Road
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-3005 A-3095

mailto:giantsfan1947@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emma Bogdan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:02:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Emma Bogdan

1201 Braeburn rd
Charlotte, NC 28211

7046614439

V-3006 A-3096

mailto:emmabogdan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Flora
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:02:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Flora

550 Carolina Meadows
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-3007 A-3097

mailto:dflora@yorku.ca
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Bailey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:02:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Bailey

24 25 silver lake trail
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-3008 A-3098

mailto:anne.screven@Gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: martha chambers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:02:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

martha chambers

3112 tanglewood trail
fort worth, TX 76109

V-3009 A-3099

mailto:mldchambers@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maureen Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:03:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maureen Smith

James Richard dr
Charlotte,  28277

V-3010 A-3100

mailto:Maureensmith51@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Natalie Van Leekwijck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:03:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Natalie Van Leekwijck

444 Munn Street
Hazard, NE 68844

V-3011 A-3101

mailto:hoepagirl@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Thomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:03:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Thomas

1766 Campbell Drive
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768

V-3012 A-3102

mailto:thomas1766@comporium.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Hutchins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:04:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Mr. McRory.. I feel, actually KNOW you have backdoor allegiances with Duke Energy which is a conflict of
 interests. Duke should be MADE to clean up the mess at Salisbury plant and PAY for it without passing price to
 consumers and or giving politicians, particularly you sir, any kickbacks.  I cannot wait for Mr Roy Cooper to take
 our state to a grander more powerful place that we were before you became governor and appeased and gave
 priority to the corrupt capitalists and your "good ol boys" GOP in our legislature.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Hutchins

4055 Long Ferry Rd
Salisbury, NC 28146

V-3013 A-3103

mailto:hutchguy@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Doris Marshall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:04:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Doris Marshall

902 E. 4th Ave
Gastonia, NC 28054

V-3014 A-3104

mailto:gull9832@basicisp.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Oconnor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:04:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angela Oconnor

25 Floyd dr lot 5
Asheville, NC 28803

8282750126

V-3015 A-3105

mailto:angelaoconnorrn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Carr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:04:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Carr

1530 Queens Road  Apt 1203
Charlotte, NC 28207

7047779712

V-3016 A-3106

mailto:mich7474@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peggy Robbins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:04:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Robbins

708 Brookside Dr
High Point, NC 27262

V-3017 A-3107

mailto:pegrobbins@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Demperio
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:04:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Demperio

549 Lake Wylie Road
Belmont, NC 28012

V-3018 A-3108

mailto:quaddc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:04:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is not just goodm but NECESSARY for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy.
 Please do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Johnson

48 Fox Lair Lane
Hendersonville, NC 28791

828-702-3324

V-3019 A-3109

mailto:sharonjohnsondvm@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Crow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:04:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Crow

1401 Kershaw Dr
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-3020 A-3110

mailto:peter.crow@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Glenda Zahner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:05:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

My husband died of pulmonary fibrosis that was exacerbated by dirty air downwind of TVA coal-burning power
 plants. How many others need to suffer?

 I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Glenda Zahner

245 Bob Zahner Rd
Highlands, NC 28741

V-3021 A-3111

mailto:zahners@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Eisenberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:07:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Eisenberg

5033 Bartons Enclave Ln
Raleigh, NC 27613

9198465154

V-3022 A-3112

mailto:mikeeeisen@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Riggins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:07:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric Riggins

Friar
Charlotte
Charlotte, NC 28213

V-3023 A-3113

mailto:erriggins60@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:07:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy White

13012 Melvin Arnold Rd
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-3024 A-3114

mailto:Nlhwhite@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Gibson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:07:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Gibson

291 Angelica Way
Waynesville, NC 28786

V-3025 A-3115

mailto:gardening.girl@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anita Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:07:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anita Thompson

805 S. Merritt MIll Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-3026 A-3116

mailto:deltagirl480@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:07:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Jones

5037 prosperity church rd
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-3027 A-3117

mailto:jsjones_07@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Phillips
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:07:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Phillips

4221 King Edward Ct
Greensboro, NC 27455

3362868680

V-3028 A-3118

mailto:rhpabp@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kim FANELLY
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:07:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kim FANELLY

9928 blackbird hill ln
charlotte, NC 28227

V-3029 A-3119

mailto:kimfanelly@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jill Solow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:08:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jill Solow

3021 Heathstead Place Unit E
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-3030 A-3120

mailto:hijilly@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Sanchez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:08:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Sanchez

1304 River ridge drive
Asheville, NC 28803

V-3031 A-3121

mailto:Jene44@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Glenn Girtman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:08:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Glenn Girtman

103 Possum Place
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-3032 A-3122

mailto:afatty@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gwenn McGrady
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:08:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gwenn McGrady

1077 19th Ave Pl NW
Hickory, NC 28601

V-3033 A-3123

mailto:gwennm@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris McGratty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:08:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris McGratty

3700 Commonwealth Ave
Charlotte, NC 28205

7046080828

V-3034 A-3124

mailto:chris.mcgratty@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ty Moon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:08:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ty Moon

3304 N Elm St A
Greensboro, NC 27405

3369879759

V-3035 A-3125

mailto:bullringceo@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sebastian George
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:09:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, our general air quality, and instead allows bureaucrats in Washington to
 determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air by creating a plan set for success instead of knowingly setting up one for failure. If a student
 were to behave in this manner in school because they didn't approve of the format of the test, they would fail. What
 gives you the right to make that choice at a state level with no consequences? Make the responsible choice by
 conforming to better environmental standards.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sebastian George

7941 Dukes Dynasty Dr
RALEIGH, NC 27615

9192104153

V-3036 A-3126

mailto:soccerseb90@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Pritchett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:09:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Pritchett

6513 Thetford Ct
Raleigh, NC 27615

9197445210

V-3037 A-3127

mailto:katescottpritchett@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Culp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:10:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pamela Culp

130 Skyview Circle
Asheville, NC 28804

8282557784

V-3038 A-3128

mailto:130pjc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Curtis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:11:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Curtis

10 Southwicke Ct
Arden, NC 28704

V-3039 A-3129

mailto:dwcurt@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Markin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:12:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Markin

4909 Harwood Ct
Durham, NC 27713

V-3040 A-3130

mailto:amyjmarkin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alexander Templeton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:13:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alexander Templeton

308 Oakmont Circle
Archdale, NC 27263

V-3041 A-3131

mailto:atempleton001@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Shea MD, MPH
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:13:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a pediatrician, a mother, a citizen and someone who worries about the health of future generations, I support the
 Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan
 (CPP). Please think about the children!

As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to
 increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Shea MD, MPH

1 Buttons Ln
chapel hill, NC 27514

V-3042 A-3132

mailto:tkmjshea@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jim McGlinn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:13:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jim McGlinn

1032 Windsor Dr
Asheville, NC 28803

V-3043 A-3133

mailto:jim.mcglinn08@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kay Burgwyn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:14:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kay Burgwyn

P O Box 296
Whitakers, NC 27891

V-3044 A-3134

mailto:kmb2jgb@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: April Blaine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:14:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

April Blaine

225 Alex D. Owens Dr
Kings Mountain, NC 28086

7047730450

V-3045 A-3135

mailto:blaine.april@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Szymanski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:15:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise Szymanski

109 E Camden Forest Dr
Cary, NC 27518

12483305063

V-3046 A-3136

mailto:dmarsico@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Jordan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:15:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Jordan

2911 Brookwood Drive
Mebane, NC 27302

V-3047 A-3137

mailto:jordan@mebtel.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Dishman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:15:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Dishman

613 S Chapman St
Greensboro, NC 27403

3366816796

V-3048 A-3138

mailto:sandra_dishman@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scott Juslin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:15:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Scott Juslin

Thorpe Abbotts
New Bern, NC 28562

V-3049 A-3139

mailto:scottj@hampshirehooligans.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bel Purcell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:16:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bel Purcell

3025 Rice Rd
Matthews, NC 28105

V-3050 A-3140

mailto:idreamajik@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kevin Overbey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:17:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Clean air and energy is the future, stop flailing around in the dirty ignorant past!

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kevin Overbey

P O Box 152
Fletcher, NC 28732

V-3051 A-3141

mailto:sodancenc@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mf solomon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:17:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We strongly support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as
 the Clean Power Plan (CPP).

It disappoints and frustrates me in the extreme, Mr Governor, that you and your environmental agency are
 purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP.

By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
 Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and
 instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy.  Do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Sincerely,

mf solomon

2 stillwater
durham, NC 27707

V-3052 A-3142

mailto:mfsolomon@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Cook
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:17:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Cook

four eleven east cannon ave
Albemarle, NC 28001

V-3053 A-3143

mailto:dcook@dac-and.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Briana Cavin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:18:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.
   Make the right decisions for ours and children's future. Be a steward for positive change.  The industrialization of
 our society has already sped up the earths life cycle by billions of years through hazardous emissions and over use
 of it's natural resources. Please Be a part of the solution, not the problem.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Briana Cavin

3512 chesnee rd
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

V-3054 A-3144

mailto:brianamccallum1986@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Mulligan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:19:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Mulligan

755 Carolun Dr SE
Concord,  28025

(704) 605-3184

V-3055 A-3145

mailto:dnl_mulligan@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane SpottedBird
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:19:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane SpottedBird

10 Dellwood Drive
Sylva, NC 28779

V-3056 A-3146

mailto:jspttdbrd7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chue Vang
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:19:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chue Vang

1931 Todd Street
Newton, NC 28658

V-3057 A-3147

mailto:chuevang0@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Garrison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:19:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrew Garrison

11 Rugrat Ln
Whittier, NC 28789

V-3058 A-3148

mailto:Mabon.Tail@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarbaga Falk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:19:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarbaga Falk

104 Pleasant Drive Apt A
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-3059 A-3149

mailto:sarbaga_falk@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: HAROLD HICKMAN
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:19:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

HAROLD HICKMAN

990 CALABASH RD NW
CALABASH, NC 28467

V-3060 A-3150

mailto:LHHICKMAN@ATMC.NET
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: H Flowers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:19:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

H Flowers

Walker cove rd
Black mountain, NC 28711

V-3061 A-3151

mailto:Hhflowersm@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kiley Dove
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:19:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kiley Dove

105 Casablanca Ct
Cary, NC 27519

V-3062 A-3152

mailto:kiley.e.dove@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: S. Dee Ellis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:19:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

S. Dee Ellis

104 Cove Point
Mount Holly, NC 28120

V-3063 A-3153

mailto:Dee.ellis6@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah O"Neill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:20:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah O'Neill

14941 Carrington Ridge Drive
Huntersville, NC 28078

V-3064 A-3154

mailto:oneill2424@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Childers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:20:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Childers

730 Noles Drive
Mount Holly, NC 28120

V-3065 A-3155

mailto:moboko@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lesley Barker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:20:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lesley Barker

2903 Northampton Dr
Greensboro, NC 27408

3362181295

V-3066 A-3156

mailto:lesleyjbarker@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Dillon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:21:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Dillon

PO Box 2163
Blowing Rock, NC 28605

V-3067 A-3157

mailto:ddilloncd@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Acopine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:22:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Acopine

81 Lakeshore Dr
Asheville, NC 28804

8285051349

V-3068 A-3158

mailto:nancyacopine@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Barnes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:25:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Barnes

randomutterings@gmail.com
randomutterings@gmail.com
Tarboro, NC 27886

2525440887

V-3069 A-3159

mailto:randomutterings@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diana Muller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:25:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diana Muller

503 Walnut cr dr
Whitsett, NC 27377

3364474006

V-3070 A-3160

mailto:Nelsonharold@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Byers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:25:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Byers

467 Old Stone Gate Place
Asheville, NC 28804

828-253-8022

V-3071 A-3161

mailto:tbyersabc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steven Rosen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:25:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steven Rosen

4325 Lineberry Dr
East Bend, NC 27018

V-3072 A-3162

mailto:stever4653@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Hayes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:25:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Hayes

Birghtstar Lane
Lewisville,  27023

V-3073 A-3163

mailto:smh1026@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kevin Tillett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:25:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kevin Tillett

143 Holly Ridge Rd
Manteo, NC 27954

V-3074 A-3164

mailto:tkm953@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Aaron Rust
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:25:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It is really easy to care!! Why don't you, sir?? Is your money invested in OIL???

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Aaron Rust

510 5th Ave N
Apt $
Saint James, MN 56081

V-3075 A-3165

mailto:amrust1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Suskauer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:25:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Suskauer

6 Meadow Wood Trl
Fletcher, NC 28732

V-3076 A-3166

mailto:d_vs1@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Norton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:25:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heather Norton

15310 Superior Street
Charlotte, NC 28273

V-3077 A-3167

mailto:Needhamhm@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brandon Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:26:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brandon Taylor

4209 Thorn Ridge Road
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

V-3078 A-3168

mailto:alsoicode@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brooke Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:26:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brooke Adams

3301 Foxridge Rd
Charlotte, NC 28236

V-3079 A-3169

mailto:Brookeadamshealy@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William St. George
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:26:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William St. George

2217 Camellia Dr
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-3080 A-3170

mailto:wrstgeorge@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: elizabeth fitzgerald
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:27:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

elizabeth fitzgerald

3229 arden branch ln
raleigh, NC 27616

V-3081 A-3171

mailto:elizabethlizfitzgerald@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Renee Scaggs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:27:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Renee Scaggs

203 Orchard Park Drive
Cary, NC 27513

V-3082 A-3172

mailto:renee@scaggsmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chandra Rambo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:27:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chandra Rambo

104 Lee Place
Newport, NC 28570

V-3083 A-3173

mailto:chan.rambo@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Geers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:27:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Geers

167 Rocky KNob Road
Clyde, NC 28721

V-3084 A-3174

mailto:jsgeers@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Richer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:27:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Richer

2027 Oldtown Road
Walnut Cove, NC 27052

V-3085 A-3175

mailto:JRicher1321@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brad Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:27:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brad Smith

514 Wicker Street
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-3086 A-3176

mailto:bs46908@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Swanson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:28:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Swanson

568 Garren Creek Rd
Fairview, NC 28730

V-3087 A-3177

mailto:dswansong@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Ginsberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:28:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Ginsberg

522 Finley Street
Durham, NC 27705

V-3088 A-3178

mailto:dgsage@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tommy Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:28:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tommy Parker

112 Crystal Pines Ct
Beaufort, NC 28516

V-3089 A-3179

mailto:tommaeguns@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Beane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:28:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Beane

706 Heatherwood Dr
Monroe, NC 28112

7046185675

V-3090 A-3180

mailto:beanetl@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Corean Wagner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:28:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Corean Wagner

4 Clan Fox Drive
Leicester, NC 28748

V-3091 A-3181

mailto:localnclady@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Fiddle witch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:30:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Fiddle witch

28tt
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-3092 A-3182

mailto:fiddlewitch@spamarrest.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Claudia Thuring
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:30:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Claudia Thuring

15819 Lavenham Rd
Huntersville, NC 28078

V-3093 A-3183

mailto:Cthuring@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Wheeler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:31:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Wheeler

725 East Wade Street
Wadesboro, NC 28170

V-3094 A-3184

mailto:jim@jimwheelersculptor.co.nz
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Mueller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:31:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Mueller

409 Moonridge Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9199424937

V-3095 A-3185

mailto:helmutmueller@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kendrick Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:31:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kendrick Brown

730 weathergreen drive
Raleigh,  27615

V-3096 A-3186

mailto:Klbvtam@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Sasser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:31:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Sasser

403 W CAMERON AVE
chapel hill, NC 27516

V-3097 A-3187

mailto:esasser@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: penelope Poehlmann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:31:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

penelope Poehlmann

35023 Carnation Lane
Indian Land, SC 29707

8153556788

V-3098 A-3188

mailto:penelopepoehlmann@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald Rumph
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:31:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donald Rumph

3238 Quail Pointe Dr
Greenville, NC 27858

V-3099 A-3189

mailto:donrumph@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mary vickery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:31:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

mary vickery

8800 wellsley way
raleigh, NC 27613

9198480918

V-3100 A-3190

mailto:literacy@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gregory Austin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:31:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gregory Austin

901 Plumstead Road
Charlotte, NC 28216

704 399 6642

V-3101 A-3191

mailto:gregaustin@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Kapetsky
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:32:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Kapetsky

7706 Meadowlark Ln Apt 2
wilmington, NC 28411

V-3102 A-3192

mailto:jameskapetsky@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Crawford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:32:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Crawford

197 Turnpike Rd
Brevard, NC 28712

8644239711

V-3103 A-3193

mailto:thewritingscott@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat Butler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:32:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). We condemn China's air quality; we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions
 so as not be become another China.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense, and it will cost the taxpayers in needless legal fees.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pat Butler

200 Quail Dr
Raleigh, NC 27604

919 829-5346

V-3104 A-3194

mailto:patbutler3@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Troy Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:32:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Troy Wilson

504 E Maine Ave
Bessemer City, NC 28016

7047120509

V-3105 A-3195

mailto:swilson1353@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Craig
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:34:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Craig

132 Murdock Ave
Asheville, NC 28801

V-3106 A-3196

mailto:ennagiarc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JoAnn Mercer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:35:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JoAnn Mercer

2805 Patio Ln
Gastonia, NC 28056

V-3107 A-3197

mailto:jabmercer@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan McQueen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:35:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan McQueen

305 Weaverville Rd
LOT 6
Asheville, NC 28804

2484960188

V-3108 A-3198

mailto:suemcqueen52@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jennifer smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:35:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jennifer smith

159 boone farm rd
Mocksville, NC 27028

V-3109 A-3199

mailto:jennifer.smith12192@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Staples
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:35:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Staples

107 Lynn Avenue
Fayetteville, NC 28301

V-3110 A-3200

mailto:kstaples20@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jayne Coley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:37:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jayne Coley

241 Chimney Ln
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-3111 A-3201

mailto:coley910@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jenny Weaver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:37:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jenny Weaver

309 Fairview Rd
Thomasville, NC 27360

V-3112 A-3202

mailto:jweaverartist@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Little
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:37:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pamela Little

2817 Wendell St
Lenoirr, NC 28645

V-3113 A-3203

mailto:chaspamlt@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bernadine Owen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:37:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bernadine Owen

374 Cammies Way
Old Fort, NC 28762

8286687225

V-3114 A-3204

mailto:deenie.owen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ken Sisk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:37:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ken Sisk

3805 Chiswell Ct
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-3115 A-3205

mailto:kennethsisk@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lora Sharkey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:37:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is neglecting it's responsibility to mitigate air pollution in accordance with federal
 regulations. Instead of fighting the federal government I expect you and DEQ to work to provide the finest, cleanest
 energy possible to the citizens of North Carolina.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Do the right thing and create
 an energy plan compliant with EPA regulations.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lora Sharkey

432 Cades Trail
Southport, NC 28461

7039465333

V-3116 A-3206

mailto:lsharkey63@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christie Jahn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:37:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christie Jahn

1172 Stone Creek Dr
Greenville, NC 27858

V-3117 A-3207

mailto:cljahn75@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Hickey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:37:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Hickey

100 D Sunshine Lane
Winterville, NC 28590

V-3118 A-3208

mailto:pholbrook5973@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cliff Moone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:37:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cliff Moone

2925 8th Street Ct NE
Hickory, NC 28601

V-3119 A-3209

mailto:moonesmark@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hon. Rev. James Steedman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:37:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

God in not going to save us from climate change!@

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hon. Rev. James Steedman

4600 Crowne Lake Circle
Jamestown, NC 27282

V-3120 A-3210

mailto:timsteed@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Galante
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:38:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Galante

5209 Red Wing Court
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526

V-3121 A-3211

mailto:rosered857@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Baron
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:38:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Baron

312 Island Cove Ct
Winnabow, NC 28479

V-3122 A-3212

mailto:robert@rbaron.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Naylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:38:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Naylor

3508 Manford Drive
Durham, NC 27707

V-3123 A-3213

mailto:lnaylor@email.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Neil McWilliam
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:39:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense, though it is clearly the outcome of political considerations
 tailored to corporate supporters' needs rather than the legitimate interests of citizens.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Neil McWilliam

529 Dogwood Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-3124 A-3214

mailto:n.mcwilliam@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: philip weber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:39:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

philip weber

47 Indian Trail
mills River, NC 28759

V-3125 A-3215

mailto:pweber4057@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JC Honeycutt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:39:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JC Honeycutt

510 S. Edenton Road St
Hertford, NC 27944

V-3126 A-3216

mailto:jchoneycut@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Coll
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:39:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Coll

101Mercy Drive
Belmont, NC 28012

704 813 1425

V-3127 A-3217

mailto:ccoll@mercysc.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: thomas russell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:39:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

thomas russell

6614 willow spring rd
charlotte, NC 28215

V-3128 A-3218

mailto:edison2862@peoplepc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christiana Nealis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:40:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christiana Nealis

45 Beekeeper Trail
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-3129 A-3219

mailto:cfnealis@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Warner Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:40:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Warner Smith

4815 Keats Ave
Charlotte, NC 28212

V-3130 A-3220

mailto:smithwl_nc@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Francis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:40:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane Francis

5506 Bobcat rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-3131 A-3221

mailto:jane@doubledeckerbusmusic.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Hummel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:42:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Hummel

1907 Rosecrest Dr
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-3132 A-3222

mailto:annedhummel@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Goist
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:43:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Goist

P O Box 17129
Asheville, NC 28816

V-3133 A-3223

mailto:gocon@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peggy Ray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:43:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Ray

The Forest at Duke, 2701 Pickett Rd., Apt. 2024
Durham, NC 27705

V-3134 A-3224

mailto:pimogeneray@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:43:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Thompson

1621 Willomore St
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-3135 A-3225

mailto:carolthompson3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rick Burt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:44:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rick Burt

1070 Greenwood Drive, A2
Hendersonville, NC 28791

V-3136 A-3226

mailto:rickburt9@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Molly Follweiler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:45:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Molly Follweiler

206 South Lonesome Road
Madison, NC 27025

V-3137 A-3227

mailto:mollycr@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dawn Ehli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:45:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dawn Ehli

1029 Falls Park Dr
Sanford, NC 27330

V-3138 A-3228

mailto:Dawnehli@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ned Martin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:46:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ned Martin

5400 Dawning Creek Way
Wilmington, NC 28409

9102289156

V-3139 A-3229

mailto:bbnedmartin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eileen Geiger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:46:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eileen Geiger

508 w 8th avenue
Gastonia, NC 28052

V-3140 A-3230

mailto:eileen5716@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dolores Campbell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:48:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.  Your ideas will suck the life out of NC.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dolores Campbell

202 Holly Ridge Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9199689172

V-3141 A-3231

mailto:deebastet@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jerry Hinz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:48:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jerry Hinz

107 ginger quill circle
Candler, NC 28715

V-3142 A-3232

mailto:Letspik@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: karen Stickney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:49:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

karen Stickney

27 baril street
lewiston, ME 04240

(207) 689-3186

V-3143 A-3233

mailto:kstick35@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carl Wildermann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:49:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carl Wildermann

1311 Hillsborough Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-3144 A-3234

mailto:cwildermann@zoho.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: RICHARD GRAY
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:49:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

RICHARD GRAY

1812 NORTH WINDS DR
WINSTON SALEM, NC 27127

V-3145 A-3235

mailto:ragray8421@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bill Staton, MBA, CFA
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:49:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bill Staton, MBA, CFA

2431 Hartmill Court
Charlotte, NC 28226

7043652122

V-3146 A-3236

mailto:bill.staton@statonfinancial.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Woods
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:49:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Woods

4403 Angelus Circle
asheville, NC 28805

V-3147 A-3237

mailto:b2wood@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brandy Evans
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:49:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brandy Evans

11263 Hartsell Rd
Midland, NC 28107

7042916414

V-3148 A-3238

mailto:bepurple19@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cliff Norris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:49:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cliff Norris

po box 561
Seagrove, NC 27341

3368792472

V-3149 A-3239

mailto:lcliffnorris@rtmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: bill mulvey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:50:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

bill mulvey

4408 surry ridge road
apex, NC 27539

V-3150 A-3240

mailto:bllmulvey89@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Herbert Munt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:52:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Herbert Munt

2017 Valley Court
Clayton, NC 27520

(919) 553-4167

V-3151 A-3241

mailto:rick.munt@grifols.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:52:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Smith

7 Jett Ct
Asheville, NC 28806

V-3152 A-3242

mailto:smimims@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Foley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:52:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debra Foley

715 Brittley Way
Apex, NC 27502

V-3153 A-3243

mailto:dfig_us@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Twyla Kirby
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:52:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Twyla Kirby

1531 Dry Ponds Rd
Granite Falls, NC 28630

V-3154 A-3244

mailto:twylat21@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Osmer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:52:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please do the correct thing !!!
I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Osmer

3771 Anslow Dr
Leland, NC 28451

V-3155 A-3245

mailto:paosmer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: judith malone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:53:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

judith malone

1339 nc hwy 22 42
bennett, NC 27208

3369646104

V-3156 A-3246

mailto:maloneemp@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barry Rosencrance
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:53:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barry Rosencrance

2 wild fox
fletcher, NC 28732

V-3157 A-3247

mailto:m.rosencrance@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James s. lamm
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:53:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James    s. lamm

2377 lovette rd
lumberton, NC 28358

V-3158 A-3248

mailto:lammjs@hughes.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sue-Ann Rush
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:55:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sue-Ann Rush

1060 Stonebridge Lane
Leland, NC 28451

V-3159 A-3249

mailto:sue_ann_rush@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Moulton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:55:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Moulton

186 Harmony Lane
Millers Creek, NC 28651

V-3160 A-3250

mailto:xmoulton@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Quatrano
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:55:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Quatrano

111 maple ridge dr
Boone, NC 28607

V-3161 A-3251

mailto:barbi@quatrano.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katrina Killian
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:55:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katrina Killian

765 Glenn Bridge Road
Arden, NC 28704

V-3162 A-3252

mailto:Kkskincareconsultant@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:55:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Miller

165 Pinyon Circle
Pinehurst, NC 28374

V-3163 A-3253

mailto:gmiller14@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keith Bearman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:55:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Keith Bearman

721 ROYAL ANNE LN
APT. 104
RALEIGH, NC 27615

9193018029

V-3164 A-3254

mailto:papabearkrb@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jill Ray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:55:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jill Ray

1615 Morrison Road
Concord,  28025

704-455-6177

V-3165 A-3255

mailto:blackcatfarm@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jayne worth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:55:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jayne worth

802 n boylan ave
raleigh, NC 27605

9196212253

V-3166 A-3256

mailto:worthjay@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Mcguinn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:55:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Mcguinn

1304 white memorial church rd
willow spring, NC 27592

V-3167 A-3257

mailto:deborah.mcguinn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: merilyn carson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:55:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

merilyn carson

233 farington
fletcher, NC 28732

V-3168 A-3258

mailto:sissystrut1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Doreen Mundie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:55:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

While you are considering safety… consider how you have slackened our clean water rules, too.  Water is essential
 to all life and you are not protecting the people!

Sincerely,

Doreen Mundie
1044 McEntire Road
Tryon, NC 28782

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Doreen Mundie

1044 McEntire Rd
Tryon, NC 28782

(828) 863-2944

V-3169 A-3259

mailto:dfmundie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel Roper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:56:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rachel Roper

754 Gatewood
Winterville, NC 28590

252-744-2708

V-3170 A-3260

mailto:drrachelroper@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ronald Mimnaugh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:57:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ronald Mimnaugh

584 Lake Royale
Louisburg, NC 27549

V-3171 A-3261

mailto:ronm276@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: tegina krzesicki
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:57:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

tegina krzesicki

10111 buggy horse road
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-3172 A-3262

mailto:Rkrzesicki@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bart Iannetta
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:58:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Not sure why you wouldn't want to keep our air clean, unless you like taking $$ from polluters in exchange for
 legislative favors? Oh yeah, you have already made it clear that you are just another purchased politician with no
 soul and no opinions of his own. Only decisions that make you money no matter how many lives are worsened by
 those decisions. You do know that many know this about you and won't say it to your face . . . even family and
 supposed friends. 

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bart Iannetta

2500 Diamondhitch Trl
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-3173 A-3263

mailto:blinc13@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Russell Strader
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:58:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Russell Strader

POBox 4996
Emerald Isle, NC 28594

V-3174 A-3264

mailto:strader1951@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chas Griffin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:59:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chas Griffin

1275 Seven Lakes N
Seven Lakes, NC 27376

9109751673

V-3175 A-3265

mailto:cpgriff8@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brady Kleaveland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 2:59:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a lifetime asthmatic, I need NC's air to be clean so I do not have to struggle to breathe. And I therefore support
 the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power
 Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate
 change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brady Kleaveland

495 Buck Branch Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-3176 A-3266

mailto:Kleaveberrys@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslee Kirkconnell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:01:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leslee Kirkconnell

911 Lakeview Ave, Apt A
Davidson, NC 28036

V-3177 A-3267

mailto:nykernfla@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Michael
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:01:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Michael

8 Rolling View
Asheville, NC 28805

V-3178 A-3268

mailto:s.michael3@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rose MacDonald
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:01:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rose MacDonald

1519 Wildwood Rd NE
Lenoir, NC 28645

V-3179 A-3269

mailto:pr.sicilia24@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gerry Southard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:01:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gerry Southard

9 Windsong Dr
Fairview, NC 28730

V-3180 A-3270

mailto:Geri23@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherina Dimov
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:04:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherina Dimov

1001 Macon Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-3181 A-3271

mailto:katherinadimov@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gaylon Green
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:04:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change cHontinue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gaylon Green

3740 Lynn Oaks Drive
Trinity, NC 27370

V-3182 A-3272

mailto:gaylon.green@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Alexander
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:04:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Alexander

87 Willow Road
Waynesville, NC 28786

828  246-0343

V-3183 A-3273

mailto:williamea@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda King
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:04:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda King

1030 Gregg Court
Rocky Mount, NC 27803

2523146913

V-3184 A-3274

mailto:linda.king34@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ken Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:04:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ken Thompson

220 Cox Ave
Apt E
Raleigh, NC 27605

7063947932

V-3185 A-3275

mailto:thompson07@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Austin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:04:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Austin

PO Box 787
Williston, NC 28589

V-3186 A-3276

mailto:bobandcharlotte@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Engle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:05:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Engle

225 Brascote Lane
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-3187 A-3277

mailto:k_engle2002@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kaaren Stoner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:05:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

I ASK - WHAT CAN BE MORE IMPORTANT:
MORE MONEY IN POWER COMPANY POCKETS, OR
THE HEALTH OF OUR CHILDREN IN THE YEARS TO COME?

 As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue
 to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kaaren Stoner

2225 Coleman Mountain Rd
Waynesville, NC 28785

V-3188 A-3278

mailto:kaarenstoner@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Sherman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:05:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Sherman

2120 Woodland Ave
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-3189 A-3279

mailto:Mds5511@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Turner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:05:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I strongly support the EPA's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP).

I agree with the NC Conservation Network that NC should be working hard towards significant reduction of our
 carbon emissions to combat the rising childhood asthma rates the effects of climate change.

I continue to be disgusted with your choice to ignore what's in the best interest of NC citizens and our economy. 

Your environmental agency purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal requirements under the
 CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
 Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and
 instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families and for North Carolina's economy. Please rectify your horrible choices on this
 topic.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Turner

7307 Huddlestone Rd
Bailey, NC 27807

V-3190 A-3280

mailto:caroturner@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dianne Moorefield
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:06:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dianne Moorefield

132 Jones Farm Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-3191 A-3281

mailto:Dannas3433@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joshua Xing
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:06:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joshua Xing

103 Bonsail Place
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-3192 A-3282

mailto:linkganonslayer001@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lloyd Chambless
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:07:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lloyd Chambless

44  n circle dr
Chapel hill, NC 27516

V-3193 A-3283

mailto:wchamble@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Walter Wood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:07:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Walter Wood

304 Hedrick St
Beaufort, NC 28516

(301) 907-0170

V-3194 A-3284

mailto:walt@wrwood.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Louise Kulp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:07:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Louise Kulp

16 Ruskin Rd
Elizabethtown,  28337

9108664501

V-3195 A-3285

mailto:bkulp@intrstar.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anthony Pierce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:07:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anthony Pierce

290 Holly Place Crt
Winston Salem, NC 27101

V-3196 A-3286

mailto:aapierce@bwllsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wayne Ward
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:07:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wayne Ward

620 Old Farm Road
None
Statesville, NC 28625

7048731364

V-3197 A-3287

mailto:pappywayne@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Khoury
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:08:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Khoury

PO Box 1161
Marshall, NC 28753

V-3198 A-3288

mailto:nwkhoury7@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Duane Moody
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:08:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Duane Moody

334 Sunnyside Road
Waynesville, NC 28786

828-456-1869

V-3199 A-3289

mailto:maddogmoody@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mike Hamer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:08:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mike Hamer

100 Park Drive
Greenville,  27858

252 830-0349

V-3200 A-3290

mailto:mk.hamer1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Raymond Langan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:09:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Raymond Langan

269 Plaza Drive Ext
CHAPEL HILL, NC 27517

9199296772

V-3201 A-3291

mailto:itsraysan@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Goodkind
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:09:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and North Carolina's environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina
 up to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the
 Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for
 North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what
 is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Goodkind

23 Ridgefield Place
Biltmore Forest, NC 28803

828-424-7151

V-3202 A-3292

mailto:mary@lindleyg.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Louis D. Bocchetto
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:10:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Louis D. Bocchetto

1014 Bikar Court
Indian Trail, NC 28079

704-962-2188

V-3203 A-3293

mailto:louisbocchetto@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Wagner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:10:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Wagner

346 Donald E Gore Drive
Wilmington,  28412

V-3204 A-3294

mailto:Kjw28412@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Shine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:10:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Shine

911 shipyard Pt
New Bern, NC 28560

V-3205 A-3295

mailto:Patshine67@gmsil.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eleanor Mayer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:10:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eleanor Mayer

2 St. James Ct
Durham, NC 27713

V-3206 A-3296

mailto:elliemayer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dale Hocker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:10:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dale Hocker

132 Wackena Way
Beaufort, NC 28516

252-728-5290

V-3207 A-3297

mailto:dale.hocker@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Doris Gusler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:10:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Doris Gusler

812 W. Johnson St
Raleigh, NC 27605

V-3208 A-3298

mailto:dwgusler@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Warot
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:11:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Warot

10837 Round Rock Road
Charlotte, NC 28277

7044336149

V-3209 A-3299

mailto:debwarot@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzanne Schenkel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:11:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Schenkel

106 Belmont CT
Southern Pines, NC 28387

V-3210 A-3300

mailto:suzanneschenkel@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: anna matheson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:11:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

anna matheson

3850 sweeten creek rd
arden, NC 28704

V-3211 A-3301

mailto:annainawe@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Andrew
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:11:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.  Or are the hands of big business too deep within your pockets?

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gary Andrew

319 N Downing St
Davidson, NC 28036

V-3212 A-3302

mailto:jeangary@mi-connection.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lois Roewade
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:13:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lois Roewade

3835 Lakeview Dr
pfafftrown, NC 27040

8479093651

V-3213 A-3303

mailto:lroewade@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deb Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:13:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deb Brown

PO Box 98964
Raleigh, NC 27624

V-3214 A-3304

mailto:deb@econweb.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: linda Spallone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:14:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution,and I support stronger
 limits than that  known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North
 Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing
 our carbon emissions not continuing with your folly of loosening our environmental regulations .. Water and Clean
 air will be the new gold as we quickly run out of these thanks to your reckless destrucon of our democratic
 environmental  rules

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

linda Spallone

5223 niagra dr
CHAPEL HILL, NC 27517

704-287-6084

V-3215 A-3305

mailto:linda.spallone@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Wendell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:15:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Wendell

7905 Shorewood Drive
Charlotte, NC 28277

7043410250

V-3216 A-3306

mailto:robert_wendell@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Howard Lazoff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:16:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is essential for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing
 and protect our clean air.

I am extremely disappointed that you signed HB. 765.
This polluter protection legislation proves that you are in the pocket of big , dirty energy.
You should be ashamed of yourself!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Howard Lazoff

11W.  Canterbury Court
Wendell, NC 27591

9192748292

V-3217 A-3307

mailto:helonwheels302@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: L Simon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:16:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

L Simon

11 spring hollow circle
Asheville, NC 28805

V-3218 A-3308

mailto:Murles30@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Veronica Robertie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:16:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Veronica Robertie

1805 Quail Point
Bolivia,  28422

V-3219 A-3309

mailto:Ronib0910@yaho.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: doug warren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:16:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

doug warren

3305 ferrington ct
apex, NC 27539

9194270855

V-3220 A-3310

mailto:douglas.warren@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Kanter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:16:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Kanter

118 Maple Dr
#1A
Asheville, NC 28805

V-3221 A-3311

mailto:carolynkanter@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lawrence East
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:16:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lawrence East

316 Richlands Ave
Apt. 5
Jacksonville, NC 28540

V-3222 A-3312

mailto:rstyeast@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathleen Pritchard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:16:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathleen Pritchard

4 Georgia Court
Pinehurst, NC 28374

V-3223 A-3313

mailto:maxreg@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: CAROLE CONRAD
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:17:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

CAROLE CONRAD

48 carriage lane
piney creek, NC 28662

V-3224 A-3314

mailto:casuco@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: cindra broenner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:17:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

cindra broenner

5281 boehm drive
fairfield, OH 45014

513 207-8117

V-3225 A-3315

mailto:cdbroenner@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Lewis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:19:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Enjoy the remainder of your "reign" because if you do not start putting the welfare of our State and it's people before
 the needs of Duke Energy, you will not be allowed to stay in your position of power

Thank you

Sincerely,

Nancy Lewis

208 Crestview Drive
Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-3226 A-3316

mailto:Ndlewis43@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mike Ruck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:20:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mike Ruck

4012 White Pine Drive
Raleigh,  27609

9193020506

V-3227 A-3317

mailto:mike@rainwatersolutions.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:20:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Wilson

300 Meredith Drive
Durham, NC 27713

919 593 9267

V-3228 A-3318

mailto:wilwon32@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sue Pattersons
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:20:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sue Pattersons

1907 London Lane
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-3229 A-3319

mailto:ncsuemp@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keith Bullins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:22:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Keith Bullins

4950 Jah Road
Germanton, NC 27019

3365954034

V-3230 A-3320

mailto:kcbullin@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Rist
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:22:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Rist

1 Barratts Chapel Court
Durham, NC 27705

9193842816

V-3231 A-3321

mailto:carolrist53@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Guyor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:27:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Guyor

214 huffman rd
clyde, NC 28721

8283169410

V-3232 A-3322

mailto:mguyor12@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Berg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:27:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

I am very disappointed that you and Ms. Bureleson's DAQ agency are disavowing North Carolina options in
 response to the federal requirements under the CPP. Why promote the lazy choice of allowing bureaucrats in
 Washington to determine what is best for our state? It isn't as though we had nothing at stake on these issues! I
 resent this policy abandonment in favor of rule-making from afar.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please reconsider: do the
 right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Berg

6 Rosemary Trail
Flat Rock, NC 28731

V-3233 A-3323

mailto:cshapenote@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Owen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:27:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Owen

71 Denise Drive
Semora, NC 27343

336 622-3239

V-3234 A-3324

mailto:mhuntero@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peggy Sholar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:28:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Sholar

505 S. Cox Street
Asheboro, NC 27203

V-3235 A-3325

mailto:pysholar@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Chait
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:28:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heather Chait

4022 Tew Ct
charlotte, NC 28270

V-3236 A-3326

mailto:heschait@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margo searson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:30:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margo searson

129 Sondley Parkway
Asheville,  28805

V-3237 A-3327

mailto:margosearson@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Walter Kross
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:30:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Walter Kross

32 Imperial Dr
Hendersonville, NC 28792

6099542176

V-3238 A-3328

mailto:wkrb5@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betty Tucker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:30:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betty Tucker

7018 Sycamore Grove Ct
Charlotte, NC 28227

7043669500

V-3239 A-3329

mailto:bettyboo9500@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frances Hall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:30:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frances Hall

PO Box 41
Leicester, NC 28748

V-3240 A-3330

mailto:Ncfrankie@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brenda Cranford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:30:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brenda Cranford

2455 South River Church rd
Woodleaf, NC 27054

V-3241 A-3331

mailto:ladywheels2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Hoke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:31:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Hoke

5092 Gold Leaf Trail
None
Conover, NC 28613

8282388662

V-3242 A-3332

mailto:carolhoke08@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joy White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:31:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joy White

3945 N. Croatan Highway
Kitty Hawk, NC 27949

V-3243 A-3333

mailto:tubanjo@verizon.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rick Parry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:31:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rick Parry

140 Sandee Dr
Angier, NC 27501

V-3244 A-3334

mailto:rsixshot@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Greg Hamby
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:31:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Greg Hamby

1206 Harbor Ct
Kitty Hawk, NC 27949

(252) 261-2731

V-3245 A-3335

mailto:cypressmooninn@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sue Newell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:31:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sue Newell

197 Sorrento Park Dr
BBlowing Rock, NC 28605

V-3246 A-3336

mailto:alltogether@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Nolan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:31:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Nolan

100 Island Palms Drive
Carolina Beach, NC 28428

V-3247 A-3337

mailto:mnolan8765@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:32:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Mitchell

968 22nd Street NE
Hickory, NC 28601

V-3248 A-3338

mailto:sweetpug@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Pitts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:33:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Teresa Pitts

413 Catawba St
Glen Alpine, NC 28628

V-3249 A-3339

mailto:tgpitts@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joyce Dye
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:33:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joyce Dye

10 Rivoli Blvd
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-3250 A-3340

mailto:joycedye@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edward Wolfsohn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:33:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edward Wolfsohn

12 sunny ridge dr
Asheville, NC 28804

V-3251 A-3341

mailto:edwolfsohn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Josh Ligon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:34:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Josh Ligon

107 Mossbark Ln
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-3252 A-3342

mailto:Joshualigon@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matthew Hemenway
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:34:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Matthew Hemenway

7700 Covey Chase Drive
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-3253 A-3343

mailto:dickens2man@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sara George
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:34:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Governor McCrory you never fail to disappoint me and every other supporter of the environment with your
 extremely bad decisions. I can only pray you lose the 2016 election so you can't hurt North Carolina anymore.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sara George

4700 Morris Glen Dr SW
Concord, NC 28027

V-3254 A-3344

mailto:sarageorge1112@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kathleen magno
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:36:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kathleen magno

206 Vercelli Dr
Clayton, NC 27527

9195852330

V-3255 A-3345

mailto:magnokate@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anthony Dente
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:37:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anthony Dente

370 Autumn Pheasant Loop
Calabash, NC 28467

V-3256 A-3346

mailto:tdente@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mitchell Anthony
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:37:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mitchell Anthony

5222 Little Sandy Drive
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-3257 A-3347

mailto:leemtch@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:37:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Adams

195 Nicks Bend W
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-3258 A-3348

mailto:adams3338@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian Powell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:38:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian Powell

901 Bluestone Rd
Durham, NC 27713

V-3259 A-3349

mailto:codicierignatius@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Winstead
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:38:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Winstead

7905 Tulip Circle
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-3260 A-3350

mailto:myzenthing@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Clemen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:41:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

NC is not exempt from air pollution or the effects of climate change. I support the Environmental Protection
 Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma
 rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should
 be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Clemen

3805 Westcrest St
Durham, NC 27707

9198050141

V-3261 A-3351

mailto:margaretclemen@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bradley Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:41:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bradley Parker

6505 windy Grove Ct
Fayetteville, NC 28314

V-3262 A-3352

mailto:baparker1947@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mabel McElhaney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:41:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As an emphysema sufferer, I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon
 pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and
 the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working toward reducing our carbon
 emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are intentionally setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is designed to fail, the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, and our energy mix and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this approach makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mabel McElhaney

1818 Piney Grove Church Rd
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-3263 A-3353

mailto:mcbel@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eleanor Eltoft
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:41:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eleanor Eltoft

1615 Country Lane
Creedmoor, NC 27522

9195284444

V-3264 A-3354

mailto:elandale@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ted frazer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:43:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ted frazer

6 drakesway ct
durham,  27713

V-3265 A-3355

mailto:fkassoc@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Jameson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:43:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Jameson

3820 Echo Farms Blvd
Wilmington, NC 28412

9108761660

V-3266 A-3356

mailto:jj3nc@intrstar.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: LINDA CHAVIS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:43:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

LINDA CHAVIS

2642 BLACKWOLF RUN LANE
RALEIGH, NC 27604

V-3267 A-3357

mailto:lindachavis54@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Hodik
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:43:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Hodik

97 Village Greenway
Flat Rock, NC 28731

V-3268 A-3358

mailto:bhodik@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Steele
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:43:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Steele

20 Mansfield Circle
Greensboro, NC 27455

V-3269 A-3359

mailto:Betsy.steele@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: cris shewchuk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:45:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

cris shewchuk

2933 Alpine Forest Ct
Charlotte, NC 28270

7048140681

V-3270 A-3360

mailto:crisshew@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: a. marino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:45:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

a. marino

103 trent woods way
cary, NC 27519

V-3271 A-3361

mailto:amydmarino@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Sharinus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:46:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Sharinus

416 Glensprings Drive
Fletcher, NC 28732

V-3272 A-3362

mailto:msharinus@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Taylor Zimmerman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:46:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Taylor Zimmerman

100 Smoky Mountain Drive
Sylva, NC 28779

V-3273 A-3363

mailto:tzimmerman@jcpsmail.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: willard cottrell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:46:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

willard cottrell

265 turtle dove trl
burnsville, NC 28714

V-3274 A-3364

mailto:willard@ccvn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Irene and Peter Hansen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:46:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Irene and Peter Hansen

44 Paine Court
Flat Rock, NC 28731

V-3275 A-3365

mailto:iphansen@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Sanders
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:46:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Teresa Sanders

5005 blue clay road
castle hayne, NC 28429

V-3276 A-3366

mailto:Greeneyedgirl1871@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Shew
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:49:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janet Shew

112 SE 35th Street
Oak Island, NC 28465

V-3277 A-3367

mailto:Shewj@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James G. Dickens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:49:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James G. Dickens

119 Chapel Hill lane
Statesville, NC 28677

V-3278 A-3368

mailto:jagd622@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristine Nyland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:49:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kristine Nyland

39 Rice Dr
Waynesville, NC 28785

828 9267561

V-3279 A-3369

mailto:knyland@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katrina Wesson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:49:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katrina Wesson

515 Valley Mede Dr
Durham, NC 27713

V-3280 A-3370

mailto:katrinawesson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sue-anne solem
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:49:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

sue-anne solem

310 umstead dr
chapel hill,  27516

V-3281 A-3371

mailto:beauxzoe1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eileen Sullivan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:49:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eileen Sullivan

4923 Hamilton Circle
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-3282 A-3372

mailto:roseredkali@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: George Spruill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:50:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

George Spruill

134 Elizabeth Court
Murfreesboro, NC 27855

252-398-3979

V-3283 A-3373

mailto:gmspruill@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lorraine Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:50:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lorraine Clark

2701 Pickett Road. #4040
Durham, NC 27705

9194190007

V-3284 A-3374

mailto:lhclarkcsm@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ada Khoury
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:50:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ada Khoury

p.o. box 646
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-3285 A-3375

mailto:inthemoment007@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Latonya Robinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:52:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Latonya Robinson

1138 White Plains Rd
Charlotte, NC 28213

7048908122

V-3286 A-3376

mailto:Latonya110690@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia McElroy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:53:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia McElroy

4308 Oak Glen Drive
Winston Salem, NC 27107

V-3287 A-3377

mailto:pat51smac@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Conroy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:53:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Conroy

2811 welcome drive
DURHAM, NC 27705

9194931238

V-3288 A-3378

mailto:lrn@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karl Jennings
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:53:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karl Jennings

368 Pasquotank Blvd
HERTFORD, NC 27944

V-3289 A-3379

mailto:kfj35@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alvin Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:53:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alvin Harris

329 Hyder Allen Lane
Hendersonville, NC 28792

828-685-2661

V-3290 A-3380

mailto:alnick@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathleen Hoffmann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:55:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is essential for our families, our environment, for North Carolina's economy, and for our future. No
 amount of hiding your head in the sand will address these needs. Please do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Hoffmann

6506 Mebane Oaks Rd
Mebane, NC 27302

V-3291 A-3381

mailto:hoff6506@mebtel.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Crawford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:55:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Crawford

25 bear creek rd
Asheville, NC 28806

V-3292 A-3382

mailto:Stephaniedecasa@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betsy Buchanan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:55:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betsy Buchanan

7906 Kennebec Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-3293 A-3383

mailto:bnpbuchanan@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dorothy Donaldson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:55:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dorothy Donaldson

86 Gibson Rd
Asheville, NC 28804

8283507887

V-3294 A-3384

mailto:dorothyjoy2u@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: LEA QUINCY
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:56:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

LEA QUINCY

9301 S VICKSBURG PARK CT
CHARLOTTE, NC 28210

V-3295 A-3385

mailto:dukestinks99@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wilbert Stallings
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:56:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wilbert Stallings

443 North Person St.- (Apt 101)
Raleigh, NC 27601

V-3296 A-3386

mailto:stallingswilbert@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry Hannon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:58:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larry Hannon

6823 Needham Dr
Charlotte, NC 28270

V-3297 A-3387

mailto:ms03923@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gloria Shen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:58:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gloria Shen

40 Rocking Porch Lane
Asheville, NC 28805

V-3298 A-3388

mailto:gloshen@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: shelley frazier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:59:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

shelley frazier

2501 Pickett Rd. #4
Durham, NC 27705

V-3299 A-3389

mailto:fshell1602@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jim conley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 3:59:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jim conley

7601 denon hills drive
charlotte, NC 28209

V-3300 A-3390

mailto:jimconley56@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Locklear
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:01:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pamela Locklear

2135 Dandridge Dr
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-3301 A-3391

mailto:malibugirlpdlk@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alice Davidson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:01:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alice Davidson

12327 Jessica Place
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-3302 A-3392

mailto:aliced22@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Parry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:01:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Parry

137 Sandee Dr
Angier, NC 27501

(919) 331-1132

V-3303 A-3393

mailto:dparry1@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keith Levene
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:01:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Keith Levene

405 carolina circle
Durham, NC 27707

V-3304 A-3394

mailto:keithlevene@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cuba Ford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:02:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cuba Ford

297 Maple Ave
Marion, NC 28752

V-3305 A-3395

mailto:caford43@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beverly Sines
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:02:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beverly Sines

634 Flynn Branch Road
Fletcher, NC 28732

V-3306 A-3396

mailto:thelistener@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: christine butler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:02:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

christine butler

350 hall estate
marion,  28752

V-3307 A-3397

mailto:theunpluggedlife@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jon Hubbard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:04:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jon Hubbard

3655 U S Hwy. 13 So
Goldsboro, NC 27530

V-3308 A-3398

mailto:jhub61@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Zizzo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:04:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense. You are just another inept and unqualified Repuplican asshole.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Zizzo

2304 Wrightsville Ave
#106
Wilmington, NC 28403

910-762-6218

V-3309 A-3399

mailto:jzizzo@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: michael wallace
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:07:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

michael wallace

7066 wishing well road
PFAFFTOWN, NC 27040

V-3310 A-3400

mailto:mw74jw@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dan Cozart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:08:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dan Cozart

6120 Breckfield Ct
Charlotte, NC 28278

V-3311 A-3401

mailto:Dan_cozart@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pearl Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:08:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pearl Williams

913 Cypress St
Rockingham, NC 28379

V-3312 A-3402

mailto:pearlwilliams0@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Fail
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:08:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Fail

5616 Hamstead Crossing
Raleigh, NC 27612

9195719590

V-3313 A-3403

mailto:homeinspx@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Schweickert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:09:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Schweickert

1125 Stoneferry Ln
Raleigh, NC 27606

4193040045

V-3314 A-3404

mailto:jeff.schweickert@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christina van Dorsten
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:09:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christina van Dorsten

5500 Fallen Leaf CT
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-3315 A-3405

mailto:nchuskys@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Apperson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:10:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Apperson

1311 lorimer
Raleigh, NC 27606

919-851-6913

V-3316 A-3406

mailto:yankee_rob2002@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat Bullard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:10:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pat Bullard

1685 W Hwy 152
China Grove, NC 28023

V-3317 A-3407

mailto:tarheelia103@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roy Smith Jr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:13:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roy Smith Jr

3602 Windy Trl
New Bern, NC 28560

2526362677

V-3318 A-3408

mailto:southernboundaries@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Khari Cunningham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:13:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Khari Cunningham

821 Korner Rock rd
Kernersville, NC 27284

V-3319 A-3409

mailto:eosnds@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat Bland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:13:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pat Bland

PO box 5058
Emerald Isle, NC 28594

V-3320 A-3410

mailto:Pbland@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Genevieve Bartol
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:13:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Genevieve Bartol

3108 Fairbluff Court
summerfield, NC 27368

336-643-4621

V-3321 A-3411

mailto:gmbartol@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Zola Packman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:13:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Zola Packman

1011 Nicholwood Dr
Raleigh, NC 27605

V-3322 A-3412

mailto:zmpackman@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Francine Toor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:13:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Francine Toor

9910 Glencrest Drive
Huntersville, NC 28078

V-3323 A-3413

mailto:fhtesq@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Wood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:13:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Wood

1415 Barouche CT
Wilmington, NC 28412

9103993200

V-3324 A-3414

mailto:boriscat14@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Just Joe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:14:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Just Joe

301 N. 26th St
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-3325 A-3415

mailto:justjoe@cape-fear.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Garber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:15:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Garber

603 Blackshoals Dr
Cary, NC 27511

19194691337

V-3326 A-3416

mailto:dianegarber@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anita Tetrault
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:16:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anita Tetrault

306 bayshore dr
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-3327 A-3417

mailto:norrisfox62@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Bundy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:16:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Bundy

2123 Constitution Drive
Fayetteville, NC 28301

910-336-6932

V-3328 A-3418

mailto:KumoriArashi@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Ramirez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:16:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Ramirez

P.O Box 4, Manns Harbor, NC, 27953
Manteo, NC 27954

252-455-2876

V-3329 A-3419

mailto:ayalaramirezsh0705@daretolearn.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brett Patterson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:16:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brett Patterson

7315 Terrace Dr
Charlotte, NC 28211

V-3330 A-3420

mailto:bpatterson1020@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Evon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:16:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Evon

606 Brook Street
Morehead City, NC 28557

V-3331 A-3421

mailto:michael.evon@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sean Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:17:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sean Jones

102 WINDY ACRES LN
GOLDSBORO, NC 27534

V-3332 A-3422

mailto:sean1622@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Theresa Hammond
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:19:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

As someone who was born in North Carolina and who has lived here my entire life, I am extremely disappointed
 that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
 requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental
 Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our
 community, and our energy mix. Instead, you would allow bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for
 our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Theresa Hammond

106 Walden Dr
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-3333 A-3423

mailto:tdbiz1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karin Petzold
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:19:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karin Petzold

3517 Mount Prospect Circle
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-3334 A-3424

mailto:kmpetzold@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thayer Jordan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:19:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thayer Jordan

2111 Orange Grove rd. Apt. D-1
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-3335 A-3425

mailto:ttjbear1@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lester Glass
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:22:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lester Glass

232. 14th Avenue. S. E
Hickory
N.C.,  28602

V-3336 A-3426

mailto:lesismore132@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Anthony
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:23:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Anthony

4523  Hope  Valley  Road
#104
Durham, NC 27707

V-3337 A-3427

mailto:winny948@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Chandler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:23:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Chandler

16108 Sunninghill Park Road
Charlotte, NC 28277

7045435229

V-3338 A-3428

mailto:jeffch@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jin Adams Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:25:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jin Adams Parker

1924 Old Kanuga Rd
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-3339 A-3429

mailto:japarker@mail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan André
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:25:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan André

308 O Henry Ave
Davidson, NC 28036

V-3340 A-3430

mailto:aredtailhawk1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Greene
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:25:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Greene

Townsville Rd
Bullock, NC 27507

V-3341 A-3431

mailto:Greenecathy@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Keith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:26:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Keith

110 Woodland Ridge Dr
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526

9195578386

V-3342 A-3432

mailto:sak14@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:26:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Jones

2304 Brandt Village
Greensboro, NC 27455

V-3343 A-3433

mailto:annejones2304@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rita Mullis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:28:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rita Mullis

9830 Hanging Moss Trl
Charlotte, NC 28227

V-3344 A-3434

mailto:ritamullis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: clifton avery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:28:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

clifton avery

150 s water st
boone, NC 28607

V-3345 A-3435

mailto:cliftonkavery@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:28:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Williams

2102 Bryant Street
Madison, NC 27025

V-3346 A-3436

mailto:kitwits@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Little
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:29:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Little

3328 mandeville canyon road
los angeles, CA 90049

V-3347 A-3437

mailto:getupsignup@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meryl Pinque
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:31:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Meryl Pinque

615, Odlin Rd
Bangor, ME 04401

V-3348 A-3438

mailto:merylpinque@yahoo.fr
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: cornelia powell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:31:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

cornelia powell

135 little bear trail
cullowhee, NC 28723

V-3349 A-3439

mailto:cornelia@corneliapowell.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christie Driscoll
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:31:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christie Driscoll

2117 Bay St
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-3350 A-3440

mailto:christie.driscoll@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: june Linhart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:31:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

june Linhart

4501 rivershyre way
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-3351 A-3441

mailto:june.linhart@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Fowler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:31:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Fowler

36009 Hubert Rd
New London, NC 28127

V-3352 A-3442

mailto:Nemesis7293@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Virginia Knox
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:33:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Virginia Knox

2321 Selwyn Ave
Charlotte, NC 28207

V-3353 A-3443

mailto:Va.knox@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Kearse
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:35:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Kearse

2113 Oakcrest Ct
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-3354 A-3444

mailto:eskearse@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian O"Hara
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:37:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian O'Hara

2061 Mares Way
Greenville, NC 27858

V-3355 A-3445

mailto:bri_oh@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: shaun murphy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:37:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

shaun murphy

2345 rolling hill rd
fayetteville, NC 28304

5088166437

V-3356 A-3446

mailto:pnuash8@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jo Northup
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:38:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jo Northup

3648 Yadkinville Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-3357 A-3447

mailto:jamlet@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Suria Stavish
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:39:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pamela Suria Stavish

1285 Duckett Top Tower Road
Hot Springs, NC 28743

V-3358 A-3448

mailto:sstavish1953@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gene Howard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:39:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gene Howard

212 Bradley Farm Rd
Statesville, NC 28625

V-3359 A-3449

mailto:howard.gene06@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anthony Snider
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:43:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anthony Snider

5025 Pine Street
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-3360 A-3450

mailto:asnider@fastmail.fm
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Svitoris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:43:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Svitoris

1314 Tunnel Rd
lot 160
Asheville, NC 28805

V-3361 A-3451

mailto:jsofl22@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jean manickam
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:43:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jean manickam

12317 wingspread way
raleigh, NC 27614

V-3362 A-3452

mailto:jmanickam2000@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lyndsey Lawson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:43:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lyndsey Lawson

1300 Foley Rd
Orrum, NC 28369

V-3363 A-3453

mailto:lca_097@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annette Quale
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:45:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Annette Quale

12800 Meadow Creek Ln #102
Pineville, NC 28134

7042813733

V-3364 A-3454

mailto:2kwalee@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: CHARLES & VIOLA ROBSON
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:45:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

CHARLES & VIOLA ROBSON

6226 NC 45 N
BELHAVEN, NC 27810

V-3365 A-3455

mailto:vncrobson@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Liddle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:45:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I don't suppose you've ever sat up all night in the ER with your child who can't breathe.
I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Liddle

1807 Fisher Creek ROad
Sylva, NC 28779

V-3366 A-3456

mailto:nancyliddle@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jenifer Haggard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:46:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please protect our clean air and water, and stop the hanky panky with big business polluters:

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jenifer Haggard

100 Starboard Circle
Oriental, NC 28571

V-3367 A-3457

mailto:svpastime@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Naomi Avissar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:46:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Naomi Avissar

313 bond lake dr
Cary, NC 27513

V-3368 A-3458

mailto:Meerkat71@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Claire Jentsch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:46:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Claire Jentsch

3906 Springstop Lane
Durham, NC 27705

9194897186

V-3369 A-3459

mailto:fitzjent@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marilyn Talbot
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:46:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Talbot

118 Thames Ln
Chocowinity, NC 27817

V-3370 A-3460

mailto:marilyn.jrzygl@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Flowers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:47:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Flowers

623 Apple St
Gibsonville, NC 27249

V-3371 A-3461

mailto:Captcapella@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marian Wenink
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:49:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marian Wenink

1034 prestwick ct
Clemmons, NC 27012

V-3372 A-3462

mailto:twenink@email.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Multer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:49:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Multer

1022 Bramblewood Ct
Lenoir, NC 28645

V-3373 A-3463

mailto:kamuler@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Sims
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:49:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Sims

126 Basswood Ter
Wilkesboro, NC 28697

4349969590

V-3374 A-3464

mailto:simswood@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeanne Hervey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:50:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeanne Hervey

411 Carolina Circle
Durham, NC 27707

V-3375 A-3465

mailto:jhervey1@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: carole jordan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:51:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

carole jordan

5541 little trl ne
riegelwood, NC 28456

V-3376 A-3466

mailto:ohhooh.carole@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:51:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Davis

3908 Lancaster Dr
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-3377 A-3467

mailto:sarahcharlottee@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Ferger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:52:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Ferger

25039 Champlaign Dr
Southfield, MI 48034

2483555468

V-3378 A-3468

mailto:dferger@mail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Greene
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:52:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric Greene

PO Box 175
Fountain, NC 27829

2528235166

V-3379 A-3469

mailto:greenee@edgecombe.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Vickery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:53:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Gov. McCrory, please do the Right thing and protect the citizens of NC against carbon pollution.
I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Vickery

2407 Legacy Oaks Pl
Asheville, NC 28803

8283186202

V-3380 A-3470

mailto:lindavickery4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Wood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:53:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joseph Wood

supply n c
supply, NC 28462

V-3381 A-3471

mailto:joe.wood68@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betsy W Moser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:55:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betsy W Moser

41A Fountain Manor Dr
Greensboro, NC 27405

336 288-8490

V-3382 A-3472

mailto:betsywmoser@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Benjamin Conley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:55:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Benjamin Conley

309 Garrou Ave
Valdese, NC 28690

V-3383 A-3473

mailto:conleyb@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rexanne Bishop
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:56:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rexanne Bishop

2705 Asbury Terrace
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-3384 A-3474

mailto:AnnAhaExperience@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kaye Ratliff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:56:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kaye Ratliff

502 Leak Ave
Wadesboro, NC 28170

V-3385 A-3475

mailto:kratliff@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Socorro Sepulveda
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:58:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Socorro Sepulveda

502 birch wood dr
High point, NC 27262

V-3386 A-3476

mailto:freckledorange@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marlene Jaar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:59:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marlene Jaar

513 Shumont Estates Dr
Lake Lure, NC 28746

828-625-3474

V-3387 A-3477

mailto:raymarj@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Jacobson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:00:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Jacobson

508 Metcalf St
New Bern, NC 28560

252-633-1033

V-3388 A-3478

mailto:jjjacobson@washjeff.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:00:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Allen

6824 Gloucester Road
Raleigh, NC 27612

9193896355

V-3389 A-3479

mailto:su.allen50@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Genevieve Patterson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:01:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Genevieve Patterson

4815 Montclair ave
Charlotte, NC 28211

V-3390 A-3480

mailto:gselme@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Barker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:01:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Barker

23 13th Avenue
Southern Shores, NC 27948

703-987-0134

V-3391 A-3481

mailto:lindaobx@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Oden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:02:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Oden

909 Longview St
Greensboro, NC 27403

3363231131

V-3392 A-3482

mailto:ajadan@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beverly Hammond
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:03:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beverly Hammond

100 Club Drive, Suite 17
Burnsville, NC 28714

8286823311

V-3393 A-3483

mailto:beverlyhammond@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kari Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:03:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kari Williams

11 Park Road
Asheville, NC 28803

V-3394 A-3484

mailto:karidmd@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emily Ohare
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:03:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Emily Ohare

309 Bolin Forest Drive
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-3395 A-3485

mailto:eohare2@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Raulerson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:04:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Raulerson

15368 Cruso rd
Canton, NC 28716

8287347543

V-3396 A-3486

mailto:der666666@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Braden Craig
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:04:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Braden Craig

2303 Westover Terrace
Burlington, NC 27215

V-3397 A-3487

mailto:bcraig34@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jo Ann Mount
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:05:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jo Ann Mount

1238 West 4th St
Winston-Salem, NC 27101

336-972-5696

V-3398 A-3488

mailto:Joannmountusa@netscape.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Wimberly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:05:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Wimberly

100 W 17th St. Apt # 34
Newton, NC 28658

V-3399 A-3489

mailto:cyndwimd1@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sami Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:07:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sami Jones

500 Cobb St
Apt 118
Durham, NC 27701

9196339547

V-3400 A-3490

mailto:samijones099@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Freund
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:08:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Freund

105 Covenant Rock Ln
Holly Springs, NC 27540

V-3401 A-3491

mailto:steph.freund@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: George Rector
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:08:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

George Rector

947 Bo Cove Road
Cullowhee, NC 28723

V-3402 A-3492

mailto:byrdrector@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Len Gregorio
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:09:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Len Gregorio

1332 Cape Fear National Dr
Leland, NC 28451

9103991077

V-3403 A-3493

mailto:lenbarphyg@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kay Doost
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:09:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kay Doost

1618 Marion Street
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-3404 A-3494

mailto:fkdoost@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peg Gjertsen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:10:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peg Gjertsen

3347 Ridgecrest Ct
Raleigh, NC 27607

9197851664

V-3405 A-3495

mailto:peg.gjertsen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dana Myrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:13:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dana Myrick

236 Red Fox Run Drive
Wallace, NC 28466

V-3406 A-3496

mailto:eganddbmyrick@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Crowley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:13:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Crowley

4412 Densmore Place
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-3407 A-3497

mailto:crowleyam@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Bigg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:14:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Bigg

po box 265
Hot Springs, NC 28743

V-3408 A-3498

mailto:mrsbigg@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steven Linden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:14:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steven Linden

501 Burge Mountain Road
Hendersoville, NC 28792

V-3409 A-3499

mailto:slinden@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bill Schmaltz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:15:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Carbon emissions and climate change are threatening every aspect of human existence. We all need to act to reduce
 this.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bill Schmaltz

2622 Buford Drive
Morganton, NC 28655

V-3410 A-3500

mailto:kainin55@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robin Jeffers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:15:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robin Jeffers

8682 Grayson Park Dr
Wilmington, NC 28411

9105477147

V-3411 A-3501

mailto:emailthistorobin@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nathan Maxwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:16:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nathan Maxwell

2304 E 4th St
Greenville, NC 27858

V-3412 A-3502

mailto:anathanahtana@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: j. doug ezell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:17:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

j. doug ezell

12 s. lexington ave #201
asheville, NC 28801

V-3413 A-3503

mailto:jdougee@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Gooch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:17:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Gooch

5010 Seaward Ct
Southport, NC 28461

V-3414 A-3504

mailto:JAGinNorthCarolina@gmai.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Theresa Weissman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:19:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Theresa Weissman

115 Cimarron drive
Asheville, NC 28803

8284247209

V-3415 A-3505

mailto:terba743@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Raymond riddle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:19:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Raymond riddle

2815 hollybrook lane
Morganton, NC 28655

V-3416 A-3506

mailto:ray_riddle@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shantaal Leal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:19:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shantaal Leal

4726 Peyton Place
#3
Shelby, NC 28150

V-3417 A-3507

mailto:shantaalleal@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kayla Benton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:20:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kayla Benton

3520 Stratford Blvd
Wilmington, NC 28403

9102007775

V-3418 A-3508

mailto:Kayla.l.Benton@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DIANE MITCHELL
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:20:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

DIANE MITCHELL

3533 SUNSET
High Point, NC 27265

V-3419 A-3509

mailto:unforgettable.grateful@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kate Ladd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:21:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kate Ladd

PO BOX 93
174 oneal lane
aydlett, NC 27916

V-3420 A-3510

mailto:lizard1@mchsi.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martin Evans
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:21:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martin Evans

P O  Box 1178
Hampstead, NC 28443

9102629999

V-3421 A-3511

mailto:martinevans9999@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wilfred Robin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:21:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

RE: EPA Region 4's 10/30 letter to Secretary van der Vaart. 

Read between the lines.  Your administration's total "fox in charge of the hen house" approach to "environmental
 quality" may lead to the federal government, with cause, removing NC's authority to administer the CAA and
 CWA.  That would protect the environment, but it wouldn't do much for the GOP's electoral future in our state.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wilfred Robin

549 11th Ave., Cir., NW
Hickory, NC 28601

V-3422 A-3512

mailto:wilrobin@twave.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Grillot
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:21:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a retired Economist, I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon
 pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and
 the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon
 emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Grillot

4 Clubside Drive
Asheville, NC 28804

828-281-4972

V-3423 A-3513

mailto:grillot@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Ann Minor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:21:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Ann Minor

10372 Singletree Lane
Davidson,  28036

V-3424 A-3514

mailto:cminor27@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kevin McDonough
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:22:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kevin McDonough

75 Haywood St., Apt. 903
Asheville, NC 28801

(239)849-4407

V-3425 A-3515

mailto:BadNewsRacing1320@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine Foote
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:23:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christine Foote

4 Gerry Court
Pinehurst, NC 28374

9104202429

V-3426 A-3516

mailto:ccelia.foote@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Henry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:23:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, and our energy mix, and instead allows bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Henry

100 Kanuga Falls Lane
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-3427 A-3517

mailto:elizbuth@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Franklin Hanna
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:25:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Franklin Hanna

317 Church St
Locust, NC 28097

17042547672

V-3428 A-3518

mailto:darthcthulhu@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Barber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:27:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Barber

79 Sweet Pea Lane
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-3429 A-3519

mailto:danielbmus@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Diefenbach
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:27:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janet Diefenbach

1975 NC Hwy 9
Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-3430 A-3520

mailto:Jandief@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Allison Delavan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:31:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Allison Delavan

192 Crystal Falls
Fairview, NC 28730

V-3431 A-3521

mailto:sweaterjunky@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Trick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:31:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Trick

4 Overton Way - #308
Asheville, NC 28803

V-3432 A-3522

mailto:cathytrick@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ginger Evans
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:31:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ginger Evans

414 Shasta Lane
Charlotte, NC 28211

V-3433 A-3523

mailto:ginger.evans@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hart Palmer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:32:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hart Palmer

4919 silver fox lane
Efland, NC 27243

V-3434 A-3524

mailto:hpalmer@mebtel.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lorelei Nemcik
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:32:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lorelei Nemcik

605 Runningbrook Lane
Rural Hall, NC 27045

8653135367

V-3435 A-3525

mailto:lnemcik@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marie Brothers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:34:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marie Brothers

281 Simms Fork Rd
N.C.,  28714

V-3436 A-3526

mailto:Reeniemae51@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tish Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:35:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very, very, very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina
 up to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the
 Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for
 North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what
 is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Have you no sense of responsibility to our children, grandchildren, and their children? Is money actually more
 important to you than the air we breath, the earth we live on, and the wate we drink? How do you live with
 yourselves if you feel no stewardship responsibilities?!

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tish Wilson

1020 Kirby Branch Road
Zionville, NC 28698

V-3437 A-3527

mailto:323kdj37@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Neva Duncan Tabb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:35:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Neva Duncan Tabb

31 Midland Drive
Waynesville, NC 28785

V-3438 A-3528

mailto:rivendellnc@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandy Steers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:36:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandy Steers

200 Tunnel Rd
ASHEVILLE, NC 28805

V-3439 A-3529

mailto:ssteers@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathleen Broniak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:37:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Broniak

315 Millet Dr
Morrisville, NC 27560

V-3440 A-3530

mailto:kbroniak@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darley Adare
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:37:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darley Adare

2625 Bucknell Ave
Charlotte, NC 28207

7043774645

V-3441 A-3531

mailto:darley@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Gehrman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:37:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Gehrman

3300 Alex Drive
Hillsborough, NC 27278

9197329218

V-3442 A-3532

mailto:dwgehrman@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charlie Kelly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:37:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charlie Kelly

382 Boundary St
Haw River, NC 27258

V-3443 A-3533

mailto:charliekelly1345@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Wiles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:37:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Wiles

5205 Langford Ter
Durham, NC 27713

V-3444 A-3534

mailto:jwiles3rd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martha Brimm
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:38:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martha Brimm

7 Surrey Lane
Durham, NC 27707

V-3445 A-3535

mailto:mcb44444@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Casey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:39:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Casey

3725 Cattail Ln
Greenville, NC 27858

2523642128

V-3446 A-3536

mailto:bratkat90210@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Cerridwen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:39:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

We know McCrory is a puppet of Duke Energy, but maybe he'll get some sense and a conscience and realize the
 importance of ENVIRONMENT FIRST.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Cerridwen

54 Woodcreek
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-3447 A-3537

mailto:bcerridwen@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: howard gold
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:41:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

howard gold

2516 lakeshore
greensboro, NC 27407

V-3448 A-3538

mailto:zookeeper719@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Burnette
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:41:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Burnette

4711 Edwards Mill Rd, Apt B
Raleigh, NC 27612

9197824996

V-3449 A-3539

mailto:mom@acb.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:43:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Wilson

476 Ivy Hill Road
Marshall, NC 28753

8282795486

V-3450 A-3540

mailto:dpwilson476@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Soroos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:43:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Soroos

2876 Wycliff Road
Raleigh, NC 27607

9197875150

V-3451 A-3541

mailto:soroos@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Madeline Perkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:43:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Madeline Perkins

1644 Greasy Creek
Bakersville, NC 28705

V-3452 A-3542

mailto:madelineperkins19@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JULIANNA BENEFIELD
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:44:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JULIANNA BENEFIELD

104 Willoughby Lane
CARY, NC 27513

V-3453 A-3543

mailto:kajbene@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gale Criddle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:45:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gale Criddle

711 W. Academy St
Fuquay-Varina, NC 27526

V-3454 A-3544

mailto:gcridd@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joyce Atkinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:45:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joyce Atkinson

7125 Trumble Woods
CONNELLY SPRINGS, NC 28612

V-3455 A-3545

mailto:joyceatkinson@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jenny Weaver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:46:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jenny Weaver

309 Fairview Rd
Thomasville, NC 27360

V-3456 A-3546

mailto:jweaverartist@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Grim
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:47:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Grim

403A Harper Ave
Carolina Beach, NC 28428

9193494798

V-3457 A-3547

mailto:wwmn86@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tammy Hopman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:49:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tammy Hopman

120 Martin Ridge Rd
State ROAD, NC 28676

V-3458 A-3548

mailto:canahvalley2@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Barr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:49:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Barr

4320 Eastridge Drive
Gastonia, NC 28056

V-3459 A-3549

mailto:princessveronica722@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Loretta Murrell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:49:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Loretta Murrell

6711 BROOKMEADE PL
RALEIGH, NC 27612

9198466846

V-3460 A-3550

mailto:lmurrell@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Mansuetti
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:49:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Mansuetti

12784 Spirit Bound Way
Charlotte, NC 28273

V-3461 A-3551

mailto:Cmansuetti@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Douglas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:49:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Douglas

2019 Stoney Creek Drive NW
Concord, NC 28027

V-3462 A-3552

mailto:ddouglas5471@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betsy Beach
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:49:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betsy Beach

118 Wisconsin Street
Spindale, NC 28160

V-3463 A-3553

mailto:blbeach@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Isis Mary Dudek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:50:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Isis Mary Dudek

18 Molasses Branch Road
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-3464 A-3554

mailto:iamisismary@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lief Fitzpatricvk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:50:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lief Fitzpatricvk

1408 Love Road
Monroe, NC 28110

V-3465 A-3555

mailto:lief96@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Israel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:53:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Israel

4412 Brimmer St
Durham, NC 27703

4109808455

V-3466 A-3556

mailto:kac15228@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Grace Egly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:55:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Grace Egly

12401 Glanlivet Way
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-3467 A-3557

mailto:gegly99@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: bryan cash
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:55:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

bryan cash

1014 chelsea pl
Matthews, NC 28105

V-3468 A-3558

mailto:bcash135@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Gillikin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:55:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Gillikin

110 Amelia Ln
New Bern, NC 28560

252-633-5956

V-3469 A-3559

mailto:cgillikin6@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: robert stratton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:55:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

robert stratton

2436 gold cup ct
matthews, NC 28105

V-3470 A-3560

mailto:rstratton2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Newman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:56:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.  Duke Power could CLOSE ALL its dirty coal plants instead of whining about what they can't
 do and deploy more solar and wind power generators quickly to fill the energy gap, instead of trying to kill solar
 across the state. You should plan for this and require Duke to do it.  You could be a CLEAN ENERGY LEADER
 instead of a dragger of butt.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Newman

710 Powell Drive
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-3471 A-3561

mailto:dnewman27606@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lesia Mills
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:57:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lesia Mills

PO Box 1183
Clayton, NC 27528

V-3472 A-3562

mailto:zadazoo19@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Pezzi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:58:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Pezzi

96 Pine Lake Drive
Whispering Pines, NC 28327

9106887017

V-3473 A-3563

mailto:katpezzi@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Don McKelvey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:58:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Don McKelvey

765 East 236 St
Euclid, OH 44123

V-3474 A-3564

mailto:donmckelvey38@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Henley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:59:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Henley

33 Buck Snort Knob
P. O. Box 940
Rosman, NC 28772

V-3475 A-3565

mailto:Laxa@comporium.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Edwards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 5:59:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angela Edwards

1046 Old Zebulon Rd
Wendell, NC 27591

V-3476 A-3566

mailto:angela.simmons.edwards@ssa.gov
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:01:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Anderson

1119 Midland Ter
Durham, NC 27704

V-3477 A-3567

mailto:carinapup@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Phillips Yaggy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:01:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Phillips Yaggy

143 Fearrington Post
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-3478 A-3568

mailto:spyaggy@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scott Ferguson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:01:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Scott Ferguson

1727 Orchard Dr
lenoir, NC 28645

V-3479 A-3569

mailto:swfer1@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darlene Coyne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:01:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darlene Coyne

1101-G Scaleybark Rd
CLT, NC 28209

V-3480 A-3570

mailto:dkcoyne@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Oehler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:01:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Oehler

2605 Vineyard Blvd
Asheville, NC 28805

V-3481 A-3571

mailto:dancewater2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Johns
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:02:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Johns

317 Charleston dr
Clayton, NC 27527

V-3482 A-3572

mailto:girljohns@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jo Ann Pressley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:03:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jo Ann Pressley

2675 Paula dr
Gastonia, NC 28054

V-3483 A-3573

mailto:jacp44@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wayne Spranger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:03:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wayne Spranger

9 Kandes Ct
Durham, NC 27713

9193612142

V-3484 A-3574

mailto:wspranger2012@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Mitchell-Olds
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:03:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Mitchell-Olds

1207 Alabama Ave
Durham, NC 27705

V-3485 A-3575

mailto:Mitchcmo@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Luscombe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:04:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Luscombe

6028 Mcdaniel Ln Lot 167
Charlotte, NC 28213

6028286388

V-3486 A-3576

mailto:jluscombe87@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sara Waters
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:05:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sara Waters

4880 Slocum Trail
Atkinson, NC 28421

V-3487 A-3577

mailto:sgwaters369@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phillip Kinnaird
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:07:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Phillip Kinnaird

1662 Tulls creek rd
Moyock, NC 27958

2522323392

V-3488 A-3578

mailto:pwkinnaird@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherri Boyce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:07:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sherri Boyce

1291 E BSL
Southport, NC 28461

V-3489 A-3579

mailto:surfersherri@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ellen Osborne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:07:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ellen Osborne

6731
Hunt Rd
Pleasant Garden, NC 27313

(336) 317-9231

V-3490 A-3580

mailto:peaceeao7@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Talley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:09:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Talley

8905 Camden Creek Lane 103
Charlotte, NC 28273

V-3491 A-3581

mailto:cjogger@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steven Wiliams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:11:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steven Wiliams

16 Ivy crest lane
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-3492 A-3582

mailto:stevenoshana@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Burnett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:11:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve Burnett

4336 Galax Drive
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-3493 A-3583

mailto:burnett@pobox.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: G.W. Cheney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:13:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

G.W. Cheney

315 Hickory Lane
Boone, NC 28607

8287734120

V-3494 A-3584

mailto:gwcheney@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Myra Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:15:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Myra Scott

128 Shelton st
Waynesville, NC 28786

V-3495 A-3585

mailto:Myraascott@hotmail.con
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jan Ross
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:15:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jan Ross

251 Jims Branch Rd
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-3496 A-3586

mailto:janross999@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Jordan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:17:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Jordan

1112 Sheffield Court
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-3497 A-3587

mailto:susanevansjordan@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzy Lawrence
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:18:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzy Lawrence

8622 Ryan Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9196196788

V-3498 A-3588

mailto:suzylrn@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Lavinder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:19:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gary Lavinder

348 South Greenbriar Road
Statesville, NC 28625

V-3499 A-3589

mailto:lavindergary@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vickie Shull
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:21:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vickie Shull

812 Salem Church Road
Hurdle Mills, NC 27541

V-3500 A-3590

mailto:vps49@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jock Simmons
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:21:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jock Simmons

1903 Todd St
Newton, NC 28658

V-3501 A-3591

mailto:unclelegend@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Penny Beck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:22:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Penny Beck

2418 Beckner Rd
Lexington, NC 27292

V-3502 A-3592

mailto:Pcraverbeck1947@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sarah kazdan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:25:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

sarah kazdan

811 Oxbow Crossing Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-3503 A-3593

mailto:sarahemail@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Portlyn Cruise
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:25:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Portlyn Cruise

3927 Hathaway Hills Dr
Charlotte, NC 28214

7042228494

V-3504 A-3594

mailto:portlync@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shirl Ches
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:25:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shirl Ches

1400 Lake Emory Rd
Franklin, NC 28734

8285249991

V-3505 A-3595

mailto:chesbord@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Pannullo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:25:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Pannullo

61 Lookout dr
Asheville, NC 28804

8283376749

V-3506 A-3596

mailto:lpannullo@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kermit myers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:27:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kermit myers

211 north park drive
Greensboro, NC 27401

V-3507 A-3597

mailto:piedmontman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Carter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:28:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Carter

155 Jims tr
Westfield, NC 27053

V-3508 A-3598

mailto:rgjcarter@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shirley Bayless
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:29:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shirley Bayless

1102 Rollins Ave
Hamlet, NC 28345

V-3509 A-3599

mailto:sbayless1008@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: alice perkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:31:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

alice perkins

4210 sugarstone ln apt 111
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-3510 A-3600

mailto:watery4@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: deborah hankins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:31:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

deborah hankins

349 scottsdale drive
wilmington, NC 28411

V-3511 A-3601

mailto:hankidbr@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sybil West
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:33:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sybil West

6623 Zack Rd
Oak Ridge, NC 27310

V-3512 A-3602

mailto:Sybilwestpots@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine Voss
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:33:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christine Voss

106 Locust Ct
Pine Knoll Shores, NC 28512

V-3513 A-3603

mailto:christinemvoss@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Goodman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:33:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Goodman

135 Wilson Circle
Arapahoe, NC 28510

9103891264

V-3514 A-3604

mailto:dggoodman@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Maness
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:34:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Maness

111 Walnut Creek Dr
Goldsboro, NC 27534

9197789859

V-3515 A-3605

mailto:mitzi671@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: michelle wright
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:34:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

michelle wright

203A Justice St
chapel hill, NC 27516

3362490871

V-3516 A-3606

mailto:michellewookie@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Wait
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:37:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Wait

77 Thoroughbred Circle
Arden, NC 28704

V-3517 A-3607

mailto:karenwait@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pam Dix
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:38:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pam Dix

11127 Aprilia Lane
Cornelius, NC 28031

(704) 604-5277

V-3518 A-3608

mailto:pamdix@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Bentley-Johnston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:39:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Bentley-Johnston

412 1/2 Chamberlain St
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-3519 A-3609

mailto:kerrensdtr@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Peterson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:41:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Peterson

404 Wood Lark Ct
Indian Trail, NC 28079

V-3520 A-3610

mailto:lpeterson@wcsr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ian Conant
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:41:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ian Conant

5724 GONDOLIER DRIVE
NEW BERN, NC 28560

3038703130

V-3521 A-3611

mailto:ijconant@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan King
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:43:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan King

102 Alaska Ln
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

919-914-6031

V-3522 A-3612

mailto:sukakeng@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Reid Leggett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:43:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Reid Leggett

1701 Brandon Rd
Charlotte, NC 28207

V-3523 A-3613

mailto:Reidleggett@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sharon beauchemin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:43:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

sharon beauchemin

1411 Eastcrest Dr
Apt. T-2
Charlotte, NC 28205

9806138027

V-3524 A-3614

mailto:jorshar73@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacalyn Strouble
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:44:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

The citizens of North Carolina deserve better.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacalyn Strouble

541 Meadow Branch Rd
Pittsboro, NC 73122

V-3525 A-3615

mailto:ajaks7@juno.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kent Snyder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:45:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kent Snyder

8505 Glenlake Ct
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-3526 A-3616

mailto:kbsnyder@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Larson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:45:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Larson

304A N Hillcrest Dr
Goldsboro, NC 27534

9192881852

V-3527 A-3617

mailto:larson266@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Loretta Holland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:45:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Loretta Holland

P.O. Box 1091
Franklin, NC 28744

V-3528 A-3618

mailto:lorsomething@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jerry Bolick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:45:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jerry Bolick

210 Timber Ridge Drive
Lenoir, NC 28645

V-3529 A-3619

mailto:jansson57@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:49:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janet Smith

1602 Hollybriar Lane
Greenville, NC 27858

V-3530 A-3620

mailto:ncsierracg@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Sauls
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:49:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Sauls

3010 Grant Avenue
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-3531 A-3621

mailto:jbs316074@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Edelstein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:49:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Edelstein

308 Heidinger Drive
Cary, NC 27511

V-3532 A-3622

mailto:macturtle@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clare Trautmann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:49:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Clare Trautmann

110 Bowline Rd
New Bern, NC 28562

V-3533 A-3623

mailto:sailescape1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Hurtt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:52:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Hurtt

2712 Quail Point Drive
Raleigh, NC 27603

9197632596

V-3534 A-3624

mailto:kimmer760@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Claude Morris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:55:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Claude Morris

8301 Hertford Dr
Efland, NC 27243

V-3535 A-3625

mailto:vonkatzen@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Herring
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:55:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Herring

191 Persimmon Circle
Statesville, NC 28625

V-3536 A-3626

mailto:caherring@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacob Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:57:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacob Johnson

815 Old Welcome Rd
Lithia, FL 33547

V-3537 A-3627

mailto:jacob51johnson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Bass
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 6:59:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Bass

15 Sassy Lane
Asheville, NC 28805

V-3538 A-3628

mailto:njbass119@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roxy Darling
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:01:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roxy Darling

936 Waterlily Rd
coinjock, NC 27923

V-3539 A-3629

mailto:roxyd@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edith Simpson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:01:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edith Simpson

15 Springdale Rd
Asheville, NC 28805

828 505-3393

V-3540 A-3630

mailto:mailedie@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel George
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:01:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel George

9140 hickory ln. Se
Winnabow, NC 28479

9103672154

V-3541 A-3631

mailto:herondang@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Kessel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:02:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Kessel

616 Walapai Dr
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526

V-3542 A-3632

mailto:paulkinnc@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kevin McGeehan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:02:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kevin McGeehan

32 Chatham Road
Asheville, NC 28804

V-3543 A-3633

mailto:kem134@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jim prah
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:02:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jim prah

meacham
chapel hill, NC 27514

V-3544 A-3634

mailto:jimprah@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jimmy Blue
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:05:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jimmy Blue

505 East Church Street
Rowland, NC 28383

V-3545 A-3635

mailto:mrmcdeon@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Fred Chauncey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:05:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Fred Chauncey

1416 Whittington Dr
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-3546 A-3636

mailto:chauncey@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah H. Chilton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:05:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah H. Chilton

169 Caldwell Rd
Brasstown, NC 28902

V-3547 A-3637

mailto:dhctarheel@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Maupin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:07:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane Maupin

450 Woods Walk Way
Taylorsville, NC 28681

V-3548 A-3638

mailto:janemaupin@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marcia Kummerle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:07:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marcia Kummerle

27 Ivan Bridge Drive
Barnardsville, NC 28709

828-626-4303

V-3549 A-3639

mailto:goodfibrations@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William O"Dell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:07:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William O'Dell

1528 McCall Rd
Cashiers, NC 28717

V-3550 A-3640

mailto:Williamfredodell@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Durfee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:07:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Durfee

2100 collingdale Pl
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-3551 A-3641

mailto:dddurfee@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stan Styers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:08:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stan Styers

710 Nottingham Road
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-3552 A-3642

mailto:Ssteton@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Luckett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:09:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Luckett

4105 Galway Dr
Greensboro, NC 27406

3366329713

V-3553 A-3643

mailto:luckett05@twc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JOHN ALDEN
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:10:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JOHN ALDEN

63 HOLLYBROOK DR
ASHEVILLE, NC 28803

V-3554 A-3644

mailto:jsalden@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeremy Dippold
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:11:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeremy Dippold

215 Virginia Pine Dr
Clayton,  27520

V-3555 A-3645

mailto:jerrybose442@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Gonzalez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:11:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Gonzalez

3878 Longwood Drive SW
Concord, NC 28027

V-3556 A-3646

mailto:superscrounger@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Yarnell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:13:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Yarnell

5722 Hideaway Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9199422796

V-3557 A-3647

mailto:syarnell@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Lane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:13:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Lane

3904 Brandt Lake Ct
Greensboro, NC 27410

3362822686

V-3558 A-3648

mailto:lanedesign@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David GREEN
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:13:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David GREEN

1501 Rhem Ave
NEW BERN, NC 28560

V-3559 A-3649

mailto:tumbleweeddave@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeffrey Snow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:13:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Snow

3108 Hunters Bluff Dr
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-3560 A-3650

mailto:jlsnow@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Rickman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:13:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Rickman

PO Box 1235
Bryson City, NC 28713

V-3561 A-3651

mailto:arickman18@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael T Watson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:15:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael T Watson

2305 Liberty Ch Rd
Hickory, NC 28601

V-3562 A-3652

mailto:MtWatson13@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry McMullen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:15:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larry McMullen

POB 1012
Lenoir, NC 28645

V-3563 A-3653

mailto:mcmullenlarry@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Renee McGuire
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:17:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Renee McGuire

110 Taft St
Eden, NC 27288

V-3564 A-3654

mailto:renee.m.mcguire@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Russell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:19:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Russell

3307 Winburn Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-3565 A-3655

mailto:ecrussell13@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Harvey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:19:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Harvey

102 Ayr Court
Cary, NC 27511

9193887618

V-3566 A-3656

mailto:Barharvey@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ruby Todd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:21:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ruby Todd

260 Pine Lake Road
Southport, NC 28461

V-3567 A-3657

mailto:reallyruby@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Jordan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:21:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Jordan

6 Bartlett Mtn Rd
asheville, NC 28805

V-3568 A-3658

mailto:john.jordan38@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phillip Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:23:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Phillip Davis

239 Bowers Lane
Ellerbe, NC 28338

V-3569 A-3659

mailto:Phillipdavis100@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Quante
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:23:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Quante

102 Emerald Circle
Durham, NC 27713

V-3570 A-3660

mailto:Hikaru28@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bruce Bijesse
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:23:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bruce Bijesse

35 WindSong Dr
Fairview, NC 28730

V-3571 A-3661

mailto:Mikruce@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:25:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Johnson

2455 Holloway Mtn Rd
Blowing Rock, NC 28605

V-3572 A-3662

mailto:tcjbdog@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James & Sharon Parzino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:25:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James & Sharon Parzino

127 Shae's Landing Dr
211
Surf City, NC 28445

V-3573 A-3663

mailto:streetwise@mail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James McManus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:25:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James McManus

6583 Derby LN NW
Concord, NC 28027

V-3574 A-3664

mailto:punchymac@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karlene Gray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:27:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karlene Gray

18 Parkway Loop
Asheville, NC 28803

V-3575 A-3665

mailto:maligirl40@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Borys
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:28:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Borys

4406 Lake Brandt Road
Greensboro, NC 27455

3362825984

V-3576 A-3666

mailto:Busterw@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elaine Rothenberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:28:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elaine Rothenberg

141 Scenic Vista Trail
Blowing Rock, NC 28605

8283559303

V-3577 A-3667

mailto:erothenberg1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: marion Holmes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:29:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

marion Holmes

216 COX AVE
Raleigh, NC 27605

V-3578 A-3668

mailto:holmesmarion51@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: MARQUIS WILLIAMS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:30:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

MARQUIS WILLIAMS

624 E. SPRAGUE ST
WINSTON-SALEM, NC 27107

3364237583

V-3579 A-3669

mailto:marquiswilliams43@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shannon Harper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:31:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shannon Harper

511 Old Mill
Castle Hayne, NC 28429

9102975502

V-3580 A-3670

mailto:sharper91@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Griffith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:31:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Griffith

315 Obie Dr
Durham, NC 27713

V-3581 A-3671

mailto:jbgrif@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lawrence Littlehale
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:31:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lawrence Littlehale

522 Woodlawn Ave SW
Concord, NC 28025

704-490-3773

V-3582 A-3672

mailto:llittlehale@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicholas DeVito
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:33:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nicholas DeVito

125 Rama Ct
Morrisville, NC 27560

8136102613

V-3583 A-3673

mailto:ncdevito@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laurie Rieman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:33:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laurie Rieman

287 Tuskeegee Acres Road
Robbinsville, NC 28771

V-3584 A-3674

mailto:laurierieman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bruce & Carole Larivee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:34:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bruce & Carole Larivee

126 Liberty Church Road
Waynesville, NC 28785

V-3585 A-3675

mailto:larivee@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kevin Harvey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:35:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kevin Harvey

907 NW Maynard Road
Cary, NC 27513

V-3586 A-3676

mailto:Harveyism@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gail Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:35:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gail Harris

904 Abbey Circle
Asheville, NC 28805

V-3587 A-3677

mailto:harrisg5@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Ackerman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:37:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Ackerman

7125 Trumble Woods
Connellys Springs, NC 28612

V-3588 A-3678

mailto:mark.medic@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: milton spann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:38:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

milton spann

77 lambeth dr
Asheville,  28803

V-3589 A-3679

mailto:bunkspann@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Bierer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:39:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Bierer

5405 Stuarts Ridge Rd
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-3590 A-3680

mailto:lbierer@sttimothys.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sara Hall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:43:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sara Hall

5 Maybury Ct
Arden, NC 28704

V-3591 A-3681

mailto:Roselestch@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Grace Hepler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:43:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Grace Hepler

1879 Harper Road
Clemmons, NC 27012

V-3592 A-3682

mailto:gehepler@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diana Emerson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:43:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diana Emerson

438 Dorothea Dr
Raleigh, NC 27601

9195396387

V-3593 A-3683

mailto:dee22nyc67@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Renee Silverstein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:43:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Renee Silverstein

937 Tanworth Dr
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-3594 A-3684

mailto:al.renee@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Bonzo-Savage
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:45:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Bonzo-Savage

2041 Bethesda Ch. Rd
Madison, NC 27025

336 427-2420

V-3595 A-3685

mailto:ebs_nc@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Travis Holland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:46:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Travis Holland

PO Box 495
Salemburg, NC 28385

9102577839

V-3596 A-3686

mailto:tholland87@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ryan Draper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:49:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ryan Draper

101 Foxridge Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

9199680690

V-3597 A-3687

mailto:raptorred01@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dawn Berliner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:51:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dawn Berliner

4217 13th St
Nags Head, NC 27959

V-3598 A-3688

mailto:Dawnberliner@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ellyn Kirschner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:51:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ellyn Kirschner

326 tranquil ave
Charlotte   NC, NC 28209

V-3599 A-3689

mailto:bestressless@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Micolucci
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:51:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Micolucci

21201 Baltic dr
Cornelius, NC 28031

V-3600 A-3690

mailto:chrismicolucci@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Bradshaw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:51:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Bradshaw

2322 Knickerbocker Dr
Charlotte, NC 28212

V-3601 A-3691

mailto:jbradshaw10@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Xenya Cook
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:55:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Xenya Cook

2150 Ephesus Church Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-3602 A-3692

mailto:cookxenya@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mark and susan glasser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:55:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

mark and susan glasser

3660 barry ave
LA, CA 90066

V-3603 A-3693

mailto:mark7glasser@ca.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:55:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Brown

208 Clifton Woods Dr
Louisburg, NC 27549

919-906-0209

V-3604 A-3694

mailto:ljgbf@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Laudati
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:55:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Laudati

825 Spring Oaks Dr
Matthews, NC 28104

V-3605 A-3695

mailto:cwlaud@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian Tait
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:55:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian Tait

3114 Henry st
Greensboro, NC 27405

V-3606 A-3696

mailto:taituhuru0215@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: MJ Fitzwater
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:55:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

MJ Fitzwater

596 Nantahalla Acres Rd
Robbinsvile, NC 28771

8287352261

V-3607 A-3697

mailto:mjftz98@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Johnie Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:55:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Johnie Jones

1600 Rock Drive
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-3608 A-3698

mailto:jjunc2007@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Steiner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:55:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Steiner

10102 Mountain Apple Drive
Mint Hill, NC 28227

7042542276

V-3609 A-3699

mailto:debsteiner48@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Marrow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:56:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Marrow

7 canyon creek court
carolina shores, NC 28467

7036250030

V-3610 A-3700

mailto:lildevil@juno.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Traci Hamilton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:57:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Traci Hamilton

6138 Candlewood Dr
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-3611 A-3701

mailto:mcnham@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Wagner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 7:58:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Wagner

294 Trillium Way
clayton,  27527

V-3612 A-3702

mailto:maryswagner@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: roger brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:00:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

roger brown

101 sturbridge lane
chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-3613 A-3703

mailto:rbrown28440@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald Whetzel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:01:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donald Whetzel

263  12 Oaks Dr
Linwood, NC 27299

V-3614 A-3704

mailto:dwhetzel@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:01:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Brown

15 Mill Race  Ln
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-3615 A-3705

mailto:ednsue74@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Louis Checo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:01:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Louis Checo

1321 Kershaw LP
Fayetteville, NC 28314

V-3616 A-3706

mailto:Louischeco@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: D Michele Stahl
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:01:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

D Michele Stahl

78 Raven Cliff Lane
Arden, NC 28704

8286761007

V-3617 A-3707

mailto:michelestahl4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Hardin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:01:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Hardin

142 Idlebrook rd
Statesville, NC 28677

V-3618 A-3708

mailto:sphardin1959@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry Kenyon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:03:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larry Kenyon

114 E Miller St
Salisbury, NC 28144

V-3619 A-3709

mailto:lwkenyon@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mathew wahrman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:03:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

mathew wahrman

5725 Tarawa Blvd
Tarawa terrace, NC 28543

V-3620 A-3710

mailto:gandalfthegray14@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Alford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:07:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Alford

6739 Kirkstall Ct
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-3621 A-3711

mailto:Melissaalford2010@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jan Carroll
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:08:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jan Carroll

6833 George Hildebrand School Road
Hickory, NC 28602

V-3622 A-3712

mailto:jan_c28602@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: john powell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:09:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

john powell

105 culpeper rd
new bern,  28562

252-638-3614

V-3623 A-3713

mailto:fossiljohn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Constance Engle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:11:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Constance Engle

244 Englewood Drive
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-3624 A-3714

mailto:connie_engle@alumni.Brown.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ramon Quinonez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:13:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ramon Quinonez

2521 Sapling Circle
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-3625 A-3715

mailto:rayq360@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: michele lovejoy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:13:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

michele lovejoy

230 sandview lane
lillingon, NC 27546

V-3626 A-3716

mailto:shellyann36@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Miriam Youngquist-Thurow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:15:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Miriam Youngquist-Thurow

6209 Thurlow Ct
Holly Springs, NC 27540

V-3627 A-3717

mailto:myoungquistthurow@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alan Hyde
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:17:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alan Hyde

8760 Poplar Tent Rd
Concord, NC 28027

7047922012

V-3628 A-3718

mailto:abhyde9@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dorothy Alspaugh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:19:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dorothy Alspaugh

105 Bashavia Woods Trail
Pfafftown, NC 27040

V-3629 A-3719

mailto:druns@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gwenn Roberts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:19:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gwenn Roberts

58 Wrights Cove Road
Fairview, NC 28730

8283380012

V-3630 A-3720

mailto:gwennrobertsvoice@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beverly Kanawati
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:20:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beverly Kanawati

5024 Perception Lane
Raleigh,  27613

9193062553

V-3631 A-3721

mailto:drbgoode@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: april hardee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:21:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

april hardee

7528 Sound Dr
Emerald Isle, NC 28594

V-3632 A-3722

mailto:ahh.runnergirl@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: tura walters
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:21:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

tura walters

2395 Indian springs rd
24
Dudley, NC 28333

2524696727

V-3633 A-3723

mailto:sctigress1980@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tracy Bazon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:22:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tracy Bazon

2 Kyles Creek Lane
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-3634 A-3724

mailto:tbm1472@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: BILLY TAYLOR
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:25:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

BILLY TAYLOR

9315 VIRGILINA RD
Roxboro, NC 27574

V-3635 A-3725

mailto:roxborot@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Celeste Winterberger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:25:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Celeste Winterberger

3901 Rim Court
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-3636 A-3726

mailto:cwinterberger@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leona Whichard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:25:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leona Whichard

84402 Winslow
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-3637 A-3727

mailto:lpwhichard@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frances Ray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:26:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frances Ray

1119 Bowfin Lane
Carolina Beach, NC 28428

V-3638 A-3728

mailto:frances_ray@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Culp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:28:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pamela Culp

130 Skyview Circle
Asheville, NC 28805

8282557784

V-3639 A-3729

mailto:130pjc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Vick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:31:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Vick

6523 Thetford ct
Raleigh,  27615

9193323188

V-3640 A-3730

mailto:Harris.ginny@Hotmail.Com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Kaser Odor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:31:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Kaser Odor

278 fryling ave sw
concord, NC 28025

V-3641 A-3731

mailto:revko@juno.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Greene
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:31:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Greene

16131 Pless Mill Rd
Stanfield, NC 28163

704.485.3564

V-3642 A-3732

mailto:mgreene5@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Kendig
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:31:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Kendig

409 Sleepy Valley Road
Apex, NC 27523

V-3643 A-3733

mailto:karenofapex@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Shearer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:31:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.
Most all of the republicans seem to think that addressing the issue of climate change will hurt the economy and the
 big money boys, yet they have done all they can to undermine the economy in hopes of making Obama look bad
 while handing out as much as they can in giveaways to their friends the rich corporations. I do not see how you can
 talk one way and act another---without looking foolish!

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Shearer

233 Floyd Jones Rd
Tuckasegee, NC 28783

V-3644 A-3734

mailto:resqp2tv@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Herndon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:31:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Herndon

1415 Bethlehem Road
Kings Mountain, NC 28086

V-3645 A-3735

mailto:heaht.herndon@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Raymond Occhipinti
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:31:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Raymond Occhipinti

265 Brooklyn
Asheville, NC 28803

V-3646 A-3736

mailto:Bleep2112@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wes Weaver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:32:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wes Weaver

342 Dogwood Knl
Boone, NC 28607

8282649316

V-3647 A-3737

mailto:weaverwm@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charlotte Prunet
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:33:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charlotte Prunet

2239 Linda Street
Gastonia, NC 28054

7046890707

V-3648 A-3738

mailto:070nyx@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Drury Peek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:33:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Drury Peek

771 Haywood Road
Asheville, NC 28806

V-3649 A-3739

mailto:drury.free@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Cotterman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:37:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Cotterman

2590 Shadetree Rd
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-3650 A-3740

mailto:lmcotterman@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: cindy chilton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:37:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

cindy chilton

7300 merrily ln
charlotte, NC 28214

7042810169

V-3651 A-3741

mailto:cindyjchilton@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ana Cano
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:37:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ana Cano

6400 old oak ridge road apt i-23
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-3652 A-3742

mailto:mindtrails@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Magnuson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:39:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Magnuson

496-17th AVE DR NE
Hickory, NC 28601

V-3653 A-3743

mailto:pmagnuson@juno.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Morris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:40:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Morris

1712 Mirabeau Ct
High Point, NC 27265

V-3654 A-3744

mailto:nc.loggerheads@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Hastings
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:42:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Hastings

515 Tom Mann RD
Newport, NC 28570

V-3655 A-3745

mailto:princess_ryoko@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robyn Barnes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:43:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robyn Barnes

1211K Trillium Circle
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-3656 A-3746

mailto:rlbarnes01@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: karen hinsdale
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:43:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

karen hinsdale

3634 coach lantern ave
wake forest, NC 27587

V-3657 A-3747

mailto:karedale2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Moni HIll
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:44:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Moni HIll

12 Faculty Drive
Asheville, NC 28806

8285054712

V-3658 A-3748

mailto:moni@monihill.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martha Atkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:45:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martha Atkins

2211 Shaw Rd
Durham, NC 27704

V-3659 A-3749

mailto:Nhisprsence@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jeanne gibbs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:47:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jeanne gibbs

78 brant lane
coats, NC 27521

9198941688

V-3660 A-3750

mailto:jeannegibbs@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Gance
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:47:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina's pollution
 limits below the EPA's proposed limits under the CPP.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Gance

2619 Wilson Lane
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-3661 A-3751

mailto:david.gance@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Barbara
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:49:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Barbara

609 appomatox drive
Marvin,  28277

V-3662 A-3752

mailto:Jbarbara_family@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Snyder~Baldonado
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:50:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Snyder~Baldonado

1412 Diggs Blvd
NC
Winston-Salem, NC 27107

3365887962

V-3663 A-3753

mailto:tapcitymama@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Belknap
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:52:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Belknap

900 Hillsborough Street
RALEIGH, NC 27603

V-3664 A-3754

mailto:rebelknap@sms.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jim Myers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:55:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jim Myers

11211 MAPLECROFT
RALEIGH, NC 27617

9197577310

V-3665 A-3755

mailto:jmyers9977@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: W. Greg Walton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:55:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

W. Greg Walton

St. Andrews Drive
PInehurst, NC 28374

V-3666 A-3756

mailto:gwalton4@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jonathan Burton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:55:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jonathan Burton

109 Tara Lynn Court
Mooresville, NC 28115

704-677-8791

V-3667 A-3757

mailto:jbizzle0505@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marissa Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:56:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marissa Parker

6512 Spicewood St
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-3668 A-3758

mailto:marissajean13@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maria Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:57:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

This is a note of disappointment on those who have the power to give our children a bright future: You!

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maria Jones

3113 Appling Way
Durham, NC 27703

9199570021

V-3669 A-3759

mailto:mary.pinedar@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: S Knapp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:59:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I should not be surprised by your actions but I am!  I'm very disappointed that you and your environmental agency
 are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a
 plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity
 to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
 bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

S Knapp

4731 FOX THORNE DR
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-3670 A-3760

mailto:kittysalem@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 8:59:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert White

9820 White Cascade Drive
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-3671 A-3761

mailto:astrorobwhite@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: judith martinez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:01:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

judith martinez

102 webb dr
carrboro, NC 27510

V-3672 A-3762

mailto:martinezjudith884@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janna Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:01:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janna Davis

36 Forest Ridge Dr
Asheville, NC 28806

V-3673 A-3763

mailto:Jannavee@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tonya Chiles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:01:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tonya Chiles

16 Harmon Circle
Asheville, NC 28803

V-3674 A-3764

mailto:tchiles23@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald Ingram Jr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:02:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donald Ingram Jr

905 Weston st
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-3675 A-3765

mailto:d.rayingramjr@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Pearce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:03:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Pearce

4704 Waterford Knoll Dr
Apartment 1036
Charlotte, NC 28226

7044123393

V-3676 A-3766

mailto:pearcejohn48@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:03:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frank Moore

530 Alden Bridge Drive
Cary, NC 27519

V-3677 A-3767

mailto:fjmoorecpa@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bruce Evans
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:05:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bruce Evans

4916 Swisswood Dr
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-3678 A-3768

mailto:bevans8834@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Yvonne Moody
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:07:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense. 

What a waste of time and energy!

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Yvonne Moody

609 Marsh Grass Ct
Southport, NC 28461

V-3679 A-3769

mailto:Yvonne37@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joshua Shapiro
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:07:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joshua Shapiro

3619 Hathaway Road
Durham, NC 27707

9178609639

V-3680 A-3770

mailto:jfshapiro2003@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barb Purdie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:07:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support thte Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barb Purdie

2202 Setliff dr
High Point, NC 27265

3368124503

V-3681 A-3771

mailto:bapurdie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heide Catherina Coppotelli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:07:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heide Catherina Coppotelli

383 Seldon-Emerson Rd
Cedar Mountain, NC 28718

8288844673

V-3682 A-3772

mailto:goodshepherd@citcom.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: R. Jenkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:07:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

R. Jenkins

301 Sherwood Ave
Kinston, NC 28501

V-3683 A-3773

mailto:rjjenkins@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Etheridge
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:13:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Etheridge

1428 Princess Anne Rd
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-3684 A-3774

mailto:dretheri@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jules Fraytet
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:13:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jules Fraytet

401 Hawthorne Lane Ste 110
Charlitte, NC 28204

V-3685 A-3775

mailto:jlfray@ix.netcom.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Hensley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:15:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heather Hensley

4526 Bradbury Drive
Charlotte, NC 28209

V-3686 A-3776

mailto:Hhensley216@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Bumgardner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:16:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Bumgardner

8471 Luckey Point Rd
Denver, NC 28037

704-483-4331

V-3687 A-3777

mailto:kbumgardner@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Isaac Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:19:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Isaac Clark

108 W. Maynard Ave
Durham, NC 27704

V-3688 A-3778

mailto:Isaacclark123@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erin Greene
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:21:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erin Greene

174 Crocker rd
boone, NC 28607

V-3689 A-3779

mailto:erinmg.215@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nadine Duckworth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:22:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nadine Duckworth

804 Deal Farm Lane
Taylorsville, NC 28681

V-3690 A-3780

mailto:hellof_amom@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Burchett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:23:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Burchett

400 georgetown rd
Lenoir, NC 28645

2404601145

V-3691 A-3781

mailto:stndglas@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diana Garcia
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:25:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diana Garcia

107 Lilac Drive
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-3692 A-3782

mailto:digarciamc@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Kastern
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:25:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Kastern

7062 Lawrence Farm Lane
Randleman, NC 27317

336 676 0939

V-3693 A-3783

mailto:wkastern@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat Weddington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:25:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pat Weddington

321 Wiley Ave
Salisbury, NC 28144

V-3694 A-3784

mailto:paweddington@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Vieth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:31:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angela Vieth

3009 Bexley Avenue
Durham, NC 27707

V-3695 A-3785

mailto:azvieth@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Bonin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:31:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Bonin

10100 Old Warden Rd
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-3696 A-3786

mailto:bjbonin@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Swett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:31:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Swett

301 Montreat Rd
Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-3697 A-3787

mailto:robert.swett@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cate Marvill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:33:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cate Marvill

5212 Covington Bend Drive
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-3698 A-3788

mailto:catemarvill@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randy Wetzel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:33:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Randy Wetzel

425 Flat Top Mountain Rd
Fairview, NC 28730

V-3699 A-3789

mailto:rw@reachvet.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joyce Nelson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:37:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joyce Nelson

108 Bon Marche Ln
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-3700 A-3790

mailto:jfemn1@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paula Prehn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:37:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paula Prehn

137 Meadowrue Ln
Youngsville, NC 27596

V-3701 A-3791

mailto:prehnp@iclo8ud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Coyle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:43:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Coyle

1428 Ebrington Lane
Leland, NC 28451

V-3702 A-3792

mailto:Jbcoyle42@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Faber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:45:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Faber

6346 Pawling Ct
Fayetteville, NC 28304

V-3703 A-3793

mailto:toomanycats@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: robert hartwig
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:45:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

robert hartwig

1700 medfield road
raleigh, NC 27607

9198515339

V-3704 A-3794

mailto:rehartwig@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jerry evans
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:45:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jerry evans

3099 highway 58 south
kinston, NC 28504

V-3705 A-3795

mailto:jerryevans42@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary H Murchison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:45:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary H Murchison

3239 Auburn Avenue
Charlotte, NC 28209

V-3706 A-3796

mailto:marymurchison1@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ragubathee Pather
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:45:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ragubathee Pather

15336 Dehavilland Dr
Charlotte, NC 28278

V-3707 A-3797

mailto:rpather645@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Taylor Leutze
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:49:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Taylor Leutze

701 Macon Place
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-3708 A-3798

mailto:Tleutze@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Velvet Key
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:49:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Velvet Key

11818 Elizabeth Madison Court
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-3709 A-3799

mailto:ballerinafltgirl@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Timothy Mesler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:50:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Timothy Mesler

Woodland Rd
Asheville, NC 28804

V-3710 A-3800

mailto:timmesler@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barry Thorne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:50:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barry Thorne

24 meadow lane
Candler, NC 28715

V-3711 A-3801

mailto:Barrythorne@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Howland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:50:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Howland

176 Mountain Bluff Trl
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-3712 A-3802

mailto:kcwaters2@kcwaters.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Savana Parrish
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:51:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Savana Parrish

223 E Water St
Washington, NC 27889

V-3713 A-3803

mailto:savana.parrish@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christopher Loftis USN/Ret
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:51:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christopher Loftis   USN/Ret

Vickers Ave
Durham, NC 27707

V-3714 A-3804

mailto:rathfar9@yahoo.ie
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Warren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:52:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Warren

656 Sand Hill Road
Asheville
Asheville, NC 28806

V-3715 A-3805

mailto:swarren28806@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Gallion
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:53:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Gallion

745 Hanska
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-3716 A-3806

mailto:cynrg77@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Holster
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:55:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Holster

9732 Pierce Ln
Indian Trail, NC 28079

7043453789

V-3717 A-3807

mailto:mholster@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meg Morgan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:55:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Meg Morgan

3010 Windsor Chase Dr
Matthews, NC 28105

V-3718 A-3808

mailto:megm0202@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alyssa Roberts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:55:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alyssa Roberts

1300 Laurel Springs Rd
1324
Durham, NC 27713

7576511097

V-3719 A-3809

mailto:alyssarobertsbates@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DONNA GREENWOOD
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:55:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

DONNA GREENWOOD

1512 DEAN STREET
CHARLOTTE, NC 28216

V-3720 A-3810

mailto:GREENWOODSD@AOL.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carl Shy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:56:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carl Shy

6626 Bradshaw Quarry Rd
Efland, NC 27243

V-3721 A-3811

mailto:carl_shy@unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lea Nading
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:57:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lea Nading

2401 Elizabeth Ave
winston-Salem, NC 27103

V-3722 A-3812

mailto:lea_nading@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steven Tracy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 9:58:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steven Tracy

1118 Heatherloch Dr
Gastonia, NC 28054

V-3723 A-3813

mailto:stevepath1@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alan Linn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:05:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense. It seems as though you HATE North Carolina.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alan Linn

2115 Derby St
Hickory, NC 28602

V-3724 A-3814

mailto:3rdrockbiz@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Esther Garvett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:07:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Esther Garvett

10431 SW 143 ave
Miami, FL 33186

3052824437

V-3725 A-3815

mailto:Egarvett@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Lorch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:07:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frank Lorch

1522 Lynway Dr
Charlotte, NC 28203

7044422539

V-3726 A-3816

mailto:franklorch@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Casar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:07:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Casar

32 Poplar Creek Dr
Asheville, NC 28805

V-3727 A-3817

mailto:Suebiz29@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dan Faris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:07:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dan Faris

6000 Rose Valley Dr
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-3728 A-3818

mailto:danffaris@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Louise Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:08:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am vey disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Louise Taylor

PO Box 396
Buies creek, NC 27506

V-3729 A-3819

mailto:Taylor04@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharron Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:09:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharron Parker

1500 River Mill Dr. #306
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-3730 A-3820

mailto:parkersharron@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynne C.
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:09:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynne C.

5012 Lipscomb Dr
Garner, NC 27529

V-3731 A-3821

mailto:catslc@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Zimmer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:09:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Zimmer

1147 Greensview Circle
Leland, NC 28451

9103992439

V-3732 A-3822

mailto:sezgenie70@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: al alexander
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:09:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

al alexander

1017 coram fields rd
Wake Forest, NC 27587

9195543145

V-3733 A-3823

mailto:alexandercritica@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Westall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:09:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Westall

16131 Cranleigh Dr
Huntersville,  28078

7046509043

V-3734 A-3824

mailto:tomwestall@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Lee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:11:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Lee

6746 Vlosi Dr
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-3735 A-3825

mailto:misllee@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hassell l. Draughn,Jr.
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:17:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hassell l. Draughn,Jr.

1211 Gatling street
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-3736 A-3826

mailto:hld1549@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laurie Scaggs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:19:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laurie Scaggs

143 Castlefern Drive
Cary, NC 27513

V-3737 A-3827

mailto:laurie@scaggsmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hap Palmer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:19:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hap Palmer

1704 N Lumina Ave
Wrightsville Beach, NC 28480

9102332247

V-3738 A-3828

mailto:hpalmer@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kent Robertson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:19:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kent Robertson

222 Bradsher Road
Hillsborough, NC
nc, NC 27278

9197328732

V-3739 A-3829

mailto:kentr1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Campbell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:21:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Campbell

209 Pinegate Circle Apt 7
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

9199732150

V-3740 A-3830

mailto:lcamp421@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paula May
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:23:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paula May

6624 Hillbrook Road
Hope Mills, NC 28348

V-3741 A-3831

mailto:pmusket3369@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Womble
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:25:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Womble

2700 N Mayview Rd
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-3742 A-3832

mailto:five4unc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen Boletchek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:25:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen Boletchek

1106 Elbury Dr
Apex, NC 27502

9193879588

V-3743 A-3833

mailto:sboletchek@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelly LaForte
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:25:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kelly LaForte

200 Lower Edgewood Rd
Candler, NC 28715

(828) 774-1144

V-3744 A-3834

mailto:klaforte627@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Nehlsen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:27:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Nehlsen

1804 Ashton Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-3745 A-3835

mailto:knehlsen1804@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Cooke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:31:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Cooke

309 Mary Lee Court
Winterville, NC 28590

V-3746 A-3836

mailto:jccooke@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jorie Preston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:33:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jorie Preston

5921 Reddman Rd
Charlotte, NC 28212

V-3747 A-3837

mailto:joriesstuff@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bonnie Rauf
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:35:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bonnie Rauf

1819 Landsford Road
Marshville, NC 28103

V-3748 A-3838

mailto:whitehawke2000@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darlene Savage
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:37:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darlene Savage

351 Harts Ln
Rocky Point, NC 28457

9103863525

V-3749 A-3839

mailto:arridcoast@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tracy Feldman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:37:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tracy Feldman

5306 Pelham Road
Durham, NC 27713

V-3750 A-3840

mailto:tracysfeldman@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Danny Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:43:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Danny Johnson

7910 North Point blvd
room 116
Winston Salem, NC 27106

336 759 7780

V-3751 A-3841

mailto:dkj2557@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Harless
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:43:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Harless

P O Box 845
Stoneville, NC 27048

3364533022

V-3752 A-3842

mailto:scrimmer49@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clifton E Edmondson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:43:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Clifton E Edmondson

POB 1471
Davidson, NC 28036

V-3753 A-3843

mailto:edmonds234@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Weisser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:47:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Weisser

6445 Mounting Rock Rd
Charlotte, NC 28217

V-3754 A-3844

mailto:dyg765@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maureen O"Neal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:49:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maureen O'Neal

9100 S.W. 80th Ave
TIGARD, OR 97223

5032931796

V-3755 A-3845

mailto:momoneal77@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy dunn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:51:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy dunn

103 Harvest ct
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-3756 A-3846

mailto:amy8892@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Boykin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:53:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Boykin

1708 Westbrook Dr
Wilson, NC 27893

V-3757 A-3847

mailto:ssboykin26@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Stroupe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:55:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frank Stroupe

329 Raintree Dr
Matthews, NC 28104

V-3758 A-3848

mailto:flsjr55@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Kehew
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:57:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric Kehew

211 Buckingham Dr
Winterville, NC 28590

(252) 364-2152

V-3759 A-3849

mailto:ekehew@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Lansford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 10:59:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Lansford

130 Leisure Lane
Salisbury (, NC 98146

V-3760 A-3850

mailto:laura2@willjordan.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elaine Corbitt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 11:03:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elaine Corbitt

102 Duxbury Drive
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-3761 A-3851

mailto:elaine.corbitt@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joe Rone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 11:05:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joe Rone

705 Coronado Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-3762 A-3852

mailto:jrone27410@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Corisa Ford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 11:07:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Corisa Ford

1213 Parktop Drive
Cary, NC 27513

9199235476

V-3763 A-3853

mailto:josepheeen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Hibbits
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 11:13:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Hibbits

3410 York rd
Winston Salem, NC 27104

V-3764 A-3854

mailto:zz11turbo@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Marino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 11:13:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

i know people who have moved from charlotte because of air quality issues relating to their children. BTW what
 jobs have the republiCons created other than campain staffers for the joke brothers?

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

BTW - why do we allow pollution? seems gutless and immoral to me

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frank Marino

682 tryon
charlotte, NC 28660

V-3765 A-3855

mailto:frank.marino@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joyce Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 11:19:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joyce Wilson

1105 Laurens Way
Knightdale, NC 27545

V-3766 A-3856

mailto:zetajoyce@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan Jobsis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 11:19:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joan Jobsis

821 Footbridge Place
CARY, NC 27519

9195358653

V-3767 A-3857

mailto:JOANJOBSIS@GMAIL.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzanne Edwards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 11:20:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Edwards

2 Indigo Creek Trail
Durham, NC 27712

9193840135

V-3768 A-3858

mailto:suzanne.e.edwards@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: steve Herr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 11:21:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

steve Herr

3802 Oakcliffe rd
GREENSBORO, NC 27406

3363926113

V-3769 A-3859

mailto:herrx5@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrea Poole
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 11:28:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrea Poole

2174 Skyview Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28304

V-3770 A-3860

mailto:darlinnikki2928@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Henry Torrey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 11:33:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Henry Torrey

2029 Aurora Lane
Franklinton, NC 27525

V-3771 A-3861

mailto:Henrytorrey@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paula Jay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 11:37:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paula Jay

1300 Flying Hawk Road
Apex, NC 27523

919-219-9813

V-3772 A-3862

mailto:pjzoojay@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicole DeLuca
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 11:39:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nicole DeLuca

6102 Chilcot Lane
Wilmington, NC 28409

910-399-5990

V-3773 A-3863

mailto:nld3450@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Andrews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 11:43:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Andrews

23 Hawks Spiral Way
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-3774 A-3864

mailto:elizand01@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Megan Burns
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015 11:56:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Megan Burns

1116 durbin way
fuquay-varina, NC 27526

V-3775 A-3865

mailto:volkswagen.full.of.toads@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Henry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:03:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Henry

473 Union Street S
Concord, NC 28025

7044256622

V-3776 A-3866

mailto:anncoogan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frances Huffman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:08:18 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frances Huffman

2400 Hoyt Street
winston-Salem, NC 27103

3367253432

V-3777 A-3867

mailto:francieh3396@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Oakley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:09:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Oakley

5212 Fox Hunt Dr Apt G
Greensboro, NC 27407

V-3778 A-3868

mailto:chrisoakley1048@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jambrina Sakellaropoulo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:13:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jambrina Sakellaropoulo

7422 Brown Bark Terrace
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-3779 A-3869

mailto:Jambrina@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Harry Phillips
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:13:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Harry Phillips

8719 Morrow Mill Rd
Mebane, NC 27302

V-3780 A-3870

mailto:phillips.harry1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Vazquez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:15:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Vazquez

Taller 791 Ed. 7, apt. 402 - Col. Jardin Balbuena
Del. Venustiano Carranza
Mexico City, Distrito Federal 15900

015524564919

V-3781 A-3871

mailto:patricia_vazquez77@yahoo.com.mx
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Merchant
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:21:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Merchant

503 PASQUENOKE TRL
Edenton, NC 27932

9196165458

V-3782 A-3872

mailto:llittlelucylou@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erin Nelson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:43:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erin Nelson

701 Longview Street
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-3783 A-3873

mailto:nelsonel@guilford.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kay Byrd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:45:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kay Byrd

5205 Mercia Court
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-3784 A-3874

mailto:Eagle143@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Griselda Sutton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:49:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Griselda Sutton

2789 Tom Geddie Road
Eastover, NC 28312

910-484-2708

V-3785 A-3875

mailto:gigisutton1@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: david kindred
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:53:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

david kindred

922 Dillard St
greensboro, NC 27403

3363920768

V-3786 A-3876

mailto:kindreddrums@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Autumn Jehnzen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:57:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Autumn Jehnzen

105 W. Catawba St
Morganton, NC 28655

V-3787 A-3877

mailto:colorfulfallingleaves@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michele Sullivan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:01:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michele Sullivan

304 Lord Berkeley Drive
Emerald Isle, NC 28594

V-3788 A-3878

mailto:jmjsullivan@sbcglobal.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Hagarty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:13:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leslie Hagarty

2216 Myron Dr #102
RALEIGH, NC 27607

V-3789 A-3879

mailto:lesliehagarty@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Gardner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:23:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric Gardner

463 Huntingridge Road Unit A
Greenville, NC 27834

V-3790 A-3880

mailto:erockandriver@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Johnston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:35:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frank Johnston

737 W 2nd Street
Washington, NC 27889

V-3791 A-3881

mailto:surfdingking@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jennifer schultz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:39:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jennifer schultz

56 edgebrook est. #7
cheektowaga, NY 14227

V-3792 A-3882

mailto:jellogg@juno.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Briggs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:47:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Briggs

5005 Rosewater Lane
Indian Trail, NC 28079

V-3793 A-3883

mailto:cbrg910@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian Gleason
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:53:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian Gleason

114 Talley Ridge Dr
Troutman, NC 28166

V-3794 A-3884

mailto:anumberoneduke@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: angela horan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:57:14 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

angela horan

423 Westwood Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

(919) 932-7514

V-3795 A-3885

mailto:adhoran@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Young
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:01:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Young

3 Powell St
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-3796 A-3886

mailto:bijoubill@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: andreas vlasiadis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:07:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

andreas vlasiadis

tavros
athens-greece, attiki

V-3797 A-3887

mailto:avl5787@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ray derrickson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:07:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ray derrickson

3607 glenraven dr
raleigh, NC 27604

V-3798 A-3888

mailto:rderrickson98@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Hartzog
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:41:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Hartzog

429 East Hemlock St
Yadkinville, NC 27055

V-3799 A-3889

mailto:Nyx_Ro@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meredith Pagani
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:49:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Meredith Pagani

512 Glenolden Court
Cary, NC 27513

9198176884

V-3800 A-3890

mailto:mereunderhill@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Tilley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:56:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. The clean air that it took 40 years to bring back is now under threat again by big business &
 politics, and no elected official should be granting decisions for former employers. Especially for known polluters
 in our state.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Tilley

521-B E Pine St
Graham, NC 27253

V-3801 A-3891

mailto:catilley1092@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Stascak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:59:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. Please embarrassing NC citizens -you are driving people out of North Carolina!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Stascak

7412 Heartland Dr
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-3802 A-3892

mailto:khpottery@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Phillips
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:59:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Phillips

1914 Suptin Road
Sanford, NC 27330

V-3803 A-3893

mailto:hphillipsjr@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mary northover
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 3:02:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

mary northover

209 walnut ridge road
brevard, NC 28712

V-3804 A-3894

mailto:grandmere@mtnisp.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniela Rossi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 3:20:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniela Rossi

Via Roma, 15
Pomezia (Roma), Lazio

V-3805 A-3895

mailto:danieladdt@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Aileen Keatts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 3:29:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Aileen Keatts

1676 maize field Ln
Fuquay-Varina, NC 27526

V-3806 A-3896

mailto:Akeatts@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tony Demetriou
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 4:02:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tony Demetriou

Cypress AV 23
Salisbury, NC 28145

V-3807 A-3897

mailto:antonakisdemetriou@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Haresch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 4:34:18 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Haresch

4631 Surfwood Ct
Kitty Hawk, NC 27949

V-3808 A-3898

mailto:flocculus@haresch.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle MacFarlane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:26:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle MacFarlane

1201 Kalworth Rd
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-3809 A-3899

mailto:Michellemacf@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Narron
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:27:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Narron

8136 Springfield School Rd
Kenly, NC 27542

V-3810 A-3900

mailto:spencerjunk57@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Duane Spencer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:28:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Duane Spencer

8136 Springfield School Rd
Kenly, NC 27542

V-3811 A-3901

mailto:spencerjunk57@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Bailey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:45:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Bailey

980 North May Street
Southern Pines, NC 28387

V-3812 A-3902

mailto:elbail6@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hal Trufan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:47:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hal Trufan

6808 Old Forge Dr
Charlotte, NC 28226

7045570001

V-3813 A-3903

mailto:htrufan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: diane benjes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:49:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

diane benjes

4701 buckhorn rd
efland, NC 27243

V-3814 A-3904

mailto:runamuckridge@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mili Dillard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:55:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mili Dillard

1147 Laurelwood Place
Lenoir, NC 28645

8287585428

V-3815 A-3905

mailto:DailyOasisCollage@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: terry Dittrich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:19:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

terry Dittrich

2506 liberty rd
Greensboro, NC 27406

V-3816 A-3906

mailto:terry_dittrich@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacquelyn Kennedy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:19:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacquelyn Kennedy

7731 US Hwy 264 E
Washington, NC 27889

V-3817 A-3907

mailto:jakikennedy@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: LUCY TYNDALL
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:21:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

LUCY TYNDALL

3977 Flannery Lane
High Point, NC 27265

V-3818 A-3908

mailto:beaverfalls1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Yewcic
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:21:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Yewcic

8146 Townley road
Huntersville, NC 28078

V-3819 A-3909

mailto:Syewcic@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Pinkelton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:29:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Pinkelton

11 Windrock Way
Greensboro, NC 27455

V-3820 A-3910

mailto:aap94@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Wachholz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:29:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Wachholz

153 Haw Creek Mews
Asheville, NC 28805

6307029397

V-3821 A-3911

mailto:dvdwachholz@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wendy Stevens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:29:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wendy Stevens

7024 Hidden Creek Dr
Charlotte, NC 28214

V-3822 A-3912

mailto:wagothro@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:35:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Anderson

8339 Midsion Hills Rd
Charlotte, NC 28227

7042819175

V-3823 A-3913

mailto:clander12@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: randy marrs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:37:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

randy marrs

15 woodvale avenue
asheville, NC 28804

V-3824 A-3914

mailto:randymarrs48@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Hedgepeth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:43:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Hedgepeth

102 Captains Ct
Wrightsville Beach, NC 28480

V-3825 A-3915

mailto:Befer@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Main
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:43:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heather Main

5612 Buckhorn Rd
Efland, NC 27243

9198121059

V-3826 A-3916

mailto:heatheremain@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Adja Catalano
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:44:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Adja Catalano

121 Rogersville
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-3827 A-3917

mailto:adjacat@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jann Steelhammer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:49:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jann Steelhammer

7 Bostic Place
Asheville, NC 28803

8282778383

V-3828 A-3918

mailto:neskowin@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:53:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Scott

67820 Pinnacle Ridge Road
raleigh, NC 27603

V-3829 A-3919

mailto:mms3763@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Reedy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:55:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Reedy

1145 Old Weaver Trail
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-3830 A-3920

mailto:tjcaoga@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Martin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:55:41 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Martin

3608 Kemble Ridge Drive
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-3831 A-3921

mailto:kathy@card-blanc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Naomi McLarnon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:01:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Naomi McLarnon

8000 Lloyd Allyns Way
Raleigh, NC 27615

9192440957

V-3832 A-3922

mailto:smclarnon@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: J.A. Dingman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:05:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

J.A. Dingman

2602 Gracewood Dr
P.O. Box 10796
Greensboro, NC 27408

3365059823

V-3833 A-3923

mailto:jdingman11@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erik Blom
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:17:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We  need coal power in this country. 

I don't know what CPP is but I've lost confidence in the feds so do what is right.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erik Blom

371 Dillingham Cir
Asheville, NC 28805

V-3834 A-3924

mailto:oonGuru@aim.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lorri Bura
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:23:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lorri Bura

65 Connie Davis Road
Candler, NC 28715

V-3835 A-3925

mailto:lorritutor@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brenna Ozment
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:25:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brenna Ozment

7626 Decatur Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28303

7186447225

V-3836 A-3926

mailto:ennaoz@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: susan reynolds
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:25:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

susan reynolds

5005 huntingdon dr
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-3837 A-3927

mailto:reynsr2@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carl Fisher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:25:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carl Fisher

225 Oak Hill Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-3838 A-3928

mailto:carl@fisher.name
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Cullipher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:32:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Cullipher

800 Stillpoint Way
Balsam Grove, NC 28708

V-3839 A-3929

mailto:Jim@Journeyintowholeness.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mike kelleher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:35:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

mike kelleher

535 msl rd
wilm, NC 28401

V-3840 A-3930

mailto:1miamike@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kj Carder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:35:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kj Carder

NC Hwy 58
Warrenton, NC 27589

9196190436

V-3841 A-3931

mailto:carderkj@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Theresa Downs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:37:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Theresa Downs

109 Pinecliff Drive
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-3842 A-3932

mailto:Jdowns@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Liza Hart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:41:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Liza Hart

617 E 37th St
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-3843 A-3933

mailto:Hartliza@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carrie Clemmer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:43:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carrie Clemmer

2611 Farmbrook Road
Winston-Salem, NC 27103

V-3844 A-3934

mailto:Carriemarieclemmer@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christinw Almeida
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:44:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christinw Almeida

147 Brookview Ct
Jacksonvillw, NC 28540

V-3845 A-3935

mailto:Cd10a28@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Fred Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:49:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Fred Smith

1425 Camargo Lane
Raleigh, NC 27604

919-971-2836

V-3846 A-3936

mailto:huntersmith2613@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ginny nolan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:49:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ginny nolan

3204 S Memorial Ave
Nags Head, NC 27959

V-3847 A-3937

mailto:ginnysnolan@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Brickner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:52:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Brickner

78 Bryant Rd
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-3848 A-3938

mailto:pbrickner@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Timothy Benbow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:55:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Timothy Benbow

2736 Cedar Falls Road
Franklinville, NC 27248

3366291656

V-3849 A-3939

mailto:benbowusa@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Yuan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:55:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Yuan

510 Sherwood Forest Pl
Cary, NC 27519

19199851368

V-3850 A-3940

mailto:yuan.kath@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: A Berger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:55:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

A Berger

Century Oaks Drive
Greensboro, NC 27455

V-3851 A-3941

mailto:schlomostreet@Gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alicia Berry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:01:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I have asthma. my husband has cancer. we NEED NC's air, water and land to be clean and clear if we are to live
 healthily.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alicia Berry

495 Buck Branch Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-3852 A-3942

mailto:Kleaveberrys@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Ozment
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:01:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Ozment

7626 Decatur Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28303

9102732444

V-3853 A-3943

mailto:Eccalynn85@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lee Perkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:02:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lee Perkins

32 climbing aster way
Asheville, NC 28806

V-3854 A-3944

mailto:lperkinsbuy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cliff Butler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:04:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cliff Butler

867 Cedar Fork Trail
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-3855 A-3945

mailto:cliff.unc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ana Kelly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:05:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ana Kelly

7117 Stockport Cir
Fayetteville, NC 28303

V-3856 A-3946

mailto:kellyakam5@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marianne Suarez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:07:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marianne Suarez

9215 Darbyshire pl
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-3857 A-3947

mailto:Maretonys@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Young
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:07:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Young

8512 Hawk Grove Ct
Huntersville, NC 28078

V-3858 A-3948

mailto:tongueprey@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan Bathanti
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:13:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joan Bathanti

2118 Linville Creek Road
Vilas, NC 28692

V-3859 A-3949

mailto:bathantijc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: S. McGrigor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:13:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

S. McGrigor

116 sue kim dr
youngsville, NC 27596

V-3860 A-3950

mailto:desmondzzz3@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dallas Burkhardt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:15:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dallas Burkhardt

621 Northridge Street
Greensboro, NC 27403

6032647755

V-3861 A-3951

mailto:dallasjburkhardt@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Oropallo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:15:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Oropallo

875 Doug Cove Rd
Marshall, NC 28753

8286562574

V-3862 A-3952

mailto:MountainMama45@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Rogers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:16:16 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

No really.  What is wrong with you guys running this state?  Do you think there is a stone left unturned by this
 legislation and administration that could send us farther back into the stone ages of de-education, the destruction of
 the environment, and just plain out corruption and nepotism?  I am coming to the conclusion that you have done a
 pretty thorough job in that regard. 

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Rogers

98 shooting star dr
Sylva, NC 28779

V-3863 A-3953

mailto:rogers5201@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robin Segreti
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:16:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robin Segreti

10113 Alexander Martin Ave
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-3864 A-3954

mailto:Robin.segreti@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Corinne Benbow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:19:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Corinne Benbow

2736 Cedar Falls Road
Franklinville, NC 27248

3366291656

V-3865 A-3955

mailto:corinne.benbow@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frederick Valone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:19:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frederick Valone

1260 leonard rd
louisburg, NC 27549

V-3866 A-3956

mailto:drag0nsweb@netscape.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Norma Munn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:20:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Norma Munn

1300 Queens Rd
#304
Charlotte, NC 28207

V-3867 A-3957

mailto:elinor.0213@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Wolff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:21:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Wolff

207 Taylor lane
Morehead City, NC 28557

2012404255

V-3868 A-3958

mailto:wolffjs3@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tammy Forthofer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:21:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tammy Forthofer

215 Streamside Pl
Mooresville, NC 28115

V-3869 A-3959

mailto:tammyforthofer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Duffy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:25:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Duffy

5047 Wyngate Village Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27103

9145121221

V-3870 A-3960

mailto:duff@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: George Andrews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:27:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

George Andrews

6033 Caroline Drive
Matthews, NC 28104

704-668-3993

V-3871 A-3961

mailto:drivesa3@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jeff bohan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:31:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jeff bohan

900 teague rd
winston salem, NC 27107

V-3872 A-3962

mailto:jejo@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betsey Granda
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:38:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betsey Granda

112 Circadian Way
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-3873 A-3963

mailto:bbgranda@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melinda Trevorrow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:39:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melinda Trevorrow

1413 Seminole dr
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-3874 A-3964

mailto:Melinda.trevorrow@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Griffin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:39:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Griffin

7001 Orchard Knoll Dr
Apex, NC 27539

V-3875 A-3965

mailto:Theschool@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Holly Lane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:40:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Holly Lane

7441 Riding Trail Road
Charlotte, NC 28212

3522208100

V-3876 A-3966

mailto:hollylane77@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carl Sigel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:43:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carl Sigel

11116 Bremerton Ct
Raleigh, NC 27613

919-847-4252

V-3877 A-3967

mailto:cwsigel@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erica Kitchen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:44:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erica Kitchen

6309 Kent cv
Raleigh, NC 27617

V-3878 A-3968

mailto:Ericakitchen@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dorothy Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:44:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dorothy Baker

1060 Will Vannoy Rd
West Jefferson, NC 28694

V-3879 A-3969

mailto:dbaker996@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Cap
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:47:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Cap

110 Orchard Point Road
oriental, NC 28571

V-3880 A-3970

mailto:110Orchard@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Simpson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:47:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gary Simpson

82 Cynthia Lane
Pittsboro, NC 27312

9195425628

V-3881 A-3971

mailto:gsimpson@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Iris Carman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:47:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Iris Carman

327 Lakewood Drive
Wilkesboro, NC 28697

V-3882 A-3972

mailto:icarman@2carmans.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Allen Singleton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:49:41 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Allen Singleton

169 Montford Ave
Asheville, NC 28801

8282549557

V-3883 A-3973

mailto:allen@cassieandallen.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Patterson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:56:16 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Patterson

PO BOX 1206
Flat Rock, NC 28731

V-3884 A-3974

mailto:Kmpatt4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tanya Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:56:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tanya Taylor

5859 Kiger Rd
Rougemont, NC 27572

V-3885 A-3975

mailto:tanyavtaylor@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betty Lawrence
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:02:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betty Lawrence

142 Hillside St
Asheville,  28801

V-3886 A-3976

mailto:btlawrence@juno.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denis Wood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:10:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denis Wood

3205 Hillsborough Street
Raleigh, NC 27607

9198398303

V-3887 A-3977

mailto:naidang@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sherra franklin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:10:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

sherra franklin

163 Dont Waste Trees
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-3888 A-3978

mailto:sherrafranklin@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda McKeegan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:11:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda McKeegan

480 Kristen Ln
Supply, NC 28462

V-3889 A-3979

mailto:lmckee@atmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Selene Russo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:12:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Selene Russo

5405 Pelham Rd
Durham, NC 27713

V-3890 A-3980

mailto:Selenee@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Misty Gabriel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:13:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Misty Gabriel

3980 River Pointe Place
APT 1F
High Point, NC 27265

V-3891 A-3981

mailto:mistydawn_2@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: AC Hosea
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:15:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

AC Hosea

1802 Grace Street
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-3892 A-3982

mailto:achosea@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Granfortuna
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:16:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Granfortuna

6502 Lismore Dr
Browns Summit, NC 27214

V-3893 A-3983

mailto:ngranf@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Salwitz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:19:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Salwitz

1308 Edgewater Club Rd #8
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-3894 A-3984

mailto:trenzy@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edward Hammond
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:19:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edward Hammond

5507 Genesee Drive
Durham, NC 27712

V-3895 A-3985

mailto:edwardhammond@netscape.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mercedes cotugno
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:22:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

mercedes cotugno

sundance
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-3896 A-3986

mailto:mitz2bears@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Samuel Brewer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:22:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Samuel Brewer

1203 Kilmory Drive
Cary, NC 27511

919 462-1517

V-3897 A-3987

mailto:nopablue@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christian Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:23:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christian Smith

1213 Stockton Rd
Kinston, NC 28504

V-3898 A-3988

mailto:filegeek@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tracy OBrien
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:25:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tracy OBrien

3381 Rebecca Drive
Summerfield, NC 27358

V-3899 A-3989

mailto:safehavin@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emma Little
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:25:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

I believe that state representatives are in positions of power to help North Carolina achieve success, well-being,
 health, and stability, not failure. Your job is not to bring positive movement to a standstill. Your job is not to be so
 stubborn as to accept failure over your own disappointed agenda. It is to represent the people and the land of North
 Carolina. Our clean air is undoubtedly a health concern for the people, and also a contributor to the beauty and
 integrity of North Carolina's landscape and environment.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Emma Little

2709 Patrick Rd
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-3900 A-3990

mailto:emmajlittle@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terri Hunnicutt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:28:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terri Hunnicutt

4160 US 64/74A Hwy
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

V-3901 A-3991

mailto:terrihunnicutt@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jerome Carpenter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:32:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jerome Carpenter

506 Brickyard Ct
Asheville, NC 28806

V-3902 A-3992

mailto:jeromecarp@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie Tuttle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:39:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julie Tuttle

311 Boothe Hill Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-3903 A-3993

mailto:joolsrools@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margery Price
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:40:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margery Price

410 Bartlett Circle
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-3904 A-3994

mailto:meadowlark7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Virginia Maier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:41:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Virginia Maier

1205 Park Ave
Garner, NC 27529

V-3905 A-3995

mailto:virginiamaier@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Farshid Bondar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:43:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).  As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in my state of North Carolina and the effects and
 threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP.  By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state.  Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment, North Carolina's economy, and you and me.  Please do the right
 thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Farshid Bondar

128 Castlewood Dr
Cary, NC 27511

V-3906 A-3996

mailto:farshid.bondar@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Luis Apellaniz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:49:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Luis Apellaniz

5212 Carter St
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-3907 A-3997

mailto:soulcrshr@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emily Zucchino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:50:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Emily Zucchino

45 Pennsylvania Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

8283019566

V-3908 A-3998

mailto:emily@dogwoodalliance.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: LEE ANN Sullivan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:54:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

LEE ANN Sullivan

5300 Antler Drive
Iron Station, NC 28080

7042408041

V-3909 A-3999

mailto:sassafras1027@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barry Lentz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:55:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am appalled that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the
 federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense. We MUST reduce carbon pollution; why should North Carolina
 not lead and benefit from the inevitable switch to clean energy over the next couple of decades?

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barry Lentz

179 Tradescant Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-3910 A-4000

mailto:uncbrl@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: TIM ROBERTS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:08:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

TIM ROBERTS

6469 SOUTH SHORE DR
NEBO, NC 28761

V-3911 A-4001

mailto:MRTIMROBERTS@MSN.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christopher Willett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:15:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christopher Willett

101 Woodbend Ct
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-3912 A-4002

mailto:willett4@email.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rene Lemons
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:16:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Subject: Clean Power Plan

Dear Governer McCrory
I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
Rene Lemons
220 N 22nd St.
Wilmington, NC

Sincerely,

Rene Lemons

220 N 22nd St
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-3913 A-4003

mailto:reneblemons@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carrie Kluiter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:19:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carrie Kluiter

273 Parrish Farm Ln
Benson, NC 27504

910-897-2220

V-3914 A-4004

mailto:cjkluiter@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Broyles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:22:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Broyles

213 Candlewood Dr
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-3915 A-4005

mailto:cssceb@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Montgomery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:23:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Montgomery

269 Pleasant Hill Loop Road
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

8282875405

V-3916 A-4006

mailto:nkoonemont@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Blair
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:28:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Blair

326 Linsbury Court
Gastonia, NC 28056

7048794904

V-3917 A-4007

mailto:jtjblair@twc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Herbert Baum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:31:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Herbert Baum

2 Sturbridge Lane
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-3918 A-4008

mailto:DrHerb51@Gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clayton Denman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:31:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Clayton Denman

547 Rustic Road
West Jefferson, NC 28694

V-3919 A-4009

mailto:cdenman@microtherm.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: lawrence adrian
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:38:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

lawrence adrian

101 kaitlin drive
durham, NC 27713

9198063775

V-3920 A-4010

mailto:adrianll@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Tullos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:39:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heather Tullos

1300 Lackey St
Shelby, NC 28152

7049065488

V-3921 A-4011

mailto:hetullos@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jess Hair
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:43:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jess Hair

108 Dalrymple Lane
Cary, NC 27511

V-3922 A-4012

mailto:jesshair06@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: rachel Caudill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:43:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

rachel Caudill

908 w south
RALEIGH, NC 27603

V-3923 A-4013

mailto:niketopoulos@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paula Poe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:44:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paula Poe

806 Davis Road
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-3924 A-4014

mailto:pauladpoe@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Pagliughi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:44:15 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debra Pagliughi

142 Hilltop Dr
Swansboro, NC 28584

V-3925 A-4015

mailto:debrapag@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jon Royce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:49:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jon Royce

474 Boones Bridge Rd
Pendleton, NC 27862

V-3926 A-4016

mailto:zakkscoffeehouse@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: D&G Altman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:49:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

D&G Altman

PO Box 643
Murphy, NC 28906

V-3927 A-4017

mailto:dlagsa1@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wendy Kobylarz-Chouvarda
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:57:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wendy Kobylarz-Chouvarda

255 Old 19-23
Apt B
Candler, NC 28715

V-3928 A-4018

mailto:symkha@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: T J Fox
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:02:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

T J Fox

311 Mailman Rd
Knightdale, NC 27545

V-3929 A-4019

mailto:tjfoxsr@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Chambo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:04:15 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Chambo

2914 Brightside Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-3930 A-4020

mailto:jmchambo@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rudolf Schiener
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:07:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rudolf Schiener

1013 Margarets Lane
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-3931 A-4021

mailto:ru.schiener@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:07:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Johnson

15 ACADEMY ST
ASHEVILLE, NC 28803

V-3932 A-4022

mailto:lj1015@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Lott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:08:16 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Lott

33 Clearwater Dr
Durham, NC 27707

V-3933 A-4023

mailto:johnbbsl@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: william maclean
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:11:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you. William MacLean

Sincerely,

william maclean

1712 darby pl
salisbury, NC 28146

V-3934 A-4024

mailto:wmaclean55@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Dugger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:13:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

It is hard to imagine your rationale in not doing so.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Dugger

184 Robin Hood Road
Brevard, NC 28712

V-3935 A-4025

mailto:vcdugger@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roberta Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:16:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roberta Thompson

198 Shumont Estates Dr
Lake Lure, NC 28746

V-3936 A-4026

mailto:teabobbie@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tiffany Ehnes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:19:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tiffany Ehnes

429 Rainbow Rd
Advance, NC 27006

V-3937 A-4027

mailto:kr8tivone@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:25:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Moore

6610 Old Bridgesite Rd
Castle Hayne, NC 28429

V-3938 A-4028

mailto:moor158@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Purdy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:25:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Purdy

60 Gaston Mountain Road
Asheville, NC 28806

V-3939 A-4029

mailto:rrpurdy@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Shoaf
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:28:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cindy Shoaf

225 Playground Ln
Salisbury, NC 28146

V-3940 A-4030

mailto:cindshoaf@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mike Hickey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:29:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mike Hickey

7215 Pleasant Hill Church Rd
Marshville, NC 28103

V-3941 A-4031

mailto:mdhickey@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Kramer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:31:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Kramer

106 Fairgrove Way
Cary, NC 27511

V-3942 A-4032

mailto:Brownpiratedog@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Jane Smyth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:36:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Jane Smyth

6708 Holly Mill Court
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-3943 A-4033

mailto:cjanesmyth@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Herbert Maier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:37:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Herbert Maier

4055 Hurley School Dr
Salisbury,  28147

V-3944 A-4034

mailto:hnm@maierlair.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicolette Manaphanthanont
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:40:15 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nicolette Manaphanthanont

250 South Estes Drive #33
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-3945 A-4035

mailto:namanaph@ncsu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Curry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:50:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angela Curry

4912 Millcreek Rd
Cedar Grove, NC 27231

3048904496

V-3946 A-4036

mailto:ac_curry87@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ray Owens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:52:13 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ray Owens

531 Manning Drive
Charlotte, NC 28209

V-3947 A-4037

mailto:rowens@higginsowens.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Hemenway
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:55:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Hemenway

7700 Covey Chase Drive
Charlotte, NC 28210

7045522012

V-3948 A-4038

mailto:hmnwymrk@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Weber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:55:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Weber

104 Cypress Point
new bern, NC 28560

V-3949 A-4039

mailto:weeb51@verizon.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anamaria Moreno
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:55:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anamaria Moreno

7220 Eastover Dr
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-3950 A-4040

mailto:amoreno@email.meredith.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Glenn Rape
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:56:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Glenn Rape

2921 Aprilia Ln
Monroe, NC 28112

(704) 764-4459

V-3951 A-4041

mailto:glennrape@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caleigh Bridgers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:59:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Caleigh Bridgers

332 Sulphur Springs Rd
Asheville, NC 28806

9196140835

V-3952 A-4042

mailto:caleighbridgers@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: MARTIN HAZELTINE
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:01:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

MARTIN HAZELTINE

7614 DUNBAR DRIVE SW
SUNSET BEACH, NC 28468

9105752546

V-3953 A-4043

mailto:mhazeltine@atmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:04:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Williams

16 Vance Circle
Lexington, NC 27292

3362486530

V-3954 A-4044

mailto:judithjw@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathleen Rothwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:08:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Rothwell

1408 Rainwood Lane
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-3955 A-4045

mailto:kgrothwell@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janis Flowers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:08:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janis Flowers

1793 US Highway 220
Stokesdale, NC 27357

336-548-3844

V-3956 A-4046

mailto:1jflower@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Audrey Urling
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:14:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Audrey Urling

Oakridge Dr
Graham, NC 27253

V-3957 A-4047

mailto:aurling@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jill Parella
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:15:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jill Parella

3043 Dogwood Dr
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-3958 A-4048

mailto:jibblenc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian Keck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:16:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian Keck

40 Pinedale Rd
Asheville, NC 28805

V-3959 A-4049

mailto:Mrkeckb@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: cheryl hustvedt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:31:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

cheryl hustvedt

2710 stuart drive
durham, NC 27707

V-3960 A-4050

mailto:namecheryl@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Duckett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:34:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Duckett

51 Melrose St
Waynesville, NC 28786

V-3961 A-4051

mailto:lgduckett@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanne Barber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:34:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joanne Barber

1896 Bell Road
Otto, NC 28763

828-369-0085

V-3962 A-4052

mailto:Justjo566@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emily Kelly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:37:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Emily Kelly

1432 pitching wedge dr 307
RALEIGH, NC 27603

9192006985

V-3963 A-4053

mailto:emilyfkelly@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sally Stuckey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:38:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sally Stuckey

67 Shuler Rd
candler, NC 28715

V-3964 A-4054

mailto:sally@stuckey.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric French
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:42:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric French

942 ridge haven parkway
Suite 1211
Banner Elk, NC 28604

V-3965 A-4055

mailto:efrench55@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tania Kramer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:43:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tania Kramer

106 Fairgrove Way
Cary, NC 27511

V-3966 A-4056

mailto:LTkstuff25@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bill Beardall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:46:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bill Beardall

25 Willowbrook Rd
Asheville, NC 28805

9196961505

V-3967 A-4057

mailto:beardall43@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald Harland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:52:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donald Harland

PO Box 2080
677 N. Luther Rd
Candler, NC 28715

828-665-9247

V-3968 A-4058

mailto:dharland@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ruth Noble
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:55:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ruth Noble

26 Rylee Ridge
Asheville,  28805

V-3969 A-4059

mailto:ruth@nobleruth.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jan Phillips
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 12:58:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jan Phillips

Brittainywood Road
Kernersville, NC 27284

V-3970 A-4060

mailto:jphillips72@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nate Lotze
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:02:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nate Lotze

504 Erwin Road
Durham, NC 27707

7202317870

V-3971 A-4061

mailto:natefgsp@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristal Roebuck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:04:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kristal Roebuck

322 Junction Rd
Apt. 28H
Durham, NC 27703

V-3972 A-4062

mailto:kristalroebuck@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Phillips
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:20:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joseph Phillips

5380 Brittainywood Road
Kernersville, NC 27284

V-3973 A-4063

mailto:pmtjoe@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: J.A. Perry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:25:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

J.A. Perry

24 Ridge Ave
Asheville, NC 28803

8287139461

V-3974 A-4064

mailto:alyxperry1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Kirschbaum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:25:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Aren't you embarrassed by your biased support of this pollution and abuse of our environment?  You're going to
 have to live with yourself after this term, you know .. because I (and many others) certainly will not be voting for
 you, the way you and your administration are acting.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Kirschbaum

424 East 3d Avenue
Red Springs, NC 28377

V-3975 A-4065

mailto:squiretoad@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jerri Andrews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:29:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jerri Andrews

2235 N NCHwy 87 Lot 23
Elon, NC 27244

3365497605

V-3976 A-4066

mailto:jerriandrews@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kurt Joyner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:34:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kurt Joyner

4301 craig ave
Charlotte, NC 28211

V-3977 A-4067

mailto:kurtjoyner56@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: D. Grady
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:37:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

D. Grady

4430 Emma Cannon Rd
Ayden, NC 28513

V-3978 A-4068

mailto:clayfarm@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Colleen Olfenbuttel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:40:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Colleen Olfenbuttel

1293 laurel bluffs
pittsboro, NC 27312

V-3979 A-4069

mailto:colfenbu@vt.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel Campbell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:41:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rachel Campbell

5918 Chapel Creek Ct
CHARLOTTE, NC 28226

V-3980 A-4070

mailto:rachcamrjc@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sam Furgiuele
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:44:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sam Furgiuele

169 Gragg Street
Boone, NC 28607

8282647110

V-3981 A-4071

mailto:samfurgiuele@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: carolyn solan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:44:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

carolyn solan

5747 Cambridge Bay Dr
charlotte, NC 28269

V-3982 A-4072

mailto:pethouse101@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katie Baird
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:45:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katie Baird

1107 Baird Lane
Efland, NC 27243

V-3983 A-4073

mailto:Baird.Katie09@Gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sara Felsen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:52:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sara Felsen

1111 Ladys Slipper Ct Apt J
Raleigh, NC 27606

9192800236

V-3984 A-4074

mailto:sjfelsenfandl@Yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Braethun Bharathae-Lane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:55:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Why are you bending over?
Stop doing that. We don't pay you to take shit from other politicians. Say no to this stuff. I want to breathe clean air,
 drink REAL water, and eat actual food!

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Braethun Bharathae-Lane

56 Lakeshore Dr
Asheville, NC 28804

V-3985 A-4075

mailto:Brae.thunder@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Depew
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 1:59:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Depew

7804 Ocoee Court
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-3986 A-4076

mailto:mamadepew@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Pearson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:04:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Pearson

1305 Old Pageland Monroe Rd
Monroe, NC 28112

V-3987 A-4077

mailto:lisaspearson@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeaneane Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:07:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeaneane Williams

925 New Garden Rd
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-3988 A-4078

mailto:njn4njw@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sue Cause
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:07:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sue Cause

1374 Liberty Landing Rd
Winnabow, NC 28479

V-3989 A-4079

mailto:Sbcause@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: RACHEL AUTRY
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:10:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

RACHEL AUTRY

2206 HONRINE RD
CLINTON, NC 28328

V-3990 A-4080

mailto:fautry@goautomotive.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peggy Fry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:19:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Fry

115 Pine Cone Road
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-3991 A-4081

mailto:real_folkie@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Grosch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:22:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I know that every morning, I wake up sneezing and coughing.  This only happens when I'm in North Carolina, not
 Georgia where my wife's family owns property.  So, you can continue to pass legislation that perpetuates pollution
 or you can clean up your act and that of our state agencies responsible for air and water quality safety as well as
 preservation of the environment and human life.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Grosch

5128 Rockmont Ct
Winston-Salem, NC 27104

V-3992 A-4082

mailto:groschp@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: F Randolph
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:25:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

I realize that your promotion of Duke Energy causes actions that are not in the best interests of the citizens of North
 Carolina.  It is time for you to put your personal interests aside and to be attuned to the best interests of North
 Carolina citizens.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

F Randolph

105 Park Ave
Southport, NC 28461

V-3993 A-4083

mailto:frandolph59@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sheila eagle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:31:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

sheila eagle

918 Portland Street
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-3994 A-4084

mailto:esheila8@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: pradeep gajjar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:34:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

pradeep gajjar

608 park york ln
cary, NC 27519

V-3995 A-4085

mailto:pgajjar@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Hochstetler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:34:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Hochstetler

6613 Loblolly Circle
Waxhaw,  28173

V-3996 A-4086

mailto:srhochstetler@kastanet.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Belk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:36:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Belk

1361 Jacemans Way
Cornelius, NC 28031

V-3997 A-4087

mailto:pat.belk@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Goodwin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:37:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Goodwin

246 Summer Morning Ct
Lake Lure, NC 28746

V-3998 A-4088

mailto:rogeranddiane@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Allison Hassell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:38:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Allison Hassell

105 Kimberly Terrace
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-3999 A-4089

mailto:allison.hassell@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly August
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:44:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly August

579 Caladium Ct
Kernersville, NC 27284

3362072518

V-4000 A-4090

mailto:kimaugust@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debbie Burroughs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:52:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debbie Burroughs

111 Hobbs Acre Drive
Edenton, NC 27932

V-4001 A-4091

mailto:debbieburroughs@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bryan Mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:55:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bryan Mitchell

5 N Pershing Rd
Asheville, NC 28805

V-4002 A-4092

mailto:bryan_mitchell@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: charles Pettee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 2:58:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

charles Pettee

318 Burris Pl
Chapel HIll, NC 27516

V-4003 A-4093

mailto:cpettee@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JULIA BISHOP
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 3:19:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JULIA BISHOP

PO Box 993
Oak Island, NC 28465

9102095254

V-4004 A-4094

mailto:oceanlady12004@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Voelker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 3:30:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Voelker

330 Crowell Lane
Salisbury, NC 28146

V-4005 A-4095

mailto:lindavo@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kermit R. Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 3:37:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kermit R. Davis

386 Licklog Ridge
Hayesville, NC 28904

828 389-4276

V-4006 A-4096

mailto:krd226@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erika Layko
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 3:37:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erika Layko

1001 Thornroft Lane
Apex, NC 27502

V-4007 A-4097

mailto:ehlayko@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cailey Sweatt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 3:38:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cailey Sweatt

236-C Melrose St
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-4008 A-4098

mailto:csweatt@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jane white
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 3:49:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jane white

16 Salisbury Drive Apt. 7109
asheville, NC 28803

V-4009 A-4099

mailto:jwcantare1@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sally Stuckey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 3:50:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sally Stuckey

67 Shuler Rd
Candler, NC 28715

V-4010 A-4100

mailto:sally@stuckey.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Jaurequi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 4:04:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Jaurequi

11908 Breezy Trail Lane
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-4011 A-4101

mailto:Patriciajaurequi@comcast.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peggy Hustad
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 4:10:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Hustad

25 Sawmill Road
Asheville, NC 28803

V-4012 A-4102

mailto:margaretshustad@abtech.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Don Clapp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 4:16:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Don Clapp

PO Box 989
Saluda, NC 28773

7047500411

V-4013 A-4103

mailto:donclapp@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: virginia clute
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 4:19:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

virginia clute

303 groundsel pl
clayton, NC 27527

V-4014 A-4104

mailto:g.clute@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Samuel Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 4:23:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Samuel Thompson

309 So. Chestnut St
Oak City, NC 27857

V-4015 A-4105

mailto:dex@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jason Allison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 4:28:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jason Allison

2 Pennsylvania place
Asheville, NC 28806

8285779297

V-4016 A-4106

mailto:pharmyrrh@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: June Wilkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 4:33:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

June Wilkins

166 Hunting Bay Dr
Cape Carteret, NC 28584

V-4017 A-4107

mailto:jwilkins@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Arthur Firth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 4:35:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Arthur Firth

1011 Emerald Bay Drive
Salisbury, NC 28146

V-4018 A-4108

mailto:afirth@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Bishop
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:01:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Bishop

POB 848
Wilmington, NC 28402

7702865555

V-4019 A-4109

mailto:bish8850@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alice King
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:01:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alice King

5101 Peppercorn Street
Durham, NC 27704

V-4020 A-4110

mailto:leebbtexking@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:07:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your "environmental agency" are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.  You have made a mockery out of the politics in this state.  The residents of North Carolina are
 embarrassed and offended by your lack of consideration for their well-being.  Enough is enough.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Davis

7816 Harps Mill Rd
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-4021 A-4111

mailto:sdny152@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Gilbert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:07:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Gilbert

8436 ledford ave
Connelly Springs, NC 28612

V-4022 A-4112

mailto:kimdhgilbert@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tammy Barr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:09:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tammy Barr

4222 Garden Street
Winston Salem, NC 27105

336-546-9535

V-4023 A-4113

mailto:mamabookelf@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Resner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:13:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Resner

7607 Middle Dr
Greensboro, NC 27409

3367066479

V-4024 A-4114

mailto:sresner@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: gerald pendleton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:25:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

gerald pendleton

736 melvin hill rd
coluunbs, NC 28722

8282025554

V-4025 A-4115

mailto:geraldpen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larri Servin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:27:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larri Servin

8794 Old Tom Way
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-4026 A-4116

mailto:Larriservin@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan Mahery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:28:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joan Mahery

527 Rose Hill Road
Asheville, NC 28803

V-4027 A-4117

mailto:hamdog609@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Waajid
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:44:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Waajid

3810 Cranwell Ct
Greensboro, NC 27407

V-4028 A-4118

mailto:waajidjohn56@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lee Andrews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:45:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lee Andrews

1468 Alamance Church Rd
Greensboro, NC 27406

V-4029 A-4119

mailto:lscottandrews@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Rose
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:53:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Rose

70 Acorn Lane
Fletcher, NC 28732

8286289670

V-4030 A-4120

mailto:judyrose1937@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Gwyn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:55:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Gwyn

2674 Carl Freeman Ave
Morganton, NC 28655

828 437 6096

V-4031 A-4121

mailto:perkypark@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Camryn Pate
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 5:55:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Camryn Pate

2567 Hunter Rd
Clinton, NC 28328

9103853790

V-4032 A-4122

mailto:camryndarnell@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Russell Fowler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:04:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Russell Fowler

520 Harvest Place
Swansboro, NC 28584

V-4033 A-4123

mailto:rfowler30@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bernice McPherson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:10:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bernice McPherson

921 JD Cartrette Rd
Chadbourn, NC 28431

V-4034 A-4124

mailto:bmcpherson1@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Connie Nowlin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:13:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Connie Nowlin

100 Emory Place
Huntersville, NC 28078

704-947-8574

V-4035 A-4125

mailto:phillipnowlin@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bruce Bernadt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:39:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bruce Bernadt

32 Poplar Creek Drive
Asheville, NC 28805

V-4036 A-4126

mailto:burnout1776@gmaill.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eileen Amoroso
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:45:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eileen Amoroso

5804 Old Forge Circle
Raleigh, NC 27609

9192190349

V-4037 A-4127

mailto:redbrown58@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brad Benjamin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:46:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.    It's time to
 remove you from office!!! WHAT EVER HAPPEN TO "FOR THE WELFARE OF THE PEOPLE"?

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

 you are an AHO!  Brad Benjamin   KMA!!

Sincerely,

Brad Benjamin

Po Box 1538
Murphy, NC 28906

5616706951

V-4038 A-4128

mailto:bbenj98@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joe Phillips
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:47:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joe Phillips

P. O. Box 282
Colfax, NC 27235

V-4039 A-4129

mailto:joephil282@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: james cummings
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:55:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

james cummings

1201 lowery
lumberton, NC 28358

9108081843

V-4040 A-4130

mailto:jamescummings373@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Doug Fishburn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 6:57:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Doug Fishburn

988 Middleton Dr. NW
Calabash, NC 28467

V-4041 A-4131

mailto:dafish@atmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ken Mauney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:01:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ken Mauney

4012 Angier Ave
Durham, NC 27703

9195988435

V-4042 A-4132

mailto:kennethdmauney@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Kark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:03:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Kark

121 Maney Ave
Asheville, NC 28804

V-4043 A-4133

mailto:karkra@uwec.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherman Hoover
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:07:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sherman Hoover

83 Appalachian Way
Asheville, NC 28806

8282754354

V-4044 A-4134

mailto:artshehoo@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terry Bazzarre
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:13:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am deeply disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is essential for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing
 and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terry Bazzarre

6200  High Rock Road
Efland, NC 27243

V-4045 A-4135

mailto:tb.fireflyfarm@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Morgan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:49:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Morgan

105 Mishoe road
Castle hayne, NC 28429

V-4046 A-4136

mailto:Aam1206@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Van Wagner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:55:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Van Wagner

5997 Spikerush Tr
Southport, NC 28461

V-4047 A-4137

mailto:soleado05@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James & April Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 7:56:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.James & April Thompson

Sincerely,

James & April Thompson

316 Jordan St
HENDERSONVILLE, NC 28739

8286936338

V-4048 A-4138

mailto:jimjan48norf@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Partridge
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:04:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Partridge

503 Brushy Creek Drive
McLeansville, NC 27301

3366970545

V-4049 A-4139

mailto:rapartridge1@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: norma hanson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:21:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

norma hanson

405 lady huntingdon ln
asheville, NC 28803

V-4050 A-4140

mailto:rev.drnorma@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Rowe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:31:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Rowe

105 Spivey Ct
Cary, NC 27513

V-4051 A-4141

mailto:rrowe@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Savino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:43:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Savino

345 Potluck Farm Road
Rougemont, NC 27572

9193087928

V-4052 A-4142

mailto:mjsavino512@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Pruteanu
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:49:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Pruteanu

100 Rivers Edge Drive, #243
Medford, MA 02155

9196490747

V-4053 A-4143

mailto:sepruteanu@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Connor McKee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:57:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Connor McKee

1103 Fallston Road
Shelby, NC 28150

(704)484-2119

V-4054 A-4144

mailto:shamrocksassy2u@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jerry Kelly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:59:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jerry Kelly

407 Wampee Street
Calabash, NC 28467

V-4055 A-4145

mailto:geraldinek1996@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Manasvi Khullar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:01:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Manasvi Khullar

3212 Rapid Falls Road
Morrisville, NC 27560

V-4056 A-4146

mailto:manasvikhullar@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: HK GUNN
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:05:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

HK GUNN

Protect Our Air & Water Way
Little Switzerland, NC 28749

V-4057 A-4147

mailto:hkgunn@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bob Coleman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:07:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bob Coleman

103 Candlelight Ct
Durham, NC 27707

919 490 6876

V-4058 A-4148

mailto:namelcorp@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bepi Pinner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:19:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bepi Pinner

5622 Community Dr
Durham, NC 27705

9199426034

V-4059 A-4149

mailto:bepinner@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bailey Coble
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:25:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bailey Coble

2830 Barrymore st. Unit 102
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-4060 A-4150

mailto:baileycoble@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Norma Elrod
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:27:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Norma Elrod

221 Valley View Dr
Madison, NC 27025

3364270378

V-4061 A-4151

mailto:etelrod@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul BRAUN
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:27:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul BRAUN

105 VFW road
Morganton, NC 28655

V-4062 A-4152

mailto:paulmichaelbraun@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel Newcomb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:29:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rachel Newcomb

584 North Turkey Creek Rd
Leicester, NC 28748

V-4063 A-4153

mailto:livelaughski11@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matthew Busch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:29:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Matthew Busch

2543 Lullington Drive
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-4064 A-4154

mailto:mnbusch@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bonnie Bowman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:31:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bonnie Bowman

1323 Rosehill Drive
Waxhaw, NC 28173

V-4065 A-4155

mailto:bonniebowman@rocketmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Blaine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:35:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Blaine

1209 Litchborough Way
Wake Forest, NC 27587

9198500419

V-4066 A-4156

mailto:wkblaine@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Lane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:36:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Lane

Brandt Lake Ct
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-4067 A-4157

mailto:rfljr@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randall Phillips
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:37:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Randall Phillips

1501 Merriman Street NW
Lenoir, NC 28645

8287294887

V-4068 A-4158

mailto:atrau2010@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vince Mendieta
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:39:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vince Mendieta

6005 Cherry Creek Dr
Austin, TX 78745

512-555-1212

V-4069 A-4159

mailto:vinceofdarkness@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martha Parry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:43:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martha Parry

92 Rocking Horse
Burnsville, NC 28714

828 682 9358

V-4070 A-4160

mailto:mfparry@sbcglobal.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nanette Prosser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:55:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nanette Prosser

87 McMichael Dr
Pinehurst, NC 28374

910 235 0011

V-4071 A-4161

mailto:nanetteprosser@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Buckner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 9:59:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Buckner

8100 N Hound Ct
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9199323576

V-4072 A-4162

mailto:mojobuckner@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rhonda Sumner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 10:53:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rhonda Sumner

306 BOSS CT
Richlands, NC 28574

V-4073 A-4163

mailto:sumner_rhonda@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gregory Park
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:17:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gregory Park

107 Jubilee place
New Bern, NC 28560

V-4074 A-4164

mailto:gpark32@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: maurice wells
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 11:49:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

maurice wells

359 school rd. east lot#1
Asheville, NC 28803

828-676-0525

V-4075 A-4165

mailto:mwells57@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Craig
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 12:07:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Craig

132 Murdock Ave
Asheville, NC 28801

V-4076 A-4166

mailto:motgiarc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert McArtor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 12:28:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert McArtor

2312Blythe Rd
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-4077 A-4167

mailto:robert_mcartor@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caela Fitch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 12:47:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Caela Fitch

Cuyhoga falls avenue
Cuyahoga, OH 28601

V-4078 A-4168

mailto:caelafitch@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bersheau A Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 1:01:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bersheau  A Davis

2627 Old Northeast Rd
Lake Waccamaw, NC 28450

V-4079 A-4169

mailto:bersheauA@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Thomson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 1:49:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Thomson

142 S. Slope Loop, unit 2
Banner Elk,  28604

V-4080 A-4170

mailto:djtpeony@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marie Garlock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 3:12:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marie Garlock

610 W. Morgan St
Durham, NC 27701

V-4081 A-4171

mailto:writetomarie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chanda Farley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 4:25:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chanda Farley

117 Ford St
Canton, NC 28716

V-4082 A-4172

mailto:Raptured_Night18@Yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Murningham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 4:56:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Murningham

4043 Plum Street
conover, NC 28613

V-4083 A-4173

mailto:pmurn@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Glenda Hollifield
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 6:41:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Glenda Hollifield

48 Ellis Rd. Extension
Spruce Pine, NC 28777

828-765-2293

V-4084 A-4174

mailto:hollifield7741@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Garvey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:31:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Garvey

3235 Midkiff Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-4085 A-4175

mailto:annebgarvey@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Halford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:43:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Halford

PO Box 966
BLACK MOUNTAIN, NC 28711

8287681918

V-4086 A-4176

mailto:richardchalford@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shannon Graves-King
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:58:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shannon Graves-King

2672 Jacob's Trail
Burlington, NC 27215

V-4087 A-4177

mailto:shannongravesking@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Todd Patton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:02:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Todd Patton

4512 Bracada Dr
Durham, NC 27705

9193092447

V-4088 A-4178

mailto:tcpatton@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel Milewski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:07:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rachel Milewski

3419 Deep Green Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-4089 A-4179

mailto:jessupmilewski@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debora O"Neill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:15:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debora O'Neill

2336 Elizabeth Circle
Gastonia, NC 28054

V-4090 A-4180

mailto:debano@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Kornegay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:20:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Kornegay

1434 Aversboro Road
Garner, NC 27529

V-4091 A-4181

mailto:cindykornegay@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Cummings
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:25:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Cummings

210 Barnrock Dr
Mills River, NC 28759

V-4092 A-4182

mailto:13mdarlene@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Candace L
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:25:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Candace L

103 twisted oak
Durham, NC 27705

V-4093 A-4183

mailto:Vt_cmonster@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Felton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:32:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Felton

230 N Caswell Avenue
Southport, NC 28461

V-4094 A-4184

mailto:rfelton@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Levester Camper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:43:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Levester Camper

3208  Flowery Branch Rd
RALEIGH, NC 27610

(919) 329 0928

V-4095 A-4185

mailto:aidanpop1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: florence arnold
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:45:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

florence arnold

7 vr
cs, NC 28612

V-4096 A-4186

mailto:lambflorence07@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Weglar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 9:16:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Weglar

109 Goldenthal Court
Cary, NC 27519

V-4097 A-4187

mailto:kim.weglar@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Jordan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 9:19:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Jordan

142 Sylvan Acres Road
Waynesville, NC 28785

828 627 6824

V-4098 A-4188

mailto:cjordan2@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katie Oates
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 9:28:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katie Oates

1020 Isleworth Ave
charlotte, NC 28203

(704) 342-1510

V-4099 A-4189

mailto:ktoates@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michele Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 9:31:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michele Clark

109 Shadowood Dr. Apt. V
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-4100 A-4190

mailto:uncmicha@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Boylston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 9:40:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Boylston

4123 Cobblestone Pl
Durham, NC 27707

V-4101 A-4191

mailto:jpb1243@netscape.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Renee McCann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 9:50:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Renee McCann

4410 Terrington Drive
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-4102 A-4192

mailto:reneemccann2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phoebe Hood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:02:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Phoebe Hood

960 mallard bay rd
Hampstead, NC 28443

V-4103 A-4193

mailto:Phoebejhood@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Reilich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:13:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve Reilich

PO Box 157
Indpls, IN 46183

9192704901

V-4104 A-4194

mailto:sreilich828@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dr. Erlinda Aguirre Avena
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:23:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dr. Erlinda Aguirre Avena

201 Ashley Meadow ln
Jacksonville, NC 28546

V-4105 A-4195

mailto:erlindaavena@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: lu Collins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:34:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.
Perhaps you have noticed that more and more young people/college students are becoming involved in state and
 local politics, as they are aware of the detrimental impact of dirty energy/Big oil and Coal on their financial life, 
 their health and quality of life. These new voters will not be blind to your administration's comfortable relationship
 with the corporate energy monopoly that controls energy in our state I am writing as one of your constituents to
 state I SUPPORT THE CLEAN POWER PLAN  and I oppose your efforts to undermine it.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

lu Collins

5 ST
Mebane, NC 27302

V-4106 A-4196

mailto:collinslucinda@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wanda Turner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:43:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wanda Turner

1030 E24th Street
Newton,  28658

8286129454

V-4107 A-4197

mailto:wanda_t28601@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Geimer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:53:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Geimer

1806 Chestnut Street
Wilmington, NC 28405

9107628137

V-4108 A-4198

mailto:Geimer@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Forrest
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:55:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Forrest

2234 F Basil Holt Road
Burlington
Burlington,  27217

V-4109 A-4199

mailto:ravenforrest@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erin Ehrhardt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:57:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erin Ehrhardt

3413 US 21 Hwy
Hamptonville, NC 27020

V-4110 A-4200

mailto:nooniebugg@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dwayne Dvoracek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 11:01:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dwayne Dvoracek

110 Grayson Dr
Salisbury, NC 28147

V-4111 A-4201

mailto:dmd696@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John and Phyllis Edwards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 11:05:16 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John and Phyllis Edwards

PO Box 924
Cashiers,, NC 28717

V-4112 A-4202

mailto:blackbears66@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sara Vicente
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 11:23:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sara Vicente

673 Lenoir Rd
Morganton, NC 28655

8283344157

V-4113 A-4203

mailto:dollyssara@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: C Lifsey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 11:31:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

C Lifsey

4241 Dowling Drive
Charlotte, NC 28205

7064147546

V-4114 A-4204

mailto:mischka1969@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mariam Stephan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 11:43:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mariam Stephan

711 Westland Drive
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-4115 A-4205

mailto:mariamaziza@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mingming Gu
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 11:46:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mingming Gu

4802 Ferncrest Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410

336-763-9837

V-4116 A-4206

mailto:ming-gu@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Thacker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 12:05:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cindy Thacker

615 Spring Street
Raleigh, NC 27605

V-4117 A-4207

mailto:cindytha@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Herman Lankford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 12:47:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Herman Lankford

175 Britten Cove Rd
Weaverville, NC 28787

828-645-4690

V-4118 A-4208

mailto:Hermanator@skyrunner.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Nicke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 1:01:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angela Nicke

3521 Beatty Road
SherrillsFord, NC 28673

V-4119 A-4209

mailto:Anicke1@Charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matt Collogan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 1:07:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Matt Collogan

180 Arlington Drive
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-4120 A-4210

mailto:mcollogan@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: C. Warren Pope
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 1:17:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

C. Warren Pope

12 Mountain Site Ln. Ext
Asheville, NC 28803

V-4121 A-4211

mailto:cdubski@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ron Fisher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 1:19:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ron Fisher

210 Normandy Drive
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-4122 A-4212

mailto:deadron3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Travis Graves
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 2:13:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Travis Graves

200 7th Street
New Bern, NC 28560

V-4123 A-4213

mailto:tgravesriverkeeper@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robin Young
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 2:25:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

The more I see Mr. Governor, the more you look like a crook.  I'm ashamed that you represent us while doing all
 you can to subvert efforts to protect our environment at the expense of future generations.  It isn't yours to give
 away, sir.  I pray fervently that you are a 1 term governor.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robin Young

123 Lanceford Circle
Fletcher, NC 28732

V-4124 A-4214

mailto:Youngrobin2012@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeremiah Webb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 2:32:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeremiah Webb

367 South center ST
Taylorsville, NC 28681

8283529242

V-4125 A-4215

mailto:Gryphonairblade@gmail.Com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ruth Heath
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 2:40:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ruth Heath

5116 Oak Garden Dr
Kernersville, NC 27284

336-784-4956

V-4126 A-4216

mailto:rbhheath@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Krug
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 2:43:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Krug

7123 Windaliere Drive
Cornelius, NC 28031

3175905672

V-4127 A-4217

mailto:glidezone@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Moriah Blue
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 2:46:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Moriah Blue

822 Trevino Rd
Southport, NC 28461

V-4128 A-4218

mailto:moriahblue@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Philip Carl
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 2:47:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We can have clean air (or at least cleaner than it is) and still have a thriving economy.  We are the home of the
 National Institute for Environmental Health Sciences.   Have people in your administration consulted with them to
 see what the science says?

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Philip Carl

8304 Glynmorgan Way
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-4129 A-4219

mailto:pcarl@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peggy Fergus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 2:49:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Fergus

1500 Chesterfield Rd
Lewisville, NC 27023

V-4130 A-4220

mailto:peggy_fergus@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: LaNita Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 3:28:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

LaNita Clark

PO Box 1811
Highlands, NC 28741

8287872197

V-4131 A-4221

mailto:LaNitaClark@Gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tyson Walkup
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 3:54:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tyson Walkup

7030 Rothmore St
charlotte,  28215

V-4132 A-4222

mailto:tyson.walkup@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gracie Partridge
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 4:19:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gracie Partridge

24004 Tar Heel Dr
Albemarle, NC 28001

V-4133 A-4223

mailto:uwharriemarine@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rod Hooker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 5:05:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rod Hooker

5629 Old Garden Road #306
WILMINGTON, NC 28403

V-4134 A-4224

mailto:rhooker60@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Goldis Reel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 5:10:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Goldis Reel

5009 Harness Lane
Colfax, NC 27235

V-4135 A-4225

mailto:goldissreel@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacquelyn Hough
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 5:17:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the EPA's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As the
 effects of climate change continue to increase, we must act NOW to reduce our carbon emissions.

Why are you and your environmental agency purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail the federal requirements
 under the CPP? The 'Department of Environmental Quality' -- a misnomer if there ever was one --  is denying North
 Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, and our energy mix.
 Instead, the federal government will step in to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacquelyn Hough

305 Andrews Road
Red Springs, NC 28377

V-4136 A-4226

mailto:jhawkstar@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Ekstedt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 5:33:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Ekstedt

1615 York Ave
High Point, NC 27265

V-4137 A-4227

mailto:auroastra@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dave Loiselle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 5:46:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dave Loiselle

402 n English hill ln
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-4138 A-4228

mailto:dave.loiselle@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caroline Martin`
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 5:49:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Caroline Martin`

516 Moncure Dr
Charlotte, NC 28209

V-4139 A-4229

mailto:caroline.martin@coloradocollege.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Irene Lofstrom
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 6:25:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Irene Lofstrom

irene.lofstrom@gmail.com
irene.lofstrom@gmail.com
Durham, NC 27707

9193231547

V-4140 A-4230

mailto:irene.lofstrom@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Webb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 6:43:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Webb

201 Hwy 54  #717
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-4141 A-4231

mailto:webbdnc@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dan Nerl
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 6:48:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dan Nerl

1635 Frazier Ridge Lane
Mebane,  27302

V-4142 A-4232

mailto:chassis76@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tim Hergenrader
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 6:49:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tim Hergenrader

106 Black Horse Run S
New Bern, NC 28560

V-4143 A-4233

mailto:timraderart@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Lovick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 6:49:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Lovick

2957 Old Fairground Rd
Angier, NC 27501

9198943207

V-4144 A-4234

mailto:dhnlov@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacob Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 6:55:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacob Johnson

815 Old Welcome Rd
Lithia, FL 33547

V-4145 A-4235

mailto:jacob51johnson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mellissa Mader
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 6:57:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

SUBJECT: AMAZING -why sell out on NC?

Dear Pat McCrory and Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

DO NOT ALLOW OUR ENVIRONMENTAL BEST INTERESTS ARE NOT SOLD OUT TO BILLIONAIRES
 TO BUY OUR ENVIRONMENT to pollute OUR NC DIVINE BEACHES, WATER, CLEAN AIR, FISHING,
 WILDLIFE WITH NO DRILLING!

Thank you.
Sincerely,
Melissa Mader
21317 Cornelius St
Cornelius NC 28031
704-987-9647

Sincerely,

Mellissa Mader

21317 Cornelius St
Cornelius, NC 28031

7049879647

V-4146 A-4236

mailto:m_c_mader@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Whitlock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 6:59:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Whitlock

8 MYSTERY MOUNTAIN DR
Sylva, NC 28779

V-4147 A-4237

mailto:cwhitlock1961@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Renee Hayes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:03:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Renee Hayes

6903 Fairview Church Rd
Trinity, NC 27370

3364343582

V-4148 A-4238

mailto:renee.hayes1956@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: joel wooten
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:14:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

joel wooten

po box 851
yadkinville, NC 27055

V-4149 A-4239

mailto:joeltotopmountain@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gerald Roybal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:21:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gerald Roybal

2452 Tantelon Pl
Winston-Salem, NC 27127

V-4150 A-4240

mailto:xred413x@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Redding
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:43:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Redding

5027 winster drive
apt. 102
winston salem, NC 27106

V-4151 A-4241

mailto:carolynredding@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martin Hazeltine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:49:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martin Hazeltine

7614 Dunbar dr sw
Sunset Beach, NC 28648

9105752546

V-4152 A-4242

mailto:Mhazeltine@atmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marina Kaminis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 7:55:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marina Kaminis

612 Leawood Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-4153 A-4243

mailto:yiayia44@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kay carlton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:19:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kay carlton

640 riva ridge
sneads ferry, NC 28460

V-4154 A-4244

mailto:gracegabby@netscape.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annika Andersson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:25:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Annika Andersson

PO BOX 6
Atlantic Beach, NC 28512

V-4155 A-4245

mailto:aandersson83@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Coe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:32:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Coe

157 Cedar Point Drive
Mount Airy, NC 27030

3367105355

V-4156 A-4246

mailto:judycoe888@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Montaldo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:37:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Montaldo

4810 Cedar Creek Rd
Fayetteville, NC 28312

(910) 261-7595

V-4157 A-4247

mailto:rmontaldo@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: J Hilton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:39:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

J Hilton

2967 Rawls Church Rd
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526

V-4158 A-4248

mailto:hilton.jlynn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nathan Holder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 8:49:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nathan Holder

919 Shellbrook Ct
Apt 8
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-4159 A-4249

mailto:nathan.t.holder@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ruth Bromer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 9:01:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ruth Bromer

904 Dorothea Drive
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-4160 A-4250

mailto:ruth@treklite.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Halie Cunningham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 9:41:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). There are hundreds of obvious signs, in public health, in environmental quality, in intelligent
 economics, that insist we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

To be honest, I am not surprised at all that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North
 Carolina up to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. This, along with many of your other environmental
 policies, is a disgrace to the Old North State I know and love. Nothing about this "plan to fail" makes sense other
 than putting money into the hands of the few at the expense of millions of less fortunate and innocent North
 Carolinians and this place we call home.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Halie Cunningham

ASU Box 12063
Boone, NC 28607

V-4161 A-4251

mailto:cleverhalie0218@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caila Gorniewicz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:01:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Caila Gorniewicz

1657 Arnold dr
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-4162 A-4252

mailto:Cjg0272@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Olga Pader
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:05:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Olga Pader

262 Mine Valley Trail
Franklin, NC 28734

V-4163 A-4253

mailto:olgapader@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Yves Bugel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:05:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Yves Bugel

105 Salola st
Asheville, NC 28806

V-4164 A-4254

mailto:yvesbugel@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: PAT ROBINSON
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:25:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

PAT ROBINSON

814 GUILFORD COLLEGE RD
#194
GREENSBORO, NC 27409

V-4165 A-4255

mailto:PPOBARNEY@YAHOO.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Werner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 10:34:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frank Werner

26 Kollinova Dr
Clayton, NC 27527

9195538960

V-4166 A-4256

mailto:fwerner2@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Ehresmann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 12:23:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Ehresmann

1518 Seabrook Ave
Cary, NC 27511

V-4167 A-4257

mailto:dcehres@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Veronica Reich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 1:29:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Veronica Reich

108 Somerset Court
Point Harbor,  27964

V-4168 A-4258

mailto:Pastaroni@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Willie Greene
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 2:09:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Willie Greene

418 Burrough St
CHARLOTTE, NC 28213

9802001528

V-4169 A-4259

mailto:williegreene1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 3:57:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Brown

106 Persimmon Hill Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-4170 A-4260

mailto:nanbrown@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Virginia Baysden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 4:51:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Virginia Baysden

102 Mills Street
Richlands, NC 28574

9102007555

V-4171 A-4261

mailto:virginiabaysden@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Rotatori
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 5:31:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Rotatori

272 Treetops Drive
Stanley, NC 28164

V-4172 A-4262

mailto:c.bazzy18@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mikey dujsik
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 6:14:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mikey dujsik

1227 Creek Road
Morehead City, NC 28557

V-4173 A-4263

mailto:dujsikw@carteret.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rita Spencer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 7:31:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rita Spencer

720 Glenwood Rd
Asheboro, NC 27203

3366255266

V-4174 A-4264

mailto:rclarkspencer@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelly Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 8:22:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kelly Adams

Orchard Lane
WInterville, NC 28590

V-4175 A-4265

mailto:adamsk@ecu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annabel Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 8:27:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Annabel Baker

PO Box 27
Blounts Creek, NC 27814

V-4176 A-4266

mailto:bakerbaker27@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Duffy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:23:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Duffy

5047 Wyngate Village Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-4177 A-4267

mailto:Duff@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ben Curry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:29:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ben Curry

400 Wesley Drive
Asheville, NC 28803

8284422394

V-4178 A-4268

mailto:benwcurry@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: joseph litwinowicz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:31:41 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

joseph litwinowicz

1141 sapona river lane
Waxhaw, NC 28173

9544947849

V-4179 A-4269

mailto:joelit@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Hassall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:31:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Hassall

2421 Shenandoah Avenue
Durham
Durham, NC 27704

V-4180 A-4270

mailto:klhassall@pobox.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Froelich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:37:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Froelich

204 Michigan Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

8282061774

V-4181 A-4271

mailto:frodaddy125@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynn Pate
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:44:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynn Pate

461 Pate Rd
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

V-4182 A-4272

mailto:thehippymama@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roger Chellew
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 10:02:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roger Chellew

104 Elmwood Lane
Clayton, NC 27520

V-4183 A-4273

mailto:rchellew@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debbie Kenyon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 10:18:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debbie Kenyon

509 GABLEFIELD LN
Apex, NC 27502

9193036906

V-4184 A-4274

mailto:dcjkenyon@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Kemble
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 10:36:41 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve Kemble

60 Alabama Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-4185 A-4275

mailto:primalpulse@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: thomas pridgen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 10:37:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

thomas pridgen

11756 nc hwy 16 n
Grassy Creek, NC 28631

V-4186 A-4276

mailto:pridgen.thomas@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kirk Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 11:11:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kirk Adams

2716 NC Hwy 49 S
Asheboro,  27205

V-4187 A-4277

mailto:khbiflyer@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ELizabeth Staton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 12:27:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ELizabeth Staton

1006 S. Myrtle St
China Grove, NC 28023

V-4188 A-4278

mailto:Aeaj_smyrtle@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Trent
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 12:47:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Trent

3117 NC 150
Reidsville, NC 27320

V-4189 A-4279

mailto:maggieblueswoman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 1:25:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Jackson

3311 Shannon Road #35C
Durham, NC 27707

9198244229

V-4190 A-4280

mailto:laura.sunny.marie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kim Hombs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 1:25:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kim Hombs

16303 Farmchase Ct
Charlotte, NC 28277

704-408-7216

V-4191 A-4281

mailto:taoanimal@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tammy Musselwhite
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 2:28:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tammy Musselwhite

111 Manteo dr
Raeford, NC 28376

V-4192 A-4282

mailto:Tmusselwhite65@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Shaver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 4:31:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Shaver

212 Twin K Drive
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

V-4193 A-4283

mailto:fligirl6249@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alan Spencer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 5:08:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alan Spencer

701 S Elam
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-4194 A-4284

mailto:Alan.spencer66@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Lucas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 5:42:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Lucas

3216 Ian Patrick Ave
Kannapolis, NC 28083

V-4195 A-4285

mailto:vaelyn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Antoinette Gonzales
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 6:13:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Antoinette Gonzales

12669 Westbranch Way
Victorville, CA 92392

V-4196 A-4286

mailto:lolo.tonetone@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anna Gallop
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 6:15:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anna Gallop

PO Box 313
manteo, NC 27954

V-4197 A-4287

mailto:paludism@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanne Napoli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 6:44:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joanne Napoli

1001 Prologue Road
Durham, NC 27712

9194779315

V-4198 A-4288

mailto:joanne2950@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dorothy Reist
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 6:44:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dorothy Reist

8520 Woodcliff Dr
Emerald Isle, NC 28594

V-4199 A-4289

mailto:dreistnc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keely Wood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 7:05:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Keely Wood

363 angel rd
Sanford, NC 27330

V-4200 A-4290

mailto:Keely@bionaturae.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Claire Szaz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 7:29:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

You and your children have to live in NC too!!  I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
 limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in
 North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards
 reducing our carbon emissions.

I am extremely disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to
 fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department
 of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air!!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Claire Szaz

196 St. Andrews Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-4201 A-4291

mailto:claire.szaz@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martin Hazeltine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 7:53:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martin Hazeltine

7614 Dunbar Dr SW
Sunset Beach, NC 28468

910-575-2546

V-4202 A-4292

mailto:mhazeltine@atmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Enrique Rodriguez-Pastor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 7:57:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Enrique Rodriguez-Pastor

117 Woodbriar Road
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

407-921-5969

V-4203 A-4293

mailto:erodriguezpastor@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kim hambrick-barnes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:13:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kim hambrick-barnes

180 sunnybrook lane
ellenboro, NC 28040

V-4204 A-4294

mailto:barnes9312@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Duckett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:29:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Duckett

51 Melrose St
Waynesville, NC 28786

V-4205 A-4295

mailto:lgduckett@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Samantha Heck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:34:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Samantha Heck

25423 Burbage Circle
Cary, NC 27519

V-4206 A-4296

mailto:samyvme@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Mathews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 9:52:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Mathews

5100 Tybrook Court Apt 101
Raleigh, NC 27612

9196287338

V-4207 A-4297

mailto:ermathews82@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Kulp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 19, 2015 10:15:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Kulp

9125 Sulkirk Drive
Raleigh, NC 27617

V-4208 A-4298

mailto:jskulp1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sheila Beaudry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 12:33:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sheila Beaudry

821 Buteo Ridge
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-4209 A-4299

mailto:sbbeaudry@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: william h. wreath
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 1:09:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air, or leave the state and let someone in that cares.

Sincerely,

william h. wreath

7132 howey bottoms road
indian trail, NC 28079

704-622-2254

V-4210 A-4300

mailto:safari1956@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Handy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 4:53:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Handy

2524 Covington Loop
Graham, NC 27253

V-4211 A-4301

mailto:carrjoe@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tanya Gerard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 7:01:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tanya Gerard

312 N Pinnacle Ridge Rd
Beech Mnt, NC 28604

V-4212 A-4302

mailto:inlakesh@inlakesh.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julia Wood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 10:04:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julia Wood

1347 KELLUM LOOP RD
JACKSONVILLE,  28546

V-4213 A-4303

mailto:juliaehaag@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Navascues
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 11:09:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Navascues

6508 Falconbridge Road, #13
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-4214 A-4304

mailto:michaelnavascues@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Erwin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 11:42:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Erwin

97 Governor Thomson Ter
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-4215 A-4305

mailto:mikeeerwin67@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anja Collette
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 12:20:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anja Collette

1101 Duchess Ln
Hubert, NC 28539

12523788715

V-4216 A-4306

mailto:anja.collette0919@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phyliss Craddock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 1:55:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Phyliss Craddock

1502 sherwood Dr Apt 20
Reidsville, NC 27320

336.432.2443

V-4217 A-4307

mailto:phylisscraddock@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Sloss
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 2:07:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Although jobs and economic
 development need stimulation and regulation is a "dirty" word by your standards, I would rather live through
 regulation than wear a mask to work because the air is too dirty to breathe.  Please do the right thing and protect our
 clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Sloss

5 Wagon Road
Asheville, NC 28805

828-989-9458

V-4218 A-4308

mailto:barbarasloss@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rowland Shelley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 2:57:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rowland Shelley

3708 Tree Side Ct
Raleigh, NC 27607

9193261929

V-4219 A-4309

mailto:rowland.shelley1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Benson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 4:43:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Benson

6808 Palomino Ridge Court
Summerfield, NC 27358

V-4220 A-4310

mailto:stephanie@stephanie-benson.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tiffany Culler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 8:19:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tiffany Culler

3235 Swaim Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27107

3364424019

V-4221 A-4311

mailto:tiffanyculler@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bob Coleman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 8:34:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bob Coleman

103 Candlelight Ct
Durham, NC 27707

919 490 6876

V-4222 A-4312

mailto:namelcorp@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Whitney Clarke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 20, 2015 11:28:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Whitney Clarke

216 Bracken Ct
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-4223 A-4313

mailto:whitneyclarke@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ronald Clayton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 21, 2015 11:19:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Protect the People.  STOP protecting the polluters!

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).  As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP.  By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state.  Nothing about this makes sense. 
* How much are the big polluters paying you to protect them?

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy.  Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ronald Clayton

545 E DORSETT AVE
ASHEBORO, NC 27203

3364600019

V-4224 A-4314

mailto:se-larvae@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Raymond O"Connor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 21, 2015 11:46:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Raymond O'Connor

108 Bishop Drive
Winterville, NC 28590

V-4225 A-4315

mailto:roconnor2@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathleen Borkowski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 21, 2015 1:52:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Borkowski

5991 DixonDrive
Raleigh, NC 27609

9193907751

V-4226 A-4316

mailto:kathy.borkowski9@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Irene Barrera
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 21, 2015 5:39:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Irene Barrera

106 Winter Rd
Jacksonville, NC 28540

V-4227 A-4317

mailto:gbarrera@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KJ Linarez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 21, 2015 8:33:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

KJ Linarez

5249 Manzanita
Carmichael, CA 95608

V-4228 A-4318

mailto:kjlinarez@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Hurmence
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 9:53:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Hurmence

518 Spencer Farlow drive
Carolina beach, NC 28428

V-4229 A-4319

mailto:Gocubsmark@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edna Perrine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 10:30:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edna Perrine

604 Croatan Ave
Manteo, NC 27954

2524732025

V-4230 A-4320

mailto:ednajohn@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rick Lee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 11:01:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rick Lee

1006 Assembly Street
Belmont, NC 28012

V-4231 A-4321

mailto:biketherapy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eli Celli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 11:54:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eli Celli

407 Legends Way
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-4232 A-4322

mailto:elicelli@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scott Lawrence
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 12:25:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Scott Lawrence

8400 West Fall Ln
Retired
Stokesdale, NC 27357

V-4233 A-4323

mailto:scottlawrence1943@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Thomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 1:49:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Thomas

110 Pinecrest Rd
Durham, NC 27705

V-4234 A-4324

mailto:dthomas@unch.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 3:33:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Brown

142 Plantation Dr
King, NC 27021

V-4235 A-4325

mailto:KATZ10@Windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Adrienne Ferriss
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 6:01:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Adrienne Ferriss

27 pheasant dr
asheville, NC 28803

V-4236 A-4326

mailto:asferriss@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Troxtell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 6:02:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Troxtell

4492 Jordan St
Trinity, NC 27370

V-4237 A-4327

mailto:ctroxtell@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brenda W. Thomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 7:22:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brenda         W. Thomas

110 Hobbit Lane
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768

V-4238 A-4328

mailto:bwallshomas@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leigh Clodfelter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 10:07:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leigh Clodfelter

3923 Fountain Village Lane
High Point, NC 27265

V-4239 A-4329

mailto:leighjrny@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Bratton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 22, 2015 10:57:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Teresa Bratton

1110 Sunset Dr
Greensboro, NC 27408

3363371034

V-4240 A-4330

mailto:tsbratton@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joe Burnham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 23, 2015 2:19:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joe Burnham

9375 Helsabeck Rd
Rural Hall, NC 27045

V-4241 A-4331

mailto:joe.burnham1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Carr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 23, 2015 8:25:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Carr

mich7474@bellsouth.net
mich7474@bellsouth.net
Charlotte, NC 28207

7047779712

V-4242 A-4332

mailto:mich7474@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Alpert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 23, 2015 12:40:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Alpert

23 Peace St
Asheville, NC 28806

8285057579

V-4243 A-4333

mailto:lisade81@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gretchen Klein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 23, 2015 1:39:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gretchen Klein

3449 Benny Lineberry rd
climax, NC 27233

V-4244 A-4334

mailto:mi4sons@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenneth Kneidel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 23, 2015 5:10:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am embarrassed as a North Carolinian to read the proposed plan that NC is submitting to meet the requirements of
 the federal Clean Power Plan.  How can we only address coal and not the natural gas and renewable energy blocks
 required in the CPP?  This strategy seems blatantly foolish to me, unless I assume that the Department of Air
 Quality is more concerned about business interests in NC than the health of its citizens and the sustainability of the
 natural resources in this state. 

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Kneidel

424 Bertonley Avenue
CHARLOTTE, NC 28211

V-4245 A-4335

mailto:kenkneidel@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherry Setliff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2015 7:55:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sherry Setliff

703 Victory Lane
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-4246 A-4336

mailto:mcclungsetliff@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laurie Rose
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2015 11:04:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laurie Rose

99 Pine Ridge Drive
Whispering Pines, NC 28327

V-4247 A-4337

mailto:lcmmbrose@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Simmons
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2015 11:23:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Simmons

109 Island Rd
Marshall, NC 28753

8287787336

V-4248 A-4338

mailto:csnocc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shawn Cooper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2015 11:33:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shawn Cooper

1444 west 4th St Apt A
Winston-Salem, NC 27101

3364038545

V-4249 A-4339

mailto:coopershawn@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Moloney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2015 12:11:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Moloney

HillHouse
507 E. Club Dr
Gastonia, NC 28054

V-4250 A-4340

mailto:ahardrainisgonnafall@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeanne Fitzpatrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2015 12:12:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeanne Fitzpatrick

108 S Lake Pk Blvd, #310
Carolina Beach, NC 28428

V-4251 A-4341

mailto:merrymermaid1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Toni Hill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2015 1:13:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Toni Hill

15 Pascal Way
Durham, NC 27705

V-4252 A-4342

mailto:hilltc@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Tyndall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2015 1:19:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Tyndall

393 Owen Drive
Lumberton, NC 28358

V-4253 A-4343

mailto:linda_tyndall@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Carlson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2015 1:19:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Carlson

6719 Brookbank
Summerfirld
Summerfield.,  27358

V-4254 A-4344

mailto:Carolscarlson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Portia McCracken
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2015 2:39:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a senior with COPD and asthma, I wholeheartedly support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently
 proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP).

As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to
 increase, we must work towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am intensely disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to
 fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is designed to fail, the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Portia McCracken

917 Forest Hill Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-4255 A-4345

mailto:prmccracken@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Francis Chandler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2015 5:46:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Francis Chandler

207 Murray Street
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-4256 A-4346

mailto:knarfhill@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Hughes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2015 6:02:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Hughes

34 Pleasant Street
Apt. 5A
Woodstock, VT 05091

V-4257 A-4347

mailto:jdh8941@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Berry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2015 6:38:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Berry

1230 Pressley Rd
apt 2
Charlotte, NC 28217

7045273425

V-4258 A-4348

mailto:kodiakqcnc1@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Cerutti
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, November 24, 2015 6:53:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angela Cerutti

2145 Jackson St
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-4259 A-4349

mailto:acerutti4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Daniels
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 4:17:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am disgusted that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the
 federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Daniels

PO Box 693
Bryson City, NC 28713

V-4260 A-4350

mailto:cdaniels74@Hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Kennedy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 7:05:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Kennedy

500 Water Wheel Cv
Clyde, NC 28721

V-4261 A-4351

mailto:cherlynne3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


New petition

From: NORTH CAROLINA CONSERVATION NETWORK
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: New petition to you: Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start protecting clean air
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 9:03:37 PM

Joelle Burleson – NORTH CAROLINA CONSERVATION
 NETWORK started a petition on Change.org and listed you as a
 decision maker. Learn more about NORTH CAROLINA
 CONSERVATION NETWORK’s petition and how you can respond.

Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters
 and start protecting clean air
Petition by NORTH CAROLINA CONSERVATION
 NETWORK · Started Nov 25, 2015

Governor McCrory and his administration would rather submit a “plan to fail”
 than reduce our state’s carbon pollution. The good news: Recently, federal
 officials... Read more

View the petition

WHAT YOU CAN DO

1. View the petition

Learn about the petition and its supporters. You will receive updates
 as new supporters sign the petition so you can see who is signing
 and why.

2. Respond to the petition

Post a response to let the petition supporters know you're listening,
 say whether you agree with their call to action, or ask them for more
 information.

3. Continue the dialogue

Read the comments posted by petition supporters and continue the
 dialogue so that others can see you're an engaged leader who is
 willing to participate in open discussion.

CHANGE.ORG FOR DECISION MAKERS

V-4262 A-4352

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8QA/390KAA/t.1sg/6trFdzMDTTW27w8FqQf9tw/h2/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmH6XUaLHbPEKVube5K6vqwH3vLxJCKPLb5tRHu5cLMqj9cXVoGWYcXy9dl8GA2LxnwKqJHo7QFF-2B4wZUcD1Opu9i8L9ei40tHX6c2OZaVLcCPAvzKQ04KGtZ2eHzggjgi0-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8QA/390KAA/t.1sg/6trFdzMDTTW27w8FqQf9tw/h0/PI4QvBL3l-2BOH9SHmwuDwC3pIPhGMqPrc16-2B8O81vTP0-3D
mailto:mail@changemail.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8QA/390KAA/t.1sg/6trFdzMDTTW27w8FqQf9tw/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmH6XUaLHbPEKVube5K6vqwH3vLxJCKPLb5tRHu5cLMqj9cXVoGWYcXy9dl8GA2LxnwKqJHo7QFF-2B4wZUcD1Opu9i8L9ei40tHX6c2OZaVLcCPAvzKQ04KGtZ2eHzggjgi0-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8QA/390KAA/t.1sg/6trFdzMDTTW27w8FqQf9tw/h2/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmH6XUaLHbPEKVube5K6vqwH3vLxJCKPLb5tRHu5cLMqj9cXVoGWYcXy9dl8GA2LxnwKqJHo7QFF-2B4wZUcD1Opu9i8L9ei40tHX6c2OZaVLcCPAvzKQ04KGtZ2eHzggjgi0-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8QA/390KAA/t.1sg/6trFdzMDTTW27w8FqQf9tw/h3/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmH6XUaLHbPEKVube5K6vqwH3vLxJCKPLb5tRHu5cLMqj9cXVoGWYcXy9dl8GA2LxnwKqJHo7QFF-2B4wZUcD1Opu9i8L9ei40tHX6c2OZaVLcCPAvzKQ04KGtZ2eHzggjgi0-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8QA/390KAA/t.1sg/6trFdzMDTTW27w8FqQf9tw/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4MsXID9xTDvzfC7O9-2FHp4CYfwncoX-2Fz9SE-2FEvLZoRZAojrmpNTzc74IWQBW3r6hjcxjBFQNCDDsXrpxGbGbdfQXDgSHJjXIzLvZGoitUIAdA-3D-3D


On Change.org, decision makers like you connect directly with
 people around the world to resolve issues. Learn more

This notification was sent to daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov, the address
 listed as the decision maker contact by the petition starter. If this is incorrect,
 please post a response to let the petition starter know.

Change.org ·  548 Market St #29993, San Francisco, CA 94104-5401, USA

V-4263 A-4353

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8QA/390KAA/t.1sg/6trFdzMDTTW27w8FqQf9tw/h5/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvMzSiyeTvUkEQL87ok1VNResl6anqELwhfWpLJSOrF-2F4IwDnGJG3lQYLD2kdAc20bFJz82I-2B0ErkJA08EyqOmjt-2BdOtFOF3I3qr89C9WD-2FEuLgzsTt9AlVxcrcKu8PG-2FKQ-3D-3D
mailto:daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8QA/390KAA/t.1sg/6trFdzMDTTW27w8FqQf9tw/h6/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4MsXID9xTDvzfC7O9-2FHp4CYfwncoX-2Fz9SE-2FEvLZoRZAojrmpNTzc74IWQBW3r6hjcxjBFQNCDDsXrpxGbGbdfQXDgSHJjXIzLvZGoitUIAdA-3D-3D


New signatures

From: mail@changemail.org
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 5 more people signed “Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start protecting clean air”
Date: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 11:57:27 PM

Joelle Burleson – This petition addressed to you on Change.org has new
 activity. See progress and respond to the campaign's supporters.

Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start
 protecting clean air
Petition by NORTH CAROLINA CONSERVATION NETWORK ·
 5 supporters

5 more people signed
in the last 3 hours

View petition activity

RECENT SUPPORTERS

Carlton weaver

Louisburg, NC ·  Nov 26, 2015

Gwen Fowler

Leicester, NC ·  Nov 26, 2015

Daisy Roshitsh

Wake Forest, NC ·  Nov 26, 2015

Elizabeth Mills

Waynesville, NC ·  Nov 26, 2015

V-4264 A-4354

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1sg/e7lTM-EWTSmJkJp6P3mcvQ/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLNSkesdsMl1ZXyZxn57jxdE-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1sg/e7lTM-EWTSmJkJp6P3mcvQ/h0/PI4QvBL3l-2BOH9SHmwuDwC3pIPhGMqPrc16-2B8O81vTP0-3D
mailto:mail@changemail.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1sg/e7lTM-EWTSmJkJp6P3mcvQ/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLNSkesdsMl1ZXyZxn57jxdE-3D


Sam Yates

Rockingham, NC ·  Nov 26, 2015

View all 5 supporters

CHANGE.ORG FOR DECISION MAKERS

On Change.org, decision makers like you connect directly with people
 around the world to resolve issues. Respond to let the people petitioning
 you know you're listening, say whether you agree with their call to action,
 or ask them for more information. Learn more.

This notification was sent to daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov, the address listed as
 the decision maker contact by the petition starter. If this is incorrect, please post a
 response to let the petition starter know.

Change.org ·  548 Market St #29993, San Francisco, CA 94104-5401, USA

V-4265 A-4355

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1sg/e7lTM-EWTSmJkJp6P3mcvQ/h2/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLNSkesdsMl1ZXyZxn57jxdE-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1sg/e7lTM-EWTSmJkJp6P3mcvQ/h3/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDX0-2BGtvfuKANZy6q-2Fgt-2FRi5S8HT6eRej1Fy9iCZx0V-2BVzRWZAbix3xCTUIMuQilsnUG-2BmrFp44SvAYb0jKaOh7usxoka364Z-2FtNnlXrYT49nrcEPPDGjiHi55RhVXH6QA-3D-3D
mailto:daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1sg/e7lTM-EWTSmJkJp6P3mcvQ/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4MsXID9xTDvzfC7O9-2FHp4CYfwncoX-2Fz9SE-2FEvLZoRZAojrmpNTzc74IWQBW3r6hjcHfLLeOLfIDrUQHBJnPSD5
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1sg/e7lTM-EWTSmJkJp6P3mcvQ/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4MsXID9xTDvzfC7O9-2FHp4CYfwncoX-2Fz9SE-2FEvLZoRZAojrmpNTzc74IWQBW3r6hjcHfLLeOLfIDrUQHBJnPSD5


New signatures

From: mail@changemail.org
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 5 more people signed “Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start protecting clean air”
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 9:42:35 AM

Joelle Burleson – This petition addressed to you on Change.org has new
 activity. See progress and respond to the campaign's supporters.

Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start
 protecting clean air
Petition by NORTH CAROLINA CONSERVATION NETWORK ·
 5 supporters

5 more people signed
in the last 10 hours

View petition activity

RECENT SUPPORTERS

angie deckard

indian trail, NC ·  Nov 26, 2015

Jan Phillips

Kernersville, NC ·  Nov 26, 2015

Victoria T

Angier, NC ·  Nov 26, 2015

Carl Levan

Mcleansville, NC ·  Nov 26, 2015

V-4266 A-4356

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8gA/390KAA/t.1sg/-hL2omGMSOe6HgCSH-EQOg/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLNSkesdsMl1ZXyZxn57jxdE-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8gA/390KAA/t.1sg/-hL2omGMSOe6HgCSH-EQOg/h0/PI4QvBL3l-2BOH9SHmwuDwC3pIPhGMqPrc16-2B8O81vTP0-3D
mailto:mail@changemail.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8gA/390KAA/t.1sg/-hL2omGMSOe6HgCSH-EQOg/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLNSkesdsMl1ZXyZxn57jxdE-3D


Ziddell Yala

Charlotte, NC ·  Nov 26, 2015

View all 5 supporters

CHANGE.ORG FOR DECISION MAKERS

On Change.org, decision makers like you connect directly with people
 around the world to resolve issues. Respond to let the people petitioning
 you know you're listening, say whether you agree with their call to action,
 or ask them for more information. Learn more.

This notification was sent to daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov, the address listed as
 the decision maker contact by the petition starter. If this is incorrect, please post a
 response to let the petition starter know.

Change.org ·  548 Market St #29993, San Francisco, CA 94104-5401, USA

V-4267 A-4357

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8gA/390KAA/t.1sg/-hL2omGMSOe6HgCSH-EQOg/h2/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLNSkesdsMl1ZXyZxn57jxdE-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8gA/390KAA/t.1sg/-hL2omGMSOe6HgCSH-EQOg/h3/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDX0-2BGtvfuKANZy6q-2Fgt-2FRi5S8HT6eRej1Fy9iCZx0V-2BVzRWZAbix3xCTUIMuQilsnUG-2BmrFp44SvAYb0jKaOh7usxoka364Z-2FtNnlXrYT49nrcEPPDGjiHi55RhVXH6QA-3D-3D
mailto:daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8gA/390KAA/t.1sg/-hL2omGMSOe6HgCSH-EQOg/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4MsXID9xTDvzfC7O9-2FHp4CYfwncoX-2Fz9SE-2FEvLZoRZAojrmpNTzc74IWQBW3r6hjcHfLLeOLfIDrUQHBJnPSD5
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8gA/390KAA/t.1sg/-hL2omGMSOe6HgCSH-EQOg/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4MsXID9xTDvzfC7O9-2FHp4CYfwncoX-2Fz9SE-2FEvLZoRZAojrmpNTzc74IWQBW3r6hjcHfLLeOLfIDrUQHBJnPSD5


New signatures

From: mail@changemail.org
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 5 more people signed “Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start protecting clean air”
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 1:30:33 PM

Joelle Burleson – This petition addressed to you on Change.org has new
 activity. See progress and respond to the campaign's supporters.

Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start
 protecting clean air
Petition by NORTH CAROLINA CONSERVATION NETWORK ·
 5 supporters

5 more people signed
in the last 4 hours

View petition activity

RECENT SUPPORTERS

Yolanda Burke

Charlotte, NC ·  Nov 26, 2015

Keith Cranford

Climax, NC ·  Nov 26, 2015

roger daye

hillsborough, NC ·  Nov 26, 2015

Rhonda Petersen

Morganton, NC ·  Nov 26, 2015

V-4268 A-4358

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8gA/390KAA/t.1sg/6zXzb0Y1R_2KBxnlDEamfg/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLNSkesdsMl1ZXyZxn57jxdE-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8gA/390KAA/t.1sg/6zXzb0Y1R_2KBxnlDEamfg/h0/PI4QvBL3l-2BOH9SHmwuDwC3pIPhGMqPrc16-2B8O81vTP0-3D
mailto:mail@changemail.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8gA/390KAA/t.1sg/6zXzb0Y1R_2KBxnlDEamfg/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLNSkesdsMl1ZXyZxn57jxdE-3D


Concerned Citizen

New City, NY ·  Nov 26, 2015

View all 5 supporters

CHANGE.ORG FOR DECISION MAKERS

On Change.org, decision makers like you connect directly with people
 around the world to resolve issues. Respond to let the people petitioning
 you know you're listening, say whether you agree with their call to action,
 or ask them for more information. Learn more.

This notification was sent to daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov, the address listed as
 the decision maker contact by the petition starter. If this is incorrect, please post a
 response to let the petition starter know.

Change.org ·  548 Market St #29993, San Francisco, CA 94104-5401, USA

V-4269 A-4359

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8gA/390KAA/t.1sg/6zXzb0Y1R_2KBxnlDEamfg/h2/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLNSkesdsMl1ZXyZxn57jxdE-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8gA/390KAA/t.1sg/6zXzb0Y1R_2KBxnlDEamfg/h3/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDX0-2BGtvfuKANZy6q-2Fgt-2FRi5S8HT6eRej1Fy9iCZx0V-2BVzRWZAbix3xCTUIMuQilsnUG-2BmrFp44SvAYb0jKaOh7usxoka364Z-2FtNnlXrYT49nrcEPPDGjiHi55RhVXH6QA-3D-3D
mailto:daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8gA/390KAA/t.1sg/6zXzb0Y1R_2KBxnlDEamfg/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4MsXID9xTDvzfC7O9-2FHp4CYfwncoX-2Fz9SE-2FEvLZoRZAojrmpNTzc74IWQBW3r6hjcHfLLeOLfIDrUQHBJnPSD5
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8gA/390KAA/t.1sg/6zXzb0Y1R_2KBxnlDEamfg/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4MsXID9xTDvzfC7O9-2FHp4CYfwncoX-2Fz9SE-2FEvLZoRZAojrmpNTzc74IWQBW3r6hjcHfLLeOLfIDrUQHBJnPSD5


From: Sally Moseley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 3:50:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sally Moseley

1612 Colony Dr
Tarboro, NC 27886

2528234757

V-4270 A-4360

mailto:Sallymo@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


New signatures

From: mail@changemail.org
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 10 more people signed “Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start protecting clean air”
Date: Thursday, November 26, 2015 9:31:12 PM

Joelle Burleson – This petition addressed to you on Change.org has new
 activity. See progress and respond to the campaign's supporters.

Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start
 protecting clean air
Petition by NORTH CAROLINA CONSERVATION NETWORK ·
 10 supporters

10 more people signed
in the last 8 hours

View petition activity

RECENT SUPPORTERS

April Bean

Gastonia, NC ·  Nov 27, 2015

Gloria Joyce

Mayodan, NC ·  Nov 27, 2015

Carrelle Harris

Charlotte, NC ·  Nov 27, 2015

marta del carmen zaboynik

Greensboro, NC ·  Nov 26, 2015

V-4271 A-4361

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/-AA/390KAA/t.1sh/AUeUMokySwqPxiHMZtWLkA/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/-AA/390KAA/t.1sh/AUeUMokySwqPxiHMZtWLkA/h0/PI4QvBL3l-2BOH9SHmwuDwC3pIPhGMqPrc16-2B8O81vTP0-3D
mailto:mail@changemail.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/-AA/390KAA/t.1sh/AUeUMokySwqPxiHMZtWLkA/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D


Rodolfo Sanchez

Huntersville, NC ·  Nov 26, 2015

View all 10 supporters

CHANGE.ORG FOR DECISION MAKERS

On Change.org, decision makers like you connect directly with people
 around the world to resolve issues. Respond to let the people petitioning
 you know you're listening, say whether you agree with their call to action,
 or ask them for more information. Learn more.

This notification was sent to daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov, the address listed as
 the decision maker contact by the petition starter. If this is incorrect, please post a
 response to let the petition starter know.

Change.org ·  548 Market St #29993, San Francisco, CA 94104-5401, USA

V-4272 A-4362

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/-AA/390KAA/t.1sh/AUeUMokySwqPxiHMZtWLkA/h2/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/-AA/390KAA/t.1sh/AUeUMokySwqPxiHMZtWLkA/h3/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDX0-2BGtvfuKANZy6q-2Fgt-2FRi5S8HT6eRej1Fy9iCZx0V-2BVzRWZAbix3xCTUIMuQilsnUG-2BmrFp44SvAYb0jKaOh642JeZo60zJhWr3K6PbjcW-2BdregbX93S71HfHo8ReytA-3D-3D
mailto:daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/-AA/390KAA/t.1sh/AUeUMokySwqPxiHMZtWLkA/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4MsXID9xTDvzfC7O9-2FHp4CYfwncoX-2Fz9SE-2FEvLZoRZAojrmpNTzc74IWQBW3r6hjfPSt7BVtX-2FFwGlI5nbKmR0
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/-AA/390KAA/t.1sh/AUeUMokySwqPxiHMZtWLkA/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4MsXID9xTDvzfC7O9-2FHp4CYfwncoX-2Fz9SE-2FEvLZoRZAojrmpNTzc74IWQBW3r6hjfPSt7BVtX-2FFwGlI5nbKmR0


New signatures

From: mail@changemail.org
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 10 more people signed “Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start protecting clean air”
Date: Friday, November 27, 2015 11:56:03 AM

Joelle Burleson – This petition addressed to you on Change.org has new
 activity. See progress and respond to the campaign's supporters.

Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start
 protecting clean air
Petition by NORTH CAROLINA CONSERVATION NETWORK ·
 10 supporters

10 more people signed
in the last day

View petition activity

RECENT SUPPORTERS

Wanda Holmes

Concord, NC ·  Nov 27, 2015

Laura Simonson

Asheville, NC ·  Nov 27, 2015

Chantal Buslot

Hasselt, TX ·  Nov 27, 2015

Christian Castillo

Charlotte, NC ·  Nov 27, 2015

V-4273 A-4363

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8QA/390KAA/t.1sh/rKBReSRWSZOsK359zksOyA/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8QA/390KAA/t.1sh/rKBReSRWSZOsK359zksOyA/h0/PI4QvBL3l-2BOH9SHmwuDwC3pIPhGMqPrc16-2B8O81vTP0-3D
mailto:mail@changemail.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8QA/390KAA/t.1sh/rKBReSRWSZOsK359zksOyA/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D


Serenity Blair

Asheboro, NC ·  Nov 27, 2015

View all 10 supporters

CHANGE.ORG FOR DECISION MAKERS

On Change.org, decision makers like you connect directly with people
 around the world to resolve issues. Respond to let the people petitioning
 you know you're listening, say whether you agree with their call to action,
 or ask them for more information. Learn more.

This notification was sent to daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov, the address listed as
 the decision maker contact by the petition starter. If this is incorrect, please post a
 response to let the petition starter know.

Change.org ·  548 Market St #29993, San Francisco, CA 94104-5401, USA

V-4274 A-4364

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8QA/390KAA/t.1sh/rKBReSRWSZOsK359zksOyA/h2/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8QA/390KAA/t.1sh/rKBReSRWSZOsK359zksOyA/h3/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDX0-2BGtvfuKANZy6q-2Fgt-2FRi5S8HT6eRej1Fy9iCZx0V-2BVzRWZAbix3xCTUIMuQilsnUG-2BmrFp44SvAYb0jKaOh642JeZo60zJhWr3K6PbjcW-2BdregbX93S71HfHo8ReytA-3D-3D
mailto:daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
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From: Pat Connell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 27, 2015 12:09:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pat Connell

140 Partridge Trl
Salisbury, NC 28146

7042108042

V-4275 A-4365

mailto:bgspats@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


New signatures

From: mail@changemail.org
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 10 more people signed “Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start protecting clean air”
Date: Friday, November 27, 2015 3:03:14 PM

Joelle Burleson – This petition addressed to you on Change.org has new
 activity. See progress and respond to the campaign's supporters.

Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start
 protecting clean air
Petition by NORTH CAROLINA CONSERVATION NETWORK ·
 10 supporters

10 more people signed
in the last 3 hours

View petition activity

RECENT SUPPORTERS

Peter Beckley

Carolina Beach, NC ·  Nov 27, 2015

barbara walker

gastonia, NC ·  Nov 27, 2015

Edwin Jousma

Wilmington, NC ·  Nov 27, 2015

lisa Francis

Belmont, NC ·  Nov 27, 2015

V-4276 A-4366

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8gA/390KAA/t.1sh/xqS3MPcCRqKcloougkFL-g/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D
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http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8gA/390KAA/t.1sh/xqS3MPcCRqKcloougkFL-g/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D


William Massengill

Clayton, NC ·  Nov 27, 2015

View all 10 supporters

CHANGE.ORG FOR DECISION MAKERS

On Change.org, decision makers like you connect directly with people
 around the world to resolve issues. Respond to let the people petitioning
 you know you're listening, say whether you agree with their call to action,
 or ask them for more information. Learn more.

This notification was sent to daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov, the address listed as
 the decision maker contact by the petition starter. If this is incorrect, please post a
 response to let the petition starter know.

Change.org ·  548 Market St #29993, San Francisco, CA 94104-5401, USA

V-4277 A-4367
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http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/8gA/390KAA/t.1sh/xqS3MPcCRqKcloougkFL-g/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4MsXID9xTDvzfC7O9-2FHp4CYfwncoX-2Fz9SE-2FEvLZoRZAojrmpNTzc74IWQBW3r6hjfPSt7BVtX-2FFwGlI5nbKmR0


From: Jeffrey Reckinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, November 27, 2015 6:49:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Reckinger

110 Louisa St
Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-4278 A-4368

mailto:reckingerj777@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


New signatures

From: mail@changemail.org
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 10 more people signed “Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start protecting clean air”
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 4:49:15 PM

Joelle Burleson – This petition addressed to you on Change.org has new
 activity. See progress and respond to the campaign's supporters.

Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start
 protecting clean air
Petition by NORTH CAROLINA CONSERVATION NETWORK ·
 10 supporters

10 more people signed
in the last 2 days

View petition activity

RECENT SUPPORTERS

James Mulcare

Clarkston, WA ·  Nov 28, 2015

Isabel Medel

Ocean Isle Beach, NC ·  Nov 28, 2015

Kristy Wooten

Newton, NC ·  Nov 28, 2015

Sean Donoghue

Apex, NC ·  Nov 28, 2015

V-4279 A-4369

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/-QA/390KAA/t.1si/V7qcMadcQm62ja_ZdYrGnw/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/-QA/390KAA/t.1si/V7qcMadcQm62ja_ZdYrGnw/h0/PI4QvBL3l-2BOH9SHmwuDwC3pIPhGMqPrc16-2B8O81vTP0-3D
mailto:mail@changemail.org
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http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/-QA/390KAA/t.1si/V7qcMadcQm62ja_ZdYrGnw/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D


James Stewart

Charlotte, NC ·  Nov 28, 2015

View all 10 supporters

CHANGE.ORG FOR DECISION MAKERS

On Change.org, decision makers like you connect directly with people
 around the world to resolve issues. Respond to let the people petitioning
 you know you're listening, say whether you agree with their call to action,
 or ask them for more information. Learn more.

This notification was sent to daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov, the address listed as
 the decision maker contact by the petition starter. If this is incorrect, please post a
 response to let the petition starter know.

Change.org ·  548 Market St #29993, San Francisco, CA 94104-5401, USA

V-4280 A-4370
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From: Lynn Barry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 10:13:01 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lynn Barry
1605 Tryon Rd
New Bern, NC 28560-4642
lynnbarry@suddenlink.net

V-4281 A-4371

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Mathew Wahrman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 10:16:13 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mathew Wahrman
5725 Tarawa Blvd
Tarawa Terrace, NC 28543-1355
gandalfthegray14@yahoo.com

V-4282 A-4372

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of adria barrow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 10:20:45 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. adria barrow
11tina lane
kelford, NC 27847
barrowadria@yahoo.com

V-4283 A-4373

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Isabelle Nilsson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 10:21:15 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Isabelle Nilsson
405 Wolverine Ct
Charlotte, NC 28213-4215
isabellenilsson@hotmail.com

V-4284 A-4374

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Robert Zeid
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 10:23:17 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Robert Zeid
PO Box 18598
Asheville, NC 28814-0598
robert_zeid@msn.com

V-4285 A-4375

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Cureton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 10:23:31 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jessica Cureton
4820 Harri Ann Dr
Charlotte, NC 28227-4090
jessicacureton@yahoo.com

V-4286 A-4376

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Allen Peaden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 10:30:04 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Allen Peaden
1125 Nicklaus Dr Apt B
Greenville, NC 27834-8030
a.peaden2@yahoo.com

V-4287 A-4377

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tonya Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 10:30:45 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tonya Davis
1043 Kernodle Rd
Gibsonville, NC 27249-8507
Tldavis1018@gmail.com

V-4288 A-4378

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Costello
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 10:35:20 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rebecca Costello
159 Viburnum Way
Carrboro, NC 27510-4325
rcostello@gmail.com

V-4289 A-4379

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Sudduth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 10:44:10 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jessica Sudduth
4711 N New Hope Rd
Raleigh, NC 27604-4423
sudduthj01@hotmail.com

V-4290 A-4380

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Stephen Kandall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 10:53:13 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Stephen Kandall
2717 Charleston Oaks Dr
Raleigh, NC 27614-8873
sk1840@aol.com

V-4291 A-4381

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Meriel Shire
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 10:59:27 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Meriel Shire
2514 Chapel Hill Rd
Durham, NC 27707-1463
merielshire@gmail.com

V-4292 A-4382

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sue Bedient
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 11:01:20 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sue Bedient
255 Hobbs St
Davidson, NC 28036-6943
suebedient@yahoo.com

V-4293 A-4383

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Colleen Kenyon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 11:06:45 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Colleen Kenyon
211 Parkroyale Ln
Cary, NC 27519-6633
hooterzel@yahoo.com

V-4294 A-4384

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kevan Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 11:07:59 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kevan Parker
28 Berkshire Dr
Jacksonville, NC 28546-5401
kevanparker@gmail.com

V-4295 A-4385

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: R Allison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 11:11:01 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. R Allison
5891 Liner Creek Rd
Clyde, NC 28721-8932
rallisonf@gmail.com

V-4296 A-4386

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Nick Atkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 11:12:22 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nick Atkins
205 Mohican Trl
Wilmington, NC 28409-3420
atkinsnick6@gmail.com

V-4297 A-4387

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of lydia Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 11:22:39 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. lydia Brown
2527costmary Lane
Wilmington, NC 28412
lmhbrown@gmail.com

V-4298 A-4388

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Nathie Carrizosa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 11:26:37 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nathie Carrizosa
3314 Leamington Ln
Charlotte, NC 28226-6657
nathiec@gmail.com

V-4299 A-4389

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Yvette Bikoff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 11:26:58 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Yvette Bikoff
1011 Holly Hill Dr
Durham, NC 27713-6057
ybikoff@gmail.com

V-4300 A-4390

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Elaine French
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 11:33:35 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elaine French
1423 Trosper Rd
Greensboro, NC 27455-1209
tombfrench@bellsouth.net

V-4301 A-4391

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: beth fenlong
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 11:48:12 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. beth fenlong
4821 Southgate blvd.
Southport, NC 28461
bethfenlong@yahoo.com

V-4302 A-4392

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Hendree Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 11:50:48 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Hendree Jones
108 Standing Rock Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-7798
hendree_Jones@med.unc.edu

V-4303 A-4393

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: james quinn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 11:57:24 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. james quinn
205 S Lyndon St
Greensboro, NC 27401-2926
jamesiquinn@gmail.com

V-4304 A-4394

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Risa Wood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, November 28, 2015 11:58:47 PM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Risa Wood
101 Cheyenne Trl
Wilmington, NC 28409-3205
risawood@gmail.com

V-4305 A-4395

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jeanne Dairaghi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:02:40 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jeanne Dairaghi
54 Austins Knl
Marshall, NC 28753-9133
jdairaghi@yahoo.com

V-4306 A-4396

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Deanna Epps
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:07:08 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Deanna Epps
3015 Waxhaw Indian Trail Rd S
Waxhaw, NC 28173-9737
depps281@gmail.com

V-4307 A-4397

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jennifer Shatley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:07:10 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jennifer Shatley
2520 Powell Brickyard Rd
Lenoir, NC 28645-9793
shatleyjennifer@yahoo.com

V-4308 A-4398

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Capps
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:07:42 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Melissa Capps
42 crescent st.
Asheville, NC 28801
mel.rose7734@gmail.com

V-4309 A-4399

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: neha suryavanshi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:07:50 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. neha suryavanshi
1100 Lupine Ct
Raleigh, NC 27606-8120
nehasuryavanshi21@gmail.com

V-4310 A-4400

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gina Major
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:08:01 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gina Major
708 Chapwith Rd
Garner, NC 27529-4893
3dandg@msn.com

V-4311 A-4401

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: leah riddle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:08:14 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. leah riddle
612 Clark Ave NE
Wilson, NC 27893-3100
seizethedecadence@gmail.com

V-4312 A-4402

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of April M.
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:09:45 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. April M.
44 Eastbury Dr
Hendersonville, NC 28792-2680
7amartin@gmail.com

V-4313 A-4403

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Alexis Reynolds
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:09:45 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alexis Reynolds
19311 River Crossing Blvd
Davidson, NC 28036-6022
anr32@duke.edu

V-4314 A-4404

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Gwen Foster
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:10:12 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gwen Foster
140 Lookout Dr
Asheville, NC 28804-3306
gwen.foster.59@gmail.com

V-4315 A-4405

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sylvia Andrade
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:11:21 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sylvia Andrade
302 Glen Eagles Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27104-5319
sylvia09andrade@gmail.com

V-4316 A-4406

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Olli Selander
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:16:15 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Olli Selander
3560 Landis St
Winston Salem, NC 27107-2668
olli_selander@hotmail.com

V-4317 A-4407

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Joseph Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:17:44 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Joseph Williams
4900 Edgerton Dr
Raleigh, NC 27612-2663
williamsrj47@gmail.com

V-4318 A-4408

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Neuspiel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:17:44 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Daniel Neuspiel
1350 S Kings Dr
Charlotte, NC 28207-2134
daniel.neuspiel@carolinashealthcare.org

V-4319 A-4409

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Young
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:17:58 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Melissa Young
5221 Carrier Way
Raleigh, NC 27603-8809
myoung_27603@yahoo.com

V-4320 A-4410

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Bill Fuller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:18:39 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bill Fuller
PO Box 214
Morrisville, NC 27560-0214
senatorbimmark@gmail.com

V-4321 A-4411

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Liz Honeycutt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:20:47 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Liz Honeycutt
101 Caladan Rd
Castle Hayne, NC 28429-5969
e.honeycutt94@gmail.com

V-4322 A-4412

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keith Sherburn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:22:00 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Keith Sherburn
2824 Avent Ferry Rd
Raleigh, NC 27606-3128
ksherburn24@aol.com

V-4323 A-4413

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lynn Price
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:22:19 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lynn Price
2124 Annecy Dr
Matthews, NC 28105-2319
lprice35@gmail.com

V-4324 A-4414

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice Heyland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:25:17 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Janice Heyland
PO Box 51
Gloucester, NC 28528-0051
janiceheyland@gmail.com

V-4325 A-4415

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Philip Philips
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:25:21 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Philip Philips
8500 Main St
Vanceboro, NC 28586-9162
philip@gmail.com

V-4326 A-4416

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Llaina Rosemary
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:27:26 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Llaina Rosemary
18 Orange St Apt 2
Asheville, NC 28801-2366
llainahemperly1@gmail.com

V-4327 A-4417

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah H. Chilton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:27:30 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Deborah H. Chilton
169 Caldwell Rd
Brasstown, NC 28902-9718
deborahollowellchilton@gmail.com

V-4328 A-4418

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Anwesha Pautsch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:27:47 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Anwesha Pautsch
1941 Blackwolf Run Ln
Raleigh, NC 27604-5405
rodeogal24@gmail.com

V-4329 A-4419

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Petteway
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:31:43 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sandra Petteway
465 Collingswood Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27127-3149
skpetteway@gmail.com

V-4330 A-4420

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Garrett Burkett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:32:03 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Garrett Burkett
1
Boone, NC 28607
junk@marv3.com

V-4331 A-4421

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sarah Ingle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:32:17 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sarah Ingle
720 Hunsucker Dr NE
Conover, NC 28613-7620
sarahingle74@gmail.com

V-4332 A-4422

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Benjamin Hamrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:32:18 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Benjamin Hamrick
5310 Highway 49 S
Harrisburg, NC 28075-8468
benthesim@gmail.com

V-4333 A-4423

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ian Sheeley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:32:23 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ian Sheeley
172 Grande Meadow Way
Cary, NC 27513-3177
ianrsheeley@gmail.com

V-4334 A-4424

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Megan Burks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:32:30 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Megan Burks
110 Vanture Pl
Fort Bragg, NC 28307-2426
Meganlarissa22@yahoo.com

V-4335 A-4425

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Avery Obame
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:33:29 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Avery Obame
136 Luther Rd
Raleigh, NC 27610-1804
avery.obame@gmail.com

V-4336 A-4426

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matthew Carter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:33:32 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Matthew Carter
11750 Blue Tick Ct
Charlotte, NC 28269-5158
sinstrite@gmail.com

V-4337 A-4427

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Javier Solis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:33:38 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Javier Solis
11100 Blue Heron Dr
Charlotte, NC 28226-4623
javiernsolis@hotmail.com

V-4338 A-4428

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of David Angel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:33:42 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. David Angel
4007 Oak Ridge Rd
Summerfield, NC 27358-8602
dangel@triad.rr.com

V-4339 A-4429

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Rajat Shukla
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:33:42 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rajat Shukla
612 Cavendish Ln
Waxhaw, NC 28173-7240
arkenex@gmail.com

V-4340 A-4430

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Surag Baichwal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:33:46 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Surag Baichwal
304 Casey Brook Ct
Cary, NC 27519-8723
baichwal@gmail.com

V-4341 A-4431

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tim D"Annecy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:33:46 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tim D'Annecy
605 Jones Ferry Rd
Carrboro, NC 27510-2106
tdannecy@gmail.com

V-4342 A-4432

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Isabel Bagwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:33:49 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Isabel Bagwell
206 Del Rio Ave
Wilmington, NC 28409-3209
isabelbagwell@gnail.com

V-4343 A-4433

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacob foley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:34:22 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jacob foley
327 Rankin Hill Rd
Troutman, NC 28166-8719
awesomefoley8181@gmail.com

V-4344 A-4434

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Julie Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:34:53 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Julie Smith
391 Shaw Rd
Saint Pauls, NC 28384-8450
jsmith1969660@gmail.com

V-4345 A-4435

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Patrick Griffin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:36:06 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Patrick Griffin
3700 Manor Dr
Greensboro, NC 27403-1379
ptgriff@gmail.com

V-4346 A-4436

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brett Wiegand
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:36:58 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Brett Wiegand
307 King St
Greensboro, NC 27406-1688
baw311@gmail.com

V-4347 A-4437

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Justin Blackburn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:37:43 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Justin Blackburn
927 Fugate Ave
Charlotte, NC 28205-7011
justinblackburn2@gmail.com

V-4348 A-4438

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tyler Shaw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:37:48 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tyler Shaw
2600 Spainhour Rd
Morganton, NC 28655-7065
teamfemp@yahoo.com

V-4349 A-4439

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Stephen Santucci
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:38:09 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Stephen Santucci
3113 Gulfstream Ct
Matthews, NC 28105-4488
mcsteve123@hotmail.com

V-4350 A-4440

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maleia Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:38:15 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Maleia Adams
5471 Shattalon Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27106-1918
msadamsjj@gmail.com

V-4351 A-4441

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Chaisson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:43:16 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sarah Chaisson
2014 Quail Forest Dr
Raleigh, NC 27609-5041
schaisso13@gmail.com

V-4352 A-4442

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Corcoran
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:43:54 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michael Corcoran
5421 Tralee Pl
Raleigh, NC 27609-4437
mcorcoran420@gmail.com

V-4353 A-4443

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Donna Dames
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:44:06 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Donna Dames
132 Nottingham Ct
Youngsville, NC 27596-9760
kodydawg@yahoo.com

V-4354 A-4444

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jeff Crenshaw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:44:41 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jeff Crenshaw
613 Tenbury Woods Ct
Wake Forest, NC 27587-5136
jeffcren@gmail.com

V-4355 A-4445

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Melisa Cadell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:45:27 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Melisa Cadell
5200 Nc 80
Bakersville, NC 28705-7113
melisacadell@hotmail.com

V-4356 A-4446

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sara Turner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:45:35 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sara Turner
4916 Royal Adelaide Way
Raleigh, NC 27604-5839
sara.turner.e@gmail.com

V-4357 A-4447

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dan Argenas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:45:46 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dan Argenas
11006 Cripple Creek Ln
Charlotte, NC 28277-4120
dargenas@yahoo.com

V-4358 A-4448

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Halstead
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:46:08 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Barbara Halstead
101 W Brook St
Black Mountain, NC 28711-2871
barbararay@gmail.com

V-4359 A-4449

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Boyce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:46:15 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Katherine Boyce
2426 Vesson Ave
Durham, NC 27707-1435
katherineboyce@outlook.com

V-4360 A-4450

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Travis Hall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:49:17 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Travis Hall
920 Tyler Dewar Ln
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526-6429
w.travis.hall67@gmail.com

V-4361 A-4451

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Leah Mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:50:02 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Leah Mitchell
2031 Copper Leaf Pkwy
Durham, NC 27703-7772
lilpirate2435@aol.com

V-4362 A-4452

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Erik Olson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:50:50 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Erik Olson
225 Pineview Rd
Durham, NC 27707-2845
itseriko@gmail.com

V-4363 A-4453

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Seth Martin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:52:01 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Seth Martin
366 Getaway Ridge
Cashiers, NC 28717
limpydan@gmail.com

V-4364 A-4454

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Rebecca Brock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:52:03 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rebecca Brock
6611 Roundstone Dr
Raleigh, NC 27613-3249
rmb0219@gmail.com

V-4365 A-4455

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Myron
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:53:39 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cindy Myron
7822 Oak Marsh Dr
Raleigh, NC 27616-8378
cynthia.highsmith@gmail.com

V-4366 A-4456

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: cassidy Tolson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:54:03 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. cassidy Tolson
100 Cary Pines Dr
Cary, NC 27513-3122
thenyappybunny@gmail.com

V-4367 A-4457

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: lynsey smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:55:57 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. lynsey smith
84 Vance Ave
Black Mountain, NC 28711-6400
weneversleep@Yahoo.com

V-4368 A-4458

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Matthew Marion
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:58:00 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Matthew Marion
4441 Pinoak Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27104-3609
mtm5699@gmail.com

V-4369 A-4459

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of April Crawford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:58:11 AM

Nov 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. April Crawford
PO Box 3
Sylva, NC 28779-0003
lovalovalover@gmail.com

V-4370 A-4460

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Blake
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:00:18 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jennifer Blake
969 Clark Rd
Linwood, NC 27299-9241
eyesonfire1901@gmail.com

V-4371 A-4461

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Robert Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:01:08 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Robert Clark
139 Carefree Ln
Morehead City, NC 28557-9667
robhipster@gmail.com

V-4372 A-4462

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lawrence Roberson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:03:33 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lawrence Roberson
4441 Six Forks Rd
Raleigh, NC 27609-5729
c1rhino@aol.com

V-4373 A-4463

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Julia Love
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:03:43 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Julia Love
3522 Courtland Dr
Durham, NC 27707-5135
julialove@pobox.com

V-4374 A-4464

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of John Dickens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:03:46 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. John Dickens
105 Brittany Ct
Tarboro, NC 27886-9462
wooty@live.com

V-4375 A-4465

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Shannon Kunkle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:04:44 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Shannon Kunkle
813 George Murphy Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27107-9237
ladydakkon7781@gmail.com

V-4376 A-4466

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Autumn Scarborough
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:05:50 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Autumn Scarborough
113 Fairfax Ln
Cary, NC 27513-4771
vetautumn@gmail.com

V-4377 A-4467

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Meredith Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:05:57 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Meredith Baker
830 Richard Ave
Kannapolis, NC 28081-4837
12bakerm@gmail.com

V-4378 A-4468

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicole Gallimore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:08:04 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nicole Gallimore
169 skyline dr
Asheboro, NC 27205
coleywoleybird@gmail.com

V-4379 A-4469

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Linnie Abernathy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:08:06 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Linnie Abernathy
1803 Peace St
Henderson, NC 27536-3562
lstaraber@hotmail.com

V-4380 A-4470
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From: Care2 on behalf of Whitney Delaney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:08:07 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Whitney Delaney
130 Amberleigh Dr
Wilmington, NC 28411-9828
whitneyrenedelaney@gmail.com

V-4381 A-4471

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of John Brame
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:08:12 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. John Brame
2475 Brushy Mountain Rd
Wilkesboro, NC 28697-7176
johnbrame555@gmail.com

V-4382 A-4472

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
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From: Michael Serrano
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:11:12 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michael Serrano
1928 Kilborne Dr
Charlotte, NC 28205-3351
mserran23@gmail.com

V-4383 A-4473

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of George speth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:11:24 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. George speth
555 cedar ave
Wilmington, NC 28405
chuppielove13@gmail.com

V-4384 A-4474

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Skokauckas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:12:30 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mary Skokauckas
5420 Barber Mill Rd
Clayton, NC 27520-7260
m919s@aol.com

V-4385 A-4475

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of alesia cranford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:12:39 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. alesia cranford
PO Box 594
Asheboro, NC 27204-0594
ahc718@hotmail.com

V-4386 A-4476

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sam Young
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:12:56 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sam Young
202 Parkbranch Ln
Cary, NC 27519-5911
youngclaysam@gmail.com

V-4387 A-4477

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Ryan Johnsen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:12:58 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ryan Johnsen
1134 Parktop Dr
Cary, NC 27513-2134
ryanwjohnsen@gmail.com

V-4388 A-4478

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Nancy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:13:15 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nancy Nancy
140 Friday Center Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-9495
namaltais@northcarolina.edu

V-4389 A-4479

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Alina Iliadis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:15:27 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alina Iliadis
43 Ravenscroft Dr
Asheville, NC 28801-3639
ailiadis@unca.edu

V-4390 A-4480
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Monica Loflin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:17:17 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Monica Loflin
220 Meadow Lark Ln
Thomasville, NC 27360-3260
m_femail@yahoo.com

V-4391 A-4481

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine fischer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:19:07 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Katherine fischer
100 Glengary Ct
Durham, NC 27707-5942
kfisch93@gmail.com

V-4392 A-4482

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Cameron Roffey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:19:37 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cameron Roffey
109 Rock Pointe Ln
Cary, NC 27513-2475
cmrncobb@yahoo.com

V-4393 A-4483

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Craig Marimpietri
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:20:21 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Craig Marimpietri
5821 Cardinal Way
Greensboro, NC 27410-9399
cwmarimp@gmail.com

V-4394 A-4484

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Hannah P
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:20:26 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Hannah P
4506 Tesla Park Dr
Wilmington, NC 28412-6968
hjaw.plaskus@gmail.com

V-4395 A-4485
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From: Care2 on behalf of Donna Alley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:22:53 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Donna Alley
114 Pointe South Dr
Randleman, NC 27317-9520
donna@nerdmediallc.com

V-4396 A-4486
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mailto:info@care2.com
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From: Hayden Abernathy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:23:33 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Hayden Abernathy
3207 Hiddenwood Ln
Burlington, NC 27215-4675
hayden.abernathy@gmail.com

V-4397 A-4487

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Donna Perez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:24:53 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Donna Perez
6741 Tom Hunter Ln
Manns Harbor, NC 27953-4503
butterfliesdw21@gmail.com

V-4398 A-4488

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
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From: Catlin Wheeler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:25:13 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Catlin Wheeler
1511 Fairview Rd
Raleigh, NC 27608-2527
catlindarkmatter@hotmail.com

V-4399 A-4489

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Emery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:25:14 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amanda Emery
387 Old Newfound Rd
Leicester, NC 28748-5104
akemery2@gmail.com

V-4400 A-4490

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janine Domingues-Vasquez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:25:22 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Janine Domingues-Vasquez
3909 Marcom St
Raleigh, NC 27606-2877
janinedominguesvasquez@gmail.com

V-4401 A-4491

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caroline Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:25:28 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Caroline Walker
356 4th Ave NW
Hickory, NC 28601-4953
TarHeelTeacher@aol.com

V-4402 A-4492
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From: rona garm
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:25:36 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. rona garm
PO Box 1527
Wrightsville Beach, NC 28480-1527
ronagarm@gmail.com

V-4403 A-4493
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From: Wendy Dolivo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:25:47 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Wendy Dolivo
105 Glenora Dr
Huntersville, NC 28078-6030
wdolivo@yahoo.com

V-4404 A-4494
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From: Care2 on behalf of Jada Mayo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:26:26 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jada Mayo
430 Hill Rd
Lincolnton, NC 28092-7596
missjadamayo@hotmail.com

V-4405 A-4495
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From: Care2 on behalf of Daisy Benshoff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:28:32 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Daisy Benshoff
330 W Grandview Hts
Boone, NC 28607-7699
daisybenshoff@gmail.com

V-4406 A-4496

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:29:32 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amy Wilson
4743 Champion Ct
Greensboro, NC 27410-6101
sweetstar687@hotmail.com

V-4407 A-4497
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From: Care2 on behalf of Nicole Mullen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:29:32 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nicole Mullen
1523 Copperline Dr
Garner, NC 27529-5951
mullenbn@gmail.com

V-4408 A-4498
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From: Elizabeth Booker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:29:33 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elizabeth Booker
3409 Hope Valley Rd
Durham, NC 27707-4650
beth.booker@live.com

V-4409 A-4499
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From: Donna Sasser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:29:44 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Donna Sasser
7222 Alamance Dr
Charlotte, NC 28227-6803
don@icemoon.com

V-4410 A-4500
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From: Kevin Crutchfield
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:29:45 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kevin Crutchfield
109 Waxwood Ln
Cary, NC 27518-9732
kcrutchfield@hotmail.com

V-4411 A-4501
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From: Care2 on behalf of Hannah Pierce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:29:47 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Hannah Pierce
457 Grayton Pl
Fayetteville, NC 28311-1234
ecreiphannah@gmail.com

V-4412 A-4502
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From: Leanne O"Donnell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:30:10 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Leanne O'Donnell
704 Granite St
Greensboro, NC 27403-4356
lcodonne@uncg.edu

V-4413 A-4503
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From: Care2 on behalf of Dominique Craddock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:30:33 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dominique Craddock
295 Warton Ln
Fayetteville, NC 28314-4543
snoopygrl@embarqmail.com

V-4414 A-4504
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From: Melissa Bryson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:30:46 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Melissa Bryson
191 Farmstead Dr Apt 2
Sylva, NC 28779-6563
melissa_b78@hotmail.com

V-4415 A-4505
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From: Amanda McKnight
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:30:58 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amanda McKnight
1755 S Chavis Rd
Kittrell, NC 27544-9695
amcknight1980@gmail.com

V-4416 A-4506
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From: Kathy Branch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:31:27 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kathy Branch
100 B Street
Drexel, NC 28619
kathy.branch@dhhs.nc.gov

V-4417 A-4507
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From: Care2 on behalf of Melissa Tarleton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:31:48 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Melissa Tarleton
1117coliseum blvd
Greensboro, NC 27401
melissatarleton@gmail.com

V-4418 A-4508
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From: Samantha Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:34:02 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Samantha Harris
327 Franklin St
Roanoke Rapids, NC 27870-1712
samanthavester@hotmail.com

V-4419 A-4509
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From: Care2 on behalf of Ashley Toscano
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:34:11 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ashley Toscano
1121 Rice Ranch Way
Cary, NC 27518-7074
ajtoscano90@gmail.com

V-4420 A-4510
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From: Andrea Aldridge
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:35:59 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Andrea Aldridge
220 Cox Ave
Raleigh, NC 27605-1850
charliechoppy@yahoo.com

V-4421 A-4511
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From: Bill Bourret
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:37:09 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bill Bourret
123 Street
Citty, NC 27514
billb@mindspring.com

V-4422 A-4512
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From: Care2 on behalf of Trish Ward
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:37:36 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Trish Ward
5113 Rina Ct
Cary, NC 27518-8833
tward13.pw@gmail.com

V-4423 A-4513
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From: June Campbell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:38:20 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. June Campbell
2205 Lee Dr
Burlington, NC 27215-5346
howdy1m0@gmail.com

V-4424 A-4514
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From: Margo Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:39:51 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Margo Williams
6616 Wood Sorrell Rd
Wilmington, NC 28405-7765
mwilliams@cfcc.edu

V-4425 A-4515
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Joshua Strickland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:40:30 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Joshua Strickland
6622 Narrow Valley Way
Raleigh, NC 27615-7572
joshuastrickland1993@gmail.com

V-4426 A-4516
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From: Care2 on behalf of Elisa Reyes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:41:18 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elisa Reyes
348 Hunter Ln
Zebulon, NC 27597-5104
emk1277@earthlink.net

V-4427 A-4517
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From: Care2 on behalf of Chrys Tuttle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:42:14 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Chrys Tuttle
112 2nd Ave NE
Catawba, NC 28609-8165
chrystuttle@yahoo.com

V-4428 A-4518
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From: Care2 on behalf of Rich Tuttle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:42:16 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rich Tuttle
112 2nd Ave NE
Catawba, NC 28609-8165
dj_stretch03@yahoo.com

V-4429 A-4519
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From: Xaphan Jacobs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:43:34 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Xaphan Jacobs
104 Kahn drive
Pembroke, NC 28372
pixarella@yahoo.com

V-4430 A-4520
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Colette Czarnecki
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:49:10 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Colette Czarnecki
671 Ramey Orchard Rd
Lowgap, NC 27024-9257
colcza@gmail.com

V-4431 A-4521
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From: Care2 on behalf of Brittany Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:59:48 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Brittany Brown
1143 Ebert St
Winston Salem, NC 27103-4411
bnbodenh@gmail.com

V-4432 A-4522
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of christina christinaspiegel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:59:51 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. christina christinaspiegel
101 NE 26th St
Oak Island, NC 28465-6230
chrissyspiegel2010@gmail.com

V-4433 A-4523

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Kennedy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:00:24 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Karen Kennedy
28 Garland Dr
Asheville, NC 28804-1765
karen@kennedy101.com

V-4434 A-4524

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jennifer Blachly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:03:50 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jennifer Blachly
27 Stoneridge Cir
Durham, NC 27705-5510
Jennifersblachly@gmail.com

V-4435 A-4525
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From: Dick Roberts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:06:05 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dick Roberts
1943 Honeysuckle St
Wilmington, NC 28401-6812
dickdow64@gmail.com

V-4436 A-4526
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nastasia Kochanski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:07:57 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nastasia Kochanski
1709 Medfield Rd
Raleigh, NC 27607-4727
shadowstar851@gmail.com

V-4437 A-4527
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Robert MURRAY
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:10:08 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Robert MURRAY
1408 Mordecai Dr
Raleigh, NC 27604-1320
rjmurray99@gmail.com

V-4438 A-4528
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From: esar aadil
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:14:54 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. esar aadil
1902 Lakewood Ave.
Durham, NC 27708-0001
batscatseafoambrass@gmail.com

V-4439 A-4529

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Molly Vincent
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:15:27 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Molly Vincent
126 W Victoria Ct
Greenville, NC 27834-6679
mrv1015@gmail.com

V-4440 A-4530
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Bunny Newhouse
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:16:09 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bunny Newhouse
PO Box 974
Norwood, NC 28128-0974
arowdyrabbit@yahoo.com

V-4441 A-4531
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Trevor Dougherty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:21:33 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Trevor Dougherty
5010 Environ Way
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-4463
maddogza@gmail.com

V-4442 A-4532

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of scott solter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:35:58 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. scott solter
1407 Acadia St
Durham, NC 27701-1301
scott@boxharp.com

V-4443 A-4533
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From: Debbie Friedler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:37:21 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Debbie Friedler
1008 Woodlands Creek Way
Apex, NC 27502-5250
dmfriedler@aol.com

V-4444 A-4534

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of katherine gushanas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:38:26 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. katherine gushanas
2021 Hollywood Dr
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526-3209
kwgushanas@gmail.com

V-4445 A-4535
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From: Riya Bhatt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:39:04 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Riya Bhatt
337 Luke Meadow Ln
Cary, NC 27519-8720
bhattpuppiez@gmail.com

V-4446 A-4536
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From: Care2 on behalf of tammy perry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:41:48 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. tammy perry
120 Branch Dr
Cleveland, NC 27013-8776
tjoeandtam@aol.com

V-4447 A-4537

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
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From: Care2 on behalf of Jackie Marston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:44:36 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jackie Marston
151 Oakgrove Rd
Tryon, NC 28782-6676
jacquelynmarston@msn.com

V-4448 A-4538

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
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From: Fran Owens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:46:22 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Fran Owens
1125 Pine Trl
Clayton, NC 27520-9360
pinkysuavo1125@aol.com

V-4449 A-4539

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: carmen pollard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:47:45 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. carmen pollard
667 Oxford Rd
Roxboro, NC 27573-5994
cmclayton3@gmail.com

V-4450 A-4540

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Amber Kissinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:49:04 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amber Kissinger
1100 Sunset Rd
Cherryville, NC 28021-2740
amberkissinger@yahoo.com

V-4451 A-4541
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ginny Ashmore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:51:52 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ginny Ashmore
13 Willowspring Pl
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-8641
gashmore@nc.rr.com

V-4452 A-4542

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Andy Baudo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:53:04 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Andy Baudo
10307 Bon Meade Ln
Cornelius, NC 28031-9232
rocks58@hotmail.com

V-4453 A-4543
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mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Charles Highsmith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:53:16 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Charles Highsmith
4777 US Highway 158
Advance, NC 27006-6900
starchhigh@hotmail.com

V-4454 A-4544

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of june johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:53:55 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. june johnson
101 Wedgewood Pl
Goldsboro, NC 27530-9282
jjohnson137@nc.rr.com

V-4455 A-4545

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cade Lee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:00:09 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cade Lee
5913 Allsdale Dr
Raleigh, NC 27617-8393
cleelrhs@gmail.com

V-4456 A-4546

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Karen Bennett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:01:43 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Karen Bennett
104 Deer Crossing Rd
Jacksonville, NC 28540-9336
kyb0856@gmail.com

V-4457 A-4547
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Victorie Adair
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:02:17 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Victorie Adair
1520 Southeast Harbor Dr
Wilmington, NC 28409-4840
hivibes@excite.com

V-4458 A-4548

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of tim mustin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:05:36 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. tim mustin
400 Lora Dr
Warne, NC 28909-8706
tmustin9s@gmail.com

V-4459 A-4549

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maria Peterson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:06:18 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Maria Peterson
4650 Mackeys Rd
Roper, NC 27970-9436
isabo2613@gmail.com

V-4460 A-4550

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Courtney Whelan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:06:47 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Courtney Whelan
5613 Hornaday Rd Unit E
Greensboro, NC 27409-2916
courtneymae22@yahoo.com

V-4461 A-4551

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jill T Cook
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:07:50 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jill T Cook
2505 White Thorne Ln
Waxhaw, NC 28173-9374
jilltcook@gmail.com

V-4462 A-4552

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Henley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:09:39 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elizabeth Henley
3405 Madison Ave
Greensboro, NC 27403-1059
elizabethhenley@bellsouth.net

V-4463 A-4553

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Juliet Sudduth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:15:04 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Juliet Sudduth
920 Lee St
Asheboro, NC 27203-6239
cjsudduth68@gmail.com

V-4464 A-4554

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul de Serres
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:16:28 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Paul de Serres
634 Starmont Dr
Durham, NC 27705-2931
pds318@frontier.com

V-4465 A-4555

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of June Schafford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:17:12 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. June Schafford
966A Raynor Mill Rd. Mt. Olive NC
Mount Olive, NC 28365-7610
jschafford@att.net

V-4466 A-4556
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From: Care2 on behalf of Tammy Howell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:17:51 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tammy Howell
492 Ballance Rd
Fremont, NC 27830-8990
trhowell1965@gmail.com

V-4467 A-4557

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sandy Neuenschwander
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:18:01 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sandy Neuenschwander
71 Barrel Ln
Waynesville, NC 28786-8063
Abi_Normal1@yahoo.com

V-4468 A-4558

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
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From: Dawn Skerrett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:20:06 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dawn Skerrett
10860 Greenville Hwy
Cedar Mountain, NC 28718-6535
cdskerrett@hotmail.com

V-4469 A-4559

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Heather Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:20:21 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Heather Thompson
4104 Cross Creek Ct
Raleigh, NC 27607-6549
hthompson00@live.com

V-4470 A-4560

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of DK Fischer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:20:37 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. DK Fischer
444 Center Pointe Dr
Cary, NC 27513-5728
fischer.dianne@yahoo.com

V-4471 A-4561

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
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From: Care2 on behalf of Olivia Hartsell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:20:39 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Olivia Hartsell
411 Orange St
Wilmington, NC 28401-4526
olivia.hartsell@aol.com

V-4472 A-4562

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jasmine Reahard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:20:46 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jasmine Reahard
1195 S Turkey Creek Rd
Leicester, NC 28748-6384
jasminereahard@hotmail.com

V-4473 A-4563

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of barbara brody
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:20:54 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. barbara brody
190 Starland Ln
Southern Pines, NC 28387-2975
babsbrody@gmail.com

V-4474 A-4564

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Randy Danford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:20:58 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Randy Danford
1564 Chrisco Rd W
Seagrove, NC 27341-7445
randum21@icloud.com

V-4475 A-4565

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lyn Utermark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:29:00 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lyn Utermark
1439 Lynhurst Dr
Gastonia, NC 28054-5642
lutermark@gmail.com

V-4476 A-4566

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Riddle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:31:22 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mark Riddle
2189 Bolens Creek Rd
Burnsville, NC 28714-7653
akariddle69@gmail.com

V-4477 A-4567

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Trudi McDonald
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:32:05 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Trudi McDonald
349 Windchime Dr
Wilmington, NC 28412-7376
mcdtrudi@ec.rr.com

V-4478 A-4568

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Laurie Griffin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:39:21 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Laurie Griffin
3419 Ranbir Dr
Durham, NC 27713-1389
lauriebty@gmail.com

V-4479 A-4569
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Suzette Schrump
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:42:14 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Suzette Schrump
928 Thrush Dr
Vass, NC 28394-8660
sschrump2@yahoo.com

V-4480 A-4570

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelly Newman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:45:34 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kelly Newman
412 E Farriss Ave
High Point, NC 27262-3137
ilikemyike@gmail.com

V-4481 A-4571

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Claude Lumpkin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:45:41 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Claude Lumpkin
1406 Cherry Dr
Burlington, NC 27215-3308
clumpkin65@gmail.com

V-4482 A-4572

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Becton-cox
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:45:45 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Barbara Becton-cox
207 N Dotger Ave
Charlotte, NC 28207-2051
bectoncoxb@bellsouth.net

V-4483 A-4573

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jesse Rollins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:47:26 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jesse Rollins
6612 Reafield Dr Apt 4
Charlotte, NC 28226-4571
jesseroll6@gmail.com

V-4484 A-4574

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Marie Parrett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:47:46 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marie Parrett
43 Sandra Ct
Angier, NC 27501-6846
tubac8@gmail.com

V-4485 A-4575

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
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From: Diane Subin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:50:07 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Diane Subin
40 Aviemore Dr
Pinehurst, NC 28374-9700
dsubi@nc.rr.com

V-4486 A-4576

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry Maier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:52:30 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Larry Maier
816 Canyoncreek Ln
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526-5221
larrycindymaier@gmail.com

V-4487 A-4577

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Charbonneau
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:53:53 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Susan Charbonneau
614 Lake Shore Dr
Goldsboro, NC 27534-8970
scharbonneau@att.net

V-4488 A-4578

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meryl Crosbie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:54:17 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Meryl Crosbie
6105 Felucca Ct
New Bern, NC 28560-9746
MartiCrosbie@aol.com

V-4489 A-4579

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jocelyn Walson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:56:21 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jocelyn Walson
3507 Winston Blvd
Wilmington, NC 28403-2640
jocelyn644@msn.com

V-4490 A-4580

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of John Blair
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:59:53 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. John Blair
Gastonia
NC, NC 28056
jtjblair@twc.com

V-4491 A-4581
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From: Care2 on behalf of K. Roscoe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:00:34 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. K. Roscoe
5395 Nc 152 W
China Grove, NC 28023-6788
kbroscoe7@gmail.com

V-4492 A-4582

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sandy Newnan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:05:33 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sandy Newnan
1215 Paddock Cir
Charlotte, NC 28209-2441
sandynewnan@mail.com

V-4493 A-4583

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nevin Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:09:29 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nevin Williams
212 Middlegreen Pl
Holly Springs, NC 27540-6299
nevin@nevinloans.com

V-4494 A-4584

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Robin Hipsher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:10:29 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Robin Hipsher
225 N Bost St
Statesville, NC 28677-4146
robinhipsher@yahoo.com

V-4495 A-4585

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leann Caves
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:17:44 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Leann Caves
213 Lauren Dr
Indian Trail, NC 28079-9629
Leanncaves@gmail.com

V-4496 A-4586

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Danielle Tone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:17:45 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Danielle Tone
725 Washington St
Cramerton, NC 28032-1220
lostanymore@me.com

V-4497 A-4587

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dan Safrit
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:17:46 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dan Safrit
1105 Miles Rd
Dallas, NC 28034-7754
dl1@safdey.com

V-4498 A-4588

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of james riegel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:19:29 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. james riegel
5 Nantahala St Apt 9
Asheville, NC 28801-1154
jerseyjames191@yahoo.com

V-4499 A-4589

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Gloria Dieterich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:23:04 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gloria Dieterich
8817 Lake Pines Dr
Cornelius, NC 28031-5779
deacon670@aol.com

V-4500 A-4590

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brittney Ranghelli-Poole
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:24:56 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Brittney Ranghelli-Poole
2410 Radius Cir
Sanford, NC 27330-7620
bpoole6142@gmail.com

V-4501 A-4591

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of mary price
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:25:26 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. mary price
4381 Fish Factory Rd SE
Southport, NC 28461-8664
mprice002@ec.rr.com

V-4502 A-4592

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Valerie Davant
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:25:26 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Valerie Davant
502 Fall St
Kernersville, NC 27284-2726
phelphsgirl4ever@gmail.com

V-4503 A-4593

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Amanda Swafford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:27:06 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amanda Swafford
350 Fountain Way
Swannanoa, NC 28778-3218
amarie1986m5@aol.com

V-4504 A-4594

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Cynthia McGuire
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:33:51 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cynthia McGuire
51 Sleepy Forest Dr
Leicester, NC 28748-6521
cmcguire.wrightway@gmail.com

V-4505 A-4595

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ramona Zaremba
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:33:55 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ramona Zaremba
64 Lanceford Cir
Fletcher, NC 28732-8665
punkinena55@yahoo.com

V-4506 A-4596

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Franklin Raymond
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:36:51 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Franklin Raymond
2604 Daniel Boone Ln
Hope Mills, NC 28348-8026
ravensworth@hotmail.com

V-4507 A-4597
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From: Helen McLawhorn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:37:43 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Helen McLawhorn
7180 New Center Church Rd
Seagrove, NC 27341-8325
rbmhrm@rtmc.net

V-4508 A-4598

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tasha Gifford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:55:04 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tasha Gifford
769 Elk Creek Darby Rd
Ferguson, NC 28624-9208
bl00berry_muffins@hotmail.com

V-4509 A-4599
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nikki Wyatt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:57:13 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nikki Wyatt
9822 Penn Station St
Cornelius, NC 28031-8181
nlmoxley@hotmail.com

V-4510 A-4600

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Melanie Rodriguez-Beltran
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:58:17 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Melanie Rodriguez-Beltran
2236 Flanagan Pl
Fayetteville, NC 28304-0555
m_rodri3@uncg.edu

V-4511 A-4601

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Shantanu Gajjar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:58:19 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Shantanu Gajjar
608 Park York Ln
Cary, NC 27519-5639
shantanugajjar088@gmail.com

V-4512 A-4602

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Boyd Knox
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:59:21 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Boyd Knox
145 Access Rd
Scotland Neck, NC 27874-9099
apache10994@hotmail.com

V-4513 A-4603

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Robins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 5:02:20 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. William Robins
1212 Jereens Creek Rd
Fayetteville, NC 28312-9518
frankrobins53@yahoo.com

V-4514 A-4604

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Marynell Matheson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 5:06:20 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marynell Matheson
308 Dock St
Wilmington, NC 28401-4541
Marynell128269@gmail.com

V-4515 A-4605

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Theresa Cole
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 5:10:09 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Theresa Cole
736 Amber Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28311-1887
tpcole69@yahoo.com

V-4516 A-4606

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jamie lake
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 5:10:51 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. jamie lake
5820 Trotters Ridge Rd
Charlotte, NC 28227-4047
Jamesplake721@gmail.com

V-4517 A-4607

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sheila Hume
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 5:11:05 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sheila Hume
252 Water Swamp Rd
Sunbury, NC 27979-9517
farmgirl252@yahoo.com

V-4518 A-4608

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Moeller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 5:13:57 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Susan Moeller
222 Settlers Haven Rd
Cleveland, NC 27013-8941
susanfmoeller@gmail.com

V-4519 A-4609

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emily Ward
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 5:14:59 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Emily Ward
7010 Monroe Rd
Charlotte, NC 28212-6825
obeseparrot@gmail.com

V-4520 A-4610

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Perez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 5:17:26 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kathy Perez
787 Cliff Raper Rd
Murphy, NC 28906-1836
kperez787@gmail.com

V-4521 A-4611

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Osegueda
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 5:17:46 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Linda Osegueda
100 Hickory Tree Ln
Angier, NC 27501-7716
lindaosegueda@hotmail.com

V-4522 A-4612

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of daniel wood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 5:20:47 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. daniel wood
5897 Kaylas Ridge Rd
Connelly Springs, NC 28612-7133
trevor494@gmail.com

V-4523 A-4613

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kelsey Douglas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 5:22:54 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kelsey Douglas
2301 Tramway Rd
Sanford, NC 27332-9173
kelseycollege7@gmail.com

V-4524 A-4614

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jasmine Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 5:35:03 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jasmine Johnson
6705 Park Hickory Dr
Charlotte, NC 28227-1068
jasminebjohnson@icloud.com

V-4525 A-4615

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of MARIO BIANCO
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 5:37:11 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. MARIO BIANCO
501 E 8th St
Charlotte, NC 28202-2585
levelupmario@gmail.com

V-4526 A-4616

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jason Singer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 5:37:13 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jason Singer
3276 Margellina Dr
Charlotte, NC 28210-4086
jaizone41@gmail.com

V-4527 A-4617

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Arivoli Kurisil
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 5:37:25 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Arivoli Kurisil
1221 Medalist Dr
Morrisville, NC 27560-7082
arivoli@hotmail.com

V-4528 A-4618

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Ricki Benjamin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 5:40:29 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ricki Benjamin
12 Styles Thompson Dr
Burlington, NC 27217-1077
ricki.benjamin@yahoo.com

V-4529 A-4619

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 5:58:51 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Robert Davis
3636 Gricklade Dr
Charlotte, NC 28262-2734
rob1459.rd@gmail.com

V-4530 A-4620

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debbie Patti
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:00:16 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Debbie Patti
davie drive
Wilmington, NC 28412
dmafia10@yahoo.com

V-4531 A-4621

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sarah casey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:00:24 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. sarah casey
214 Dutchess Dr
Cary, NC 27513-4210
beckyaa1122@yAhoo.com

V-4532 A-4622

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Karla Rusch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:03:02 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Karla Rusch
403 Pine Hill Rd
Boone, NC 28607-7966
ruschkp@appstate.edu

V-4533 A-4623

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kitty Sanderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:03:42 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kitty Sanderson
691 Medford Hannah Rd
Waynesville, NC 28785-2799
kittymurph52@gmail.com

V-4534 A-4624

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Hannah Lewis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:05:57 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Hannah Lewis
147 Woodcreek Dr
Mount Airy, NC 27030-8055
lhannah209@gmail.com

V-4535 A-4625

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Noah Kano
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:07:28 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Noah Kano
102 Rockford Rd
Greensboro, NC 27408-5114
noahkano@icloud.com

V-4536 A-4626

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sonja Bryant
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:09:04 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sonja Bryant
15102 Oldcorn Ln
Charlotte, NC 28262-1677
sonjab1951@yahoo.com

V-4537 A-4627

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lois Rizzardi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:09:26 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lois Rizzardi
613 Fearrington Post
Pittsboro, NC 27312-8562
carolinalois717@yahoo.com

V-4538 A-4628

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Rouson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:12:07 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kathy Rouson
Woodcreek Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27106
kathyrouson@gmail.com

V-4539 A-4629

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mari Hickerson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:14:05 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mari Hickerson
448 Seashore Dr
Atlantic, NC 28511-9789
macusina@sbcglobal.net

V-4540 A-4630

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Veaney McIrvin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:15:36 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Veaney McIrvin
400 Shelton St
Greensboro, NC 27405-5655
v@kplglobal.com

V-4541 A-4631

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:18:01 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lisa Miller
1617 Lovett St
Greensboro, NC 27403-3342
lisamillerg@aol.com

V-4542 A-4632

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Gina Hicks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:20:25 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gina Hicks
404 E Lake Dr
Greensboro, NC 27401-1737
gina@maxandemerson.com

V-4543 A-4633

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Bri Bennett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:27:02 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bri Bennett
1321 Saint Julien St
Charlotte, NC 28205-5119
bbennett@paychex.com

V-4544 A-4634

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Butler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:32:36 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Melissa Butler
5340 Garden Springs Ln
Raleigh, NC 27610-5290
melissabutler28@me.com

V-4545 A-4635

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Martha Turlington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:36:48 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Martha Turlington
PO Box 140
Boone, NC 28607-0140
Paralegal2858@gmail.com

V-4546 A-4636

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tammi Deza
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:38:45 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tammi Deza
4712 Arching Oak lane
Charlotte, NC 28212
Tcoralsprings9@aol.com

V-4547 A-4637

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of linda smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:39:03 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. linda smith
2721 Skyland Dr
Gastonia, NC 28052-3019
linda6278@att.net

V-4548 A-4638

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dominic Marrese
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:40:03 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dominic Marrese
1811 Cross Staff Rd
Wilmington, NC 28405-8200
dmarrese@yahoo.com

V-4549 A-4639

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maxine Kelly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:41:36 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Maxine Kelly
5205 Tealstone Ct
Concord, NC 28025-7834
bluefortheu@ymail.com

V-4550 A-4640

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Matthew Kelly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:42:02 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Matthew Kelly
5205 Tealstone Ct
Concord, NC 28025-7834
kempoman67@gmail.com

V-4551 A-4641

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vicki Kabanov
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:43:07 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Vicki Kabanov
10520 Chapel Hill Rd
Morrisville, NC 27560-3000
swtown12@gmail.com

V-4552 A-4642

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Ken Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:56:08 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ken Wilson
2801 Bells Fork Rd
Greenville, NC 27858-8084
wilsonk@ecu.edu

V-4553 A-4643

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Mathis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:58:21 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Anne Mathis
PO Box 671
East Bend, NC 27018-0671
annemathisnc@yahoo.com

V-4554 A-4644

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Judith Patrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:59:19 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Judith Patrick
221 Kituhwa Trl
Brevard, NC 28712-8455
thepatricks@comporium.net

V-4555 A-4645

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Michelle Cortista
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:03:35 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michelle Cortista
3917 Limwert Ln
Fayetteville, NC 28306-8494
andyzhunee@aol.com

V-4556 A-4646

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lori Dodd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:04:38 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lori Dodd
994st Andrews drive apt 203
Wilmington, NC 28412
doddlori2015@gmail.com

V-4557 A-4647

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Edwards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:09:06 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elizabeth Edwards
401 Colville Rd
Charlotte, NC 28207-2347
elizabethledwards25@gmail.com

V-4558 A-4648

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jamison Shy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:10:24 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jamison Shy
209 Assembly Avenue
Kure Beach, NC 28449
fenix-fly@hotmail.com

V-4559 A-4649

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Mary Storms
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:10:31 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mary Storms
705 Hinsdale St
Raleigh, NC 27605-1411
stormsmary53@gmail.com

V-4560 A-4650

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Wiley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:14:23 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lisa Wiley
272 Bertha Wilson Rd
Blanch, NC 27212-9768
gr8day4us@hotmail.com

V-4561 A-4651

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of David Andrews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:14:27 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. David Andrews
4007 S Fairway Dr
Greensboro, NC 27407-9730
davidrandrews1@gmail.com

V-4562 A-4652

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Margaret Butcher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:17:14 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Margaret Butcher
1436 W Main St
Forest City, NC 28043-2528
margaretbutcher@att.net

V-4563 A-4653

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shawna Magbie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:18:18 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Shawna Magbie
315 Lower Pond Rd
Kannapolis, NC 28083-6526
shawna.magbiecarr@yahoo.com

V-4564 A-4654

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Angela Trail
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:19:41 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Angela Trail
207 Pritchard Rd
Candler, NC 28715-9681
angietrail@hotmail.com

V-4565 A-4655

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:25:54 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kimberly Smith
502 Kirkland Ave
Hudson, NC 28638-8948
itsmekiminhkync@gmail.com

V-4566 A-4656

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ashley Ritchie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:30:35 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ashley Ritchie
816 S Main St
Reidsville, NC 27320-5308
ashleygritchie@gmail.com

V-4567 A-4657

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charleene Nicely
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:40:00 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Charleene Nicely
1701 Lower Ridgewood Blvd
Hendersonville, NC 28791-2238
cnicely@bellsouth.net

V-4568 A-4658

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Allison Grooms
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:43:33 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Allison Grooms
PO Box 803
Robbinsville, NC 28771-0803
anothertayfan@yahoo.com

V-4569 A-4659

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jean Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:47:18 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jean Miller
4939 Prosperity Ridge Rd
Charlotte, NC 28269-1537
jeaniedora@gmail.com

V-4570 A-4660

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Denise Oldham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:47:18 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Denise Oldham
3156 Korea Cir
Fayetteville, NC 28306-9126
adeniseoldham@yahoo.com

V-4571 A-4661

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Renee Fish
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:47:48 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Renee Fish
3416 Planters Way
Farmville, NC 27828-8559
rsfish111@gmail.com

V-4572 A-4662

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dwain Rash
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:49:01 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dwain Rash
1805 Wood Henge Dr
Raleigh, NC 27613-7447
rashdwain@gmail.com

V-4573 A-4663

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Matthews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:49:25 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cheryl Matthews
532 Azalea Dr
Spring Lake, NC 28390-7891
matthewsc78@yahoo.com

V-4574 A-4664

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kimberly Foley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:50:01 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kimberly Foley
106 Leland Dr
Greensboro, NC 27455-3014
kimmie1211@hotmail.com

V-4575 A-4665

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Greene
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:50:13 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Heather Greene
7057 Jeffreys Creek Ln
Raleigh, NC 27616-5552
heather.fox.greene@gmail.com

V-4576 A-4666

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Whitney Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:50:45 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Whitney Taylor
2308 Shadow Valley Rd
High Point, NC 27265-2085
wmtaylor07@yahoo.com

V-4577 A-4667

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen Watts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:55:24 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Stephen Watts
2021 Terri Creek Dr
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526-5329
stevewatts.usa@gmail.com

V-4578 A-4668

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Alyssa Wolcott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:56:32 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alyssa Wolcott
2433 Burgaw St SW
Supply, NC 28462-4208
frenchcoffeebean@gmail.com

V-4579 A-4669

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Dolores Matarazzo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:57:26 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dolores Matarazzo
1050 Zack Dr
Pilot Mountain, NC 27041-8321
Doloresm1965@yahoo.com

V-4580 A-4670

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Gina Monaci
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:57:53 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gina Monaci
1644 Pleasant Grove Rd
Hendersonville, NC 28739-6404
ginamom@pacbell.net

V-4581 A-4671

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jennifer Rasmussen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:59:23 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jennifer Rasmussen
5832 Fayetteville Rd Apt 206
Durham, NC 27713-6291
maseratipi@me.com

V-4582 A-4672

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynn Duryea
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 8:06:15 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lynn Duryea
454 Sunny Chestnut Frst
Boone, NC 28607-9519
lynnduryea@yahoo.com

V-4583 A-4673

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jenn Hendrickson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 8:06:43 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jenn Hendrickson
92 Century Ct
Swansboro, NC 28584-8364
jenn_hendrickson@hotmaol.com

V-4584 A-4674

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Angela Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 8:08:50 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Angela Harris
3817 Oak Haven Rd
Hope Mills, NC 28348-2732
acmh@aol.com

V-4585 A-4675

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: vera jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 8:10:34 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. vera jackson
6608 Wavcott Dr
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526-7329
vvj10@aol.com

V-4586 A-4676

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Marie Mohler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 8:10:53 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marie Mohler
900 Hillsborough Rd Apt C
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-4664
lacylax@yahoo.com

V-4587 A-4677

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Michele Derose
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 8:17:56 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michele Derose
2309 Drake Ave
Durham, NC 27705-3141
michele.derose3@gmail.com

V-4588 A-4678

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 8:40:41 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Pamela Moore
2638 Merry Oaks Trai
Winston Salem, NC 27103
pkm.lives@gmail.com

V-4589 A-4679

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Valerie Austin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 9:12:32 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Valerie Austin
516 Prince st, Laurinburg NC
Laurinburg, NC 28352
austinva@sa.edu

V-4590 A-4680

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


New signatures

From: mail@changemail.org
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 10 more people signed “Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start protecting clean air”
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 10:58:03 AM

Joelle Burleson – This petition addressed to you on Change.org has new
 activity. See progress and respond to the campaign's supporters.

Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start
 protecting clean air
Petition by NORTH CAROLINA CONSERVATION NETWORK ·
 10 supporters

10 more people signed
in the last day

View petition activity

RECENT SUPPORTERS

Margaret Silvers

Mill Spring, NC ·  Nov 29, 2015

Anna suitt

Fuquay Varina, NC ·  Nov 29, 2015

Michael Bissette

Raleigh, NC ·  Nov 29, 2015

Kevin conn

stanley, NY ·  Nov 29, 2015

V-4591 A-4681

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9wA/390KAA/t.1sj/HGxSiFGOQHu6dGdpLt1Slw/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9wA/390KAA/t.1sj/HGxSiFGOQHu6dGdpLt1Slw/h0/PI4QvBL3l-2BOH9SHmwuDwC3pIPhGMqPrc16-2B8O81vTP0-3D
mailto:mail@changemail.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9wA/390KAA/t.1sj/HGxSiFGOQHu6dGdpLt1Slw/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D


T. Bradley

Winston-Salem, NC ·  Nov 29, 2015

View all 10 supporters

CHANGE.ORG FOR DECISION MAKERS

On Change.org, decision makers like you connect directly with people
 around the world to resolve issues. Respond to let the people petitioning
 you know you're listening, say whether you agree with their call to action,
 or ask them for more information. Learn more.

This notification was sent to daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov, the address listed as
 the decision maker contact by the petition starter. If this is incorrect, please post a
 response to let the petition starter know.

Change.org ·  548 Market St #29993, San Francisco, CA 94104-5401, USA

V-4592 A-4682

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9wA/390KAA/t.1sj/HGxSiFGOQHu6dGdpLt1Slw/h2/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9wA/390KAA/t.1sj/HGxSiFGOQHu6dGdpLt1Slw/h3/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDX0-2BGtvfuKANZy6q-2Fgt-2FRi5S8HT6eRej1Fy9iCZx0V-2BVzRWZAbix3xCTUIMuQilsnUG-2BmrFp44SvAYb0jKaOh642JeZo60zJhWr3K6PbjcW-2BdregbX93S71HfHo8ReytA-3D-3D
mailto:daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9wA/390KAA/t.1sj/HGxSiFGOQHu6dGdpLt1Slw/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4MsXID9xTDvzfC7O9-2FHp4CYfwncoX-2Fz9SE-2FEvLZoRZAojrmpNTzc74IWQBW3r6hjfPSt7BVtX-2FFwGlI5nbKmR0
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9wA/390KAA/t.1sj/HGxSiFGOQHu6dGdpLt1Slw/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4MsXID9xTDvzfC7O9-2FHp4CYfwncoX-2Fz9SE-2FEvLZoRZAojrmpNTzc74IWQBW3r6hjfPSt7BVtX-2FFwGlI5nbKmR0


From: Jacqueline Grillo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 11:22:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacqueline Grillo

107 Tupelo Trail
New Bern, NC 28562

V-4593 A-4683

mailto:jmgrillo@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Riley Maness
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 12:01:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Riley Maness

111 Walnut Creek Dr
Goldsboro, NC 27534

V-4594 A-4684

mailto:75c2fdc7@opayq.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Sassmann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:12:24 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Susan Sassmann
3611 Birchwood lane
Greensboro, NC 27410
ssass@bellsouth.net

V-4595 A-4685

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathleen Basiewicz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:13:13 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kathleen Basiewicz
PO Box 1204
DANA, NC 28724
wolfydog@care2.com

V-4596 A-4686

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Monica Harrison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:13:37 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Monica Harrison
801 Pebble Drive
Greensboro, NC 27410
WMonica1976@aol.com

V-4597 A-4687

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Debora Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:15:21 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Debora Williams
3688 Kings Crossroads Rd
Greenville, NC 27834-7320
typey2@embarqmail.com

V-4598 A-4688

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Riley Ferrar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:41:51 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Riley Ferrar
116 Summer Breeze Court
STATESVILLE, NC 28677
rileyferrar@gmail.com

V-4599 A-4689

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: rita hernandez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:42:26 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. rita hernandez
po box 1111
murphy, NC 28906
ritamayhernandez@yahoo.com

V-4600 A-4690

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Melanie Cheatham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 1:45:49 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Melanie Cheatham
6212 Shire Ln
Wilmington, NC 28411-1009
Melanie_Cheatham@yahoo.com

V-4601 A-4691

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: MICHAEL CUSHWA
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 2:03:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

MICHAEL CUSHWA

309 COLONIAL DR
HIGH POINT, NC 27262

3362591511

V-4602 A-4692

mailto:cushwa@northstate.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Helen Cooley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:42:07 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Helen Cooley
1010 saint andrews drive
wilmington, NC 28412
helencooley@mail.com

V-4603 A-4693

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Portia McCracken
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 3:58:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Portia McCracken

917 Forest Hill Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-4604 A-4694

mailto:prmccracken@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ron Shuster
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 4:44:06 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ron Shuster
4929 El Molino Dr
Charlotte, NC 28214-2060
rshuster@triad.rr.com

V-4605 A-4695

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wanda Cox
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 5:14:04 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Wanda Cox
182 Sawgrass Lane North
Lexington, NC 27295
wandawcox@aol.com

V-4606 A-4696

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Maria Ross
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 5:46:09 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Maria Ross
6311 Marywood Drive
Wilmington, NC 28409
mariaross@ec.rr.com

V-4607 A-4697

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: betsy goodman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:43:10 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. betsy goodman
2907 Cambridge Dr
Wilmington, NC 28403-2514
betdygoodman@charter.net

V-4608 A-4698

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Connie Calhoun
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 6:44:33 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Connie Calhoun
1575westmainst
Bryson city, NC 28713
sugarbear0097@gmail.com

V-4609 A-4699

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: angela tripp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:14:28 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. angela tripp
1907 Blair Khazan Dr
Greensboro, NC 27405-4390
ici.diva.2k@gmail.com

V-4610 A-4700

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sue Shuster
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:15:13 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sue Shuster
4929 El Molino Dr
Charlotte, NC 28214-2060
sshuster0522@gmail.com

V-4611 A-4701

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jacob Crotts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:15:44 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jacob Crotts
2163 Old Thomasville Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27107-8600
heyyou228@ymail.com

V-4612 A-4702

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Annie Caulkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:16:05 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Annie Caulkins
4015 Songbird Ln
Hillsborough, NC 27278-9393
ajcaulkins@nc.rr.com

V-4613 A-4703

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathryne Schmitz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 7:44:35 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cathryne Schmitz
5503 White Blossom Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410-9238
cathryneschmitz@mac.com

V-4614 A-4704

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Khaleel Eksheir
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 8:15:40 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Khaleel Eksheir
11309 Coreopsis Rd
Charlotte, NC 28213-9260
khaleel.eksheir@gmail.com

V-4615 A-4705

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Axelle Faughn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 8:16:09 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Axelle Faughn
1809 Dills Cove Rd
Sylva, NC 28779-5299
axelleperson@hotmail.com

V-4616 A-4706

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gisella Eaker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 8:17:34 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gisella Eaker
562 Surry Trace Cir NW
Concord, NC 28027-5220
nibsterdotcom@yahoo.com

V-4617 A-4707

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Corliss McGinty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 8:42:09 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Corliss McGinty
1200 Briarcliff Rd
Greensboro, NC 27408-7502
corliss@hrmomma.com

V-4618 A-4708

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nandini johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 8:43:24 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nandini johnson
5505 Stone Crossing Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27104-3746
nandini@triad.rr.com

V-4619 A-4709

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anthony Morgan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 8:50:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anthony Morgan

111 Ashworth Drive
Durham,  27707

9197243200

V-4620 A-4710

mailto:adeanmorgan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


New signatures

From: mail@changemail.org
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 10 more people signed “Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start protecting clean air”
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 9:36:35 PM

Joelle Burleson – This petition addressed to you on Change.org has new
 activity. See progress and respond to the campaign's supporters.

Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start
 protecting clean air
Petition by NORTH CAROLINA CONSERVATION NETWORK ·
 10 supporters

10 more people signed
in the last 10 hours

View petition activity

RECENT SUPPORTERS

Jill Emory

Clayton, NC ·  Nov 30, 2015

Neil Quarles

Austin, TX ·  Nov 30, 2015

Caleb Laieski

Alexandria, VA ·  Nov 30, 2015

Lynne Katkowsky

Asheville, NC ·  Nov 29, 2015

V-4621 A-4711

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9AA/390KAA/t.1sk/CKjyrFRFRGKZxRncfAylBQ/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9AA/390KAA/t.1sk/CKjyrFRFRGKZxRncfAylBQ/h0/PI4QvBL3l-2BOH9SHmwuDwC3pIPhGMqPrc16-2B8O81vTP0-3D
mailto:mail@changemail.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9AA/390KAA/t.1sk/CKjyrFRFRGKZxRncfAylBQ/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D


Duane Brennan

monroe, NC ·  Nov 29, 2015

View all 10 supporters

CHANGE.ORG FOR DECISION MAKERS

On Change.org, decision makers like you connect directly with people
 around the world to resolve issues. Respond to let the people petitioning
 you know you're listening, say whether you agree with their call to action,
 or ask them for more information. Learn more.

This notification was sent to daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov, the address listed as
 the decision maker contact by the petition starter. If this is incorrect, please post a
 response to let the petition starter know.

Change.org ·  548 Market St #29993, San Francisco, CA 94104-5401, USA

V-4622 A-4712

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9AA/390KAA/t.1sk/CKjyrFRFRGKZxRncfAylBQ/h2/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9AA/390KAA/t.1sk/CKjyrFRFRGKZxRncfAylBQ/h3/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDX0-2BGtvfuKANZy6q-2Fgt-2FRi5S8HT6eRej1Fy9iCZx0V-2BVzRWZAbix3xCTUIMuQilsnUG-2BmrFp44SvAYb0jKaOh642JeZo60zJhWr3K6PbjcW-2BdregbX93S71HfHo8ReytA-3D-3D
mailto:daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
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From: Etha Kite
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 10:14:31 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Etha Kite
2917 Lime Rock Rd
Boonville, NC 27011-8139
ekiteflyshome@yahoo.com

V-4623 A-4713

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of James Bailey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 10:16:30 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. James Bailey
112 Col Johnson Dr
Dunn, NC 28334-4427
ltbailey@neo.rr.com

V-4624 A-4714

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Hunnicutt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 10:46:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Hunnicutt

142 South Wildflower Road
Asheville, NC 28804

V-4625 A-4715

mailto:Tomjr@gaspersonmoving.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Julia Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 11:16:27 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Julia Parker
PO Box 782
Buxton, NC 27920-0782
julescparker@gmail.com

V-4626 A-4716

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sara rohrer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 11:45:13 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. sara rohrer
2706 Quailrush Rd
Charlotte, NC 28226-2921
Georgemann@aol.com

V-4627 A-4717

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joy Griffin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 11:45:22 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Joy Griffin
5151b E Nc Highway 150
Browns Summit, NC 27214-9416
jrg194@aol.com

V-4628 A-4718

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Bugden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, November 29, 2015 11:45:38 PM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cathy Bugden
4949 Charlton Ln
Charlotte, NC 28210-3377
cbugden@carolina.rr.com

V-4629 A-4719

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Blackwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 12:44:17 AM

Nov 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Patricia Blackwell
4505 Edwards Mill Rd Apt B
Raleigh, NC 27612-3750
dougnpatty13@yahoo.com

V-4630 A-4720

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ryan Fournier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 1:43:01 AM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ryan Fournier
105 Doe Cir
Selma, NC 27576-5739
ryan@students4trump.com

V-4631 A-4721

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Henry Wall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 2:12:45 AM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Henry Wall
4000 Whitetail Ct
High Point, NC 27265-9545
hank@winwinresolutions.org

V-4632 A-4722

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Coates
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 2:43:49 AM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mark Coates
941 Parks Xroads Church Rd
Ramseur, NC 27316-8584
mcoates872@gmail.com

V-4633 A-4723

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jennifer Dixon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 3:16:41 AM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jennifer Dixon
4005 Halifax Rd
Wilmington, NC 28403-5423
jen_dixon@hotmail.com

V-4634 A-4724

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: m n
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 3:42:50 AM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. m n
3939 Sterling Pointe Dr
Winterville, NC 28590-5830
manoe@ilstu.edu

V-4635 A-4725

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Williams Virginia
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 3:43:15 AM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Williams Virginia
1614 Moorings Cir SW
Ocean Isle Beach, NC 28469-6357
willvirg9811@gmail.com

V-4636 A-4726

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jenna Lamore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 6:44:45 AM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jenna Lamore
4242 Butler Dr N
Midway Park, NC 28544-1351
yokaikitsune91@yahoo.com

V-4637 A-4727

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ron Baxendell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 7:04:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ron Baxendell

4882 Berkley Dr
Wilmington, NC 28405

9108338841

V-4638 A-4728

mailto:ron10baxendell@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeffrey Wald
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 7:14:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Wald

913 Reedy Creek Rd
Cary, NC 27513

V-4639 A-4729

mailto:jeffwald@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandy Mare
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 7:15:03 AM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sandy Mare
Wescoe
Mooresville, NC 28117
slmare75@gmail.com

V-4640 A-4730

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ryland Duke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 8:13:32 AM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ryland Duke
PO Box 10766
Raleigh, NC 27605-0766
patandduke@bellsouth.net

V-4641 A-4731

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: rhonda curtis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 8:14:50 AM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. rhonda curtis
1355 Town Mountain Rd
Hayesville, NC 28904-4676
rhondalcurtis.rc@gmail.com

V-4642 A-4732

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joann Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 8:43:55 AM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Joann Miller
116 Weatherstone Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28311-3015
moo4ever15@yahoo.com

V-4643 A-4733

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jerry Hunt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 8:47:21 AM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jerry Hunt
69 Bry Chris Rd
Roxboro, NC 27574-7292
jerryhunt@hotmail.com

V-4644 A-4734

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jayne Boyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 9:39:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

What could be more important than clean air?  Do we want our air to become like that in China?

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jayne Boyer

4316 Thetford RD
Durham, NC 27707

919-966-1019

V-4645 A-4735

mailto:dr.jayne.boyer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeanne Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 10:01:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeanne Johnson

1041 Garden Club Way
Leland, NC 28451

V-4646 A-4736

mailto:mrshojo1984@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Megan Buchanan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 10:14:29 AM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Megan Buchanan
7124 Lowell Ridge Rd
Raleigh, NC 27616-3348
meg.k.buchanan@gmail.com

V-4647 A-4737

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sean Pennington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 10:46:12 AM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sean Pennington
96 Green Willows Dr
Clayton, NC 27527-8322
poeticgreetings@yahoo.com

V-4648 A-4738

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Amanda Beaman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 10:47:34 AM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amanda Beaman
133 Ray Davis Rd
Marshallberg, NC 28553-9728
amandabmn@yahoo.com

V-4649 A-4739

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Junior M.
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 11:14:10 AM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Junior M.
11297 Wooden
Wilson, NC 27893
himynameisjuniormeow@gmail.com

V-4650 A-4740

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: alex kirkley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 11:17:41 AM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. alex kirkley
5706 Polk Mountain Dr
Marshville, NC 28103-9208
MaclainKirkley@uamail.unionacademy.org

V-4651 A-4741

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rita Frost
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 11:55:21 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Rita Frost
68 Craggy Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-4652 A-4742

mailto:rita@dogwoodalliance.org
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Shirley Boerstler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 12:14:01 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Shirley Boerstler
875 Terrapin Track Rd
Washington, NC 27889-7032
shirley.boerstler@yahoo.com

V-4653 A-4743

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jaime Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 12:17:58 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jaime Walker
65 Liberty St
Asheville, NC 28803-1111
mossjaimebryant@yahoo.com

V-4654 A-4744

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bill Bell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 12:47:18 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bill Bell
2 Warren Ave
Asheville, NC 28803-2735
jwbell4@gmail.com

V-4655 A-4745

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


New signatures

From: mail@changemail.org
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 10 more people signed “Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start protecting clean air”
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 12:56:35 PM

Joelle Burleson – This petition addressed to you on Change.org has new
 activity. See progress and respond to the campaign's supporters.

Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start
 protecting clean air
Petition by NORTH CAROLINA CONSERVATION NETWORK ·
 10 supporters

10 more people signed
in the last day

View petition activity

RECENT SUPPORTERS

Nicole Holliday

Leland, NC ·  Nov 30, 2015

Carlos Sesia

Cary, NC ·  Nov 30, 2015

BONNIE BELLAMY

Mount Holly, NC ·  Nov 30, 2015

tony rangel

Danbury, NC ·  Nov 30, 2015

V-4656 A-4746

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/-QA/390KAA/t.1sk/vuRi-FGVSvW7GYyQiQAY7g/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/-QA/390KAA/t.1sk/vuRi-FGVSvW7GYyQiQAY7g/h0/PI4QvBL3l-2BOH9SHmwuDwC3pIPhGMqPrc16-2B8O81vTP0-3D
mailto:mail@changemail.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/-QA/390KAA/t.1sk/vuRi-FGVSvW7GYyQiQAY7g/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D


Heather Mitchell

Charlotte, NC ·  Nov 30, 2015

View all 10 supporters

CHANGE.ORG FOR DECISION MAKERS

On Change.org, decision makers like you connect directly with people
 around the world to resolve issues. Respond to let the people petitioning
 you know you're listening, say whether you agree with their call to action,
 or ask them for more information. Learn more.

This notification was sent to daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov, the address listed as
 the decision maker contact by the petition starter. If this is incorrect, please post a
 response to let the petition starter know.

Change.org ·  548 Market St #29993, San Francisco, CA 94104-5401, USA

V-4657 A-4747

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/-QA/390KAA/t.1sk/vuRi-FGVSvW7GYyQiQAY7g/h2/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/-QA/390KAA/t.1sk/vuRi-FGVSvW7GYyQiQAY7g/h3/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDX0-2BGtvfuKANZy6q-2Fgt-2FRi5S8HT6eRej1Fy9iCZx0V-2BVzRWZAbix3xCTUIMuQilsnUG-2BmrFp44SvAYb0jKaOh642JeZo60zJhWr3K6PbjcW-2BdregbX93S71HfHo8ReytA-3D-3D
mailto:daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/-QA/390KAA/t.1sk/vuRi-FGVSvW7GYyQiQAY7g/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4MsXID9xTDvzfC7O9-2FHp4CYfwncoX-2Fz9SE-2FEvLZoRZAojrmpNTzc74IWQBW3r6hjfPSt7BVtX-2FFwGlI5nbKmR0
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/-QA/390KAA/t.1sk/vuRi-FGVSvW7GYyQiQAY7g/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4MsXID9xTDvzfC7O9-2FHp4CYfwncoX-2Fz9SE-2FEvLZoRZAojrmpNTzc74IWQBW3r6hjfPSt7BVtX-2FFwGlI5nbKmR0


From: Judy Strickland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 1:14:38 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Judy Strickland
507 Main Ave W
Hildebran, NC 28637-8312
stricklandjudy122@gmail.com

V-4658 A-4748

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Willsey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 1:44:16 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Debra Willsey
3572 Cedar Springs Dr SW
Concord, NC 28027-9103
dwillsey79@gmail.com

V-4659 A-4749

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betsy Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 2:45:30 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Betsy Smith
853 Cardinal Pl SW
Concord, NC 28027-6920
tomandbetsysmith@windstream.net

V-4660 A-4750

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Shannon Priddy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 2:48:20 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Shannon Priddy
1205 John Austin Ct
Kernersville, NC 27284-3764
srpriddy@aol.com

V-4661 A-4751

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nate Pusateri
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 3:15:33 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nate Pusateri
2461 Eaton Rd
Charlotte, NC 28205-7424
natepusateri@gmail.com

V-4662 A-4752

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Price
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 3:44:56 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Donna Price
215 Frontier Dr
Kernersville, NC 27284-7001
priced92@gmail.com

V-4663 A-4753

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel Paradis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 4:19:11 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rachel Paradis
103 Silo Ct
Cary, NC 27513-5422
rachelp56@hotmail.com

V-4664 A-4754

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Cate Lineberry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 4:27:02 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cate Lineberry
6840 Mactavish Way
Raleigh, NC 27613-6270
cate@catelineberry.com

V-4665 A-4755

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kyleigh Rossignol
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 4:27:08 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kyleigh Rossignol
105 Pilot Pl
New Bern, NC 28562-8843
kyleigh_rossignol@yahoo.com

V-4666 A-4756

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sirishaa Bharathi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 4:39:06 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sirishaa Bharathi
6200 Daybrook Cir
Raleigh, NC 27606-4076
sirishaabharathi@gmail.com

V-4667 A-4757

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caleb Beaver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 4:53:46 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Caleb Beaver
3347 Hollis Rd
Ellenboro, NC 28040-9776
beaverc91@gmail.com

V-4668 A-4758

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alyssa Cherry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 4:58:08 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alyssa Cherry
3201 Sprunt Ave
Durham, NC 27705-3024
alytaos@gmail.com

V-4669 A-4759

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelly Lane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 4:59:24 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kelly Lane
809 W 23rd St
Lumberton, NC 28358-3425
Kellylane46@yahoo.com

V-4670 A-4760

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Shawn Brock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 5:01:04 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Shawn Brock
146 Eisenhower Dr
Raeford, NC 28376-5577
dsb0809@aol.com

V-4671 A-4761

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of florence nohlgren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 5:09:40 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. florence nohlgren
5551 Overlook Cir
Winston Salem, NC 27105-1703
florencefreeland@yahoo.com

V-4672 A-4762

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Bowman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 5:17:58 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Robert Bowman
725 Transom View Way
Cary, NC 27519-6215
bugbrother1331@gmail.com

V-4673 A-4763

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chunk punk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 5:17:59 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Chunk punk
109 Gurkin Ln
Plymouth, NC 27962-1700
lirsty@hotmail.com

V-4674 A-4764

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Pruitt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 5:20:29 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Patricia Pruitt
1350 Bethel Methodist Ch Rd
Burlington, NC 27217-7332
Patricia_F_Pruitt@yahoo.com

V-4675 A-4765

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Summer Rivenbark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 5:21:26 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Summer Rivenbark
7003 Cayman Ct
Wilmington, NC 28405-8371
sumsum535@aim.com

V-4676 A-4766

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mikki Carswell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 5:50:59 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mikki Carswell
2997 Bethany Ford Rd
Roaring River, NC 28669-8080
TrinityCAcres@yahoo.com

V-4677 A-4767

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alan Hedrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 5:55:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alan Hedrick

3718 Manor Dr
Greensboro, NC 27403

(336) 681-7573

V-4678 A-4768

mailto:alan.hedrick@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Ketner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 5:56:25 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Andrew Ketner
1065 25th Avenue Dr NW
Hickory, NC 28601-9077
acketner@gmail.com

V-4679 A-4769

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tristan Abella
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 6:22:08 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tristan Abella
909 Woodside Park Ln
Durham, NC 27704-6048
tristan.abella@gmail.com

V-4680 A-4770

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kaitlyn Luthi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 6:46:14 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kaitlyn Luthi
3535Alma dr
Winston Salem, NC 27105
kittykait@outlook.com

V-4681 A-4771

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Amanda Boone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 6:49:42 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amanda Boone
PO Box 744
Bridgeton, NC 28519-0744
aboonevt@gmail.com

V-4682 A-4772

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Alisa Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 6:52:05 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alisa Parker
1001 Chadwyck Dr
Monroe, NC 28110-9114
maggie01magg@aol.com

V-4683 A-4773

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: diann houston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 7:49:14 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. diann houston
133 White Pine Cir
Franklin, NC 28734-9442
houstondiann@gmail.com

V-4684 A-4774

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of James Williamson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 7:51:02 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. James Williamson
297 Glennie Irvin Rd
Semora, NC 27343-9056
jdw9872@gmail.com

V-4685 A-4775

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat Weber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 8:20:10 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Pat Weber
9617 Leslieshire Dr
Raleigh, NC 27615-8132
nerdma21@att.net

V-4686 A-4776

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: trey budde
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 8:48:47 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. trey budde
114 Colleton Ln
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948-9118
tbud00.TB@gmail.com

V-4687 A-4777

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hayley Korotash-Gullett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 8:48:47 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Hayley Korotash-Gullett
112 W Union St
Hillsborough, NC 27278-2148
hayley.gullett@gmail.com

V-4688 A-4778

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Meyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 8:49:29 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kathryn Meyer
1219 Fence Post Ln
Carolina Shores, NC 28467-2230
mrsm131@atmc.net

V-4689 A-4779

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Patricia Hager
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 8:49:48 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Patricia Hager
230 Parkgate Dr
Cary, NC 27519-5502
hagerpk@yahoo.com

V-4690 A-4780

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emily Andrews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 9:17:06 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Emily Andrews
2309 Evermore Way
Wilmington, NC 28403-4831
sriww1@gmail.com

V-4691 A-4781

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Adriana Gabriela
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 9:18:45 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Adriana Gabriela
1201 Elizabeth Ave
Charlotte, NC 28204-2240
iceglass20@aol.com

V-4692 A-4782

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Larry Diana
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 9:18:45 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Larry Diana
7204 D W Friendly Ave
Greensboro, NC 27410
larry.diana@expresspros.com

V-4693 A-4783

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jill Maguire
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 9:46:59 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jill Maguire
2721 Warlick Dr
Wilmington, NC 28409-2078
patrickmaguire@bellsouth.net

V-4694 A-4784

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: J Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 9:49:19 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. J Baker
133 Falling Brook Rd
Stokesdale, NC 27357-9296
jpurrrdrago@aol.com

V-4695 A-4785

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: cassie brizzi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 9:49:59 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. cassie brizzi
10 Richard St
Asheville, NC 28803-2509
elementsmove2@gmail.com

V-4696 A-4786

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


New signatures

From: mail@changemail.org
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 10 more people signed “Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start protecting clean air”
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 9:51:39 PM

Joelle Burleson – This petition addressed to you on Change.org has new
 activity. See progress and respond to the campaign's supporters.

Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start
 protecting clean air
Petition by NORTH CAROLINA CONSERVATION NETWORK ·
 10 supporters

10 more people signed
in the last 8 hours

View petition activity

RECENT SUPPORTERS

Melanie Brown

Charlotte, NC ·  Dec 01, 2015

Kristen Williams

Jacksonville, NC ·  Dec 01, 2015

Dwaine Phifer, PhD

Cleveland, NC ·  Dec 01, 2015

Maria Guiang

Cary, NC ·  Nov 30, 2015

V-4697 A-4787

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9wA/390KAA/t.1sl/uiiXipXUTZu9Y9i_U6KraA/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9wA/390KAA/t.1sl/uiiXipXUTZu9Y9i_U6KraA/h0/PI4QvBL3l-2BOH9SHmwuDwC3pIPhGMqPrc16-2B8O81vTP0-3D
mailto:mail@changemail.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9wA/390KAA/t.1sl/uiiXipXUTZu9Y9i_U6KraA/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D


Jamie Isenhour

Greensboro, NC ·  Nov 30, 2015

View all 10 supporters

CHANGE.ORG FOR DECISION MAKERS

On Change.org, decision makers like you connect directly with people
 around the world to resolve issues. Respond to let the people petitioning
 you know you're listening, say whether you agree with their call to action,
 or ask them for more information. Learn more.

This notification was sent to daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov, the address listed as
 the decision maker contact by the petition starter. If this is incorrect, please post a
 response to let the petition starter know.

Change.org ·  548 Market St #29993, San Francisco, CA 94104-5401, USA

V-4698 A-4788

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9wA/390KAA/t.1sl/uiiXipXUTZu9Y9i_U6KraA/h2/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLLd2mvkBnfRLaY-2FNvUz94Ms-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9wA/390KAA/t.1sl/uiiXipXUTZu9Y9i_U6KraA/h3/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDX0-2BGtvfuKANZy6q-2Fgt-2FRi5S8HT6eRej1Fy9iCZx0V-2BVzRWZAbix3xCTUIMuQilsnUG-2BmrFp44SvAYb0jKaOh642JeZo60zJhWr3K6PbjcW-2BdregbX93S71HfHo8ReytA-3D-3D
mailto:daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9wA/390KAA/t.1sl/uiiXipXUTZu9Y9i_U6KraA/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4MsXID9xTDvzfC7O9-2FHp4CYfwncoX-2Fz9SE-2FEvLZoRZAojrmpNTzc74IWQBW3r6hjfPSt7BVtX-2FFwGlI5nbKmR0
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9wA/390KAA/t.1sl/uiiXipXUTZu9Y9i_U6KraA/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4MsXID9xTDvzfC7O9-2FHp4CYfwncoX-2Fz9SE-2FEvLZoRZAojrmpNTzc74IWQBW3r6hjfPSt7BVtX-2FFwGlI5nbKmR0


From: Lania Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 10:16:47 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lania Smith
4260 Brownsboro Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27106-6100
smith.lania@gmail.com

V-4699 A-4789

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JOANNE CONWAY
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 10:17:40 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. JOANNE CONWAY
25 Calhoun Ln
Pinehurst, NC 28374-8070
jody.conway@hotmail.co.uk

V-4700 A-4790

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Godfrey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 10:18:09 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Donna Godfrey
211 Hopesworth Ct
Hillsborough, NC 27278-9843
donnagodfrey@gmail.com

V-4701 A-4791

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Chrystal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 10:33:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Chrystal

569 Chambers Point Road
Belhaven, NC 27810

V-4702 A-4792

mailto:jmchrystal@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of tammy allured
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 10:49:12 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. tammy allured
717 S Sunset Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27103-3821
tammymetta@gmail.com

V-4703 A-4793

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Ken Weber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 10:50:56 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ken Weber
9617 Leslieshire Dr
Raleigh, NC 27615-8132
kpw0223@yahoo.com

V-4704 A-4794

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dr. Amanda Gurganus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 10:51:10 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dr. Amanda Gurganus
211 Cherrywood Dr
Greenville, NC 27858-8611
amanda.gurganus@gmail.com

V-4705 A-4795

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Carter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 10:51:46 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cheryl Carter
115 Sedona Ct
Raeford, NC 28376-8711
cartercj@nc.rr.com

V-4706 A-4796

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Janie Killian
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, November 30, 2015 11:22:31 PM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Janie Killian
314 Walnut Grove Rd
Archdale, NC 27263-2668
DaveK@northstate.net

V-4707 A-4797

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sue Reese
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 12:16:00 AM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sue Reese
1308 Jamestown Rd
Morganton, NC 28655-9280
sue_reese_2000@yahoo.com

V-4708 A-4798

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Long-Marin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 12:46:10 AM

Nov 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Susan Long-Marin
305 Florence Rd
Statesville, NC 28625-4713
slmarin1@bellsouth.net

V-4709 A-4799

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stacey Smerdell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 3:48:50 AM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Stacey Smerdell
4810 Ashley Park Ln
Charlotte, NC 28210-3835
ssmerdell0926@gmail.com

V-4710 A-4800

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Bradford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 6:16:53 AM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Karen Bradford
833 Rockcliff Ter
Asheboro, NC 27205-1532
kbradfordtn@aol.com

V-4711 A-4801

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeannene Schnell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 7:46:37 AM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jeannene Schnell
3000 Eubanks Rd
Durham, NC 27707-3671
jeanneneschnell@gmail.com

V-4712 A-4802

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Evinczik
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 7:55:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric Evinczik

781 Richmond Ave
Buffalo, NY 14222

V-4713 A-4803

mailto:easyeevinczik@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald Murray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 7:55:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donald Murray

1526 Old County Farm Rd
Sophia, NC 27350

V-4714 A-4804

mailto:etoile@i-phemera.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacob Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 7:57:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacob Johnson

815 Old Welcome Rd
Lithia, FL 33547

V-4715 A-4805

mailto:jacob51johnson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ellen stenstrom
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 8:05:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ellen stenstrom

5809 murrayhill road
charlotte, NC 28210

V-4716 A-4806

mailto:estenstr@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer OConnor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 8:17:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very (VERY) disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up
 to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the
 Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for
 North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what
 is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer OConnor

509 Turner St
Eden, NC 27288

V-4717 A-4807

mailto:lovespoon27@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wendy Railton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 8:17:57 AM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Wendy Railton
9934 Devonshire Dr
Huntersville, NC 28078-5965
wrailton@icloud.com

V-4718 A-4808

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Landrum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 8:21:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Landrum

1280 Pondview Ave
Akron, OH 44305

V-4719 A-4809

mailto:mrl2679@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tracy Gulbenkian
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 8:48:36 AM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tracy Gulbenkian
600 Scaleybark Rd
Charlotte, NC 28209-2743
madaket66@gmail.com

V-4720 A-4810

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Krystal Arnold
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 8:49:33 AM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Krystal Arnold
3110 Bakersville Dr
Hope Mills, NC 28348-5708
krystallarnold@gmail.com

V-4721 A-4811

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Kennedy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 8:50:06 AM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michael Kennedy
419 Round Meadow Dr
Kernersville, NC 27284-2069
Michaelbluehare@yahoo.com

V-4722 A-4812

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Bullock
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:37:03 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Donna Bullock
6112 Sabine Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28303

V-4723 A-4813

mailto:dbullock911@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynn Spees
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:37:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynn Spees

280 28th Ave. Pl., NE
Hickory, NC 28601

V-4724 A-4814

mailto:lspees@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emily Zucchino
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: We deserve Clean Air. No biomass in the CPP!
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:37:54 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Emily Zucchino
264 Crimson Oak Drive
Durham, NC 27713

V-4725 A-4815

mailto:emily@dogwoodalliance.org
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Anthony Flores
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:38:06 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Anthony Flores
917 Shelby Dr
Apt B
Greensboro, NC 27409

V-4726 A-4816

mailto:tonflo1@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: MARTIN HAZELTINE
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:38:31 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

MARTIN HAZELTINE
7614 DUNBAR DRIVE SW
SUNSET BEACH, NC 28468

V-4727 A-4817

mailto:mhazeltine@atmc.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Jean Ann Wheelock
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:39:23 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Jean Ann Wheelock
22 Hibriten Drive
Asheville, NC 28801

V-4728 A-4818

mailto:jeanann.wheelock@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Karla Soto
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:39:51 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Karla Soto
2660 goble st
Gastonia, NC 28056

V-4729 A-4819

mailto:Kajubriso@live.com
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From: Nancy Johnson
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:45:31 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Nancy Johnson
2520 Paperbark Dr.
Monroe, NC 28110

V-4730 A-4820

mailto:njohnson59@carolina.rr.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Mason Atwater
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:46:45 AM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mason Atwater
425 W 5th St Apt 722
Charlotte, NC 28202-1846
mason.atwater@gmail.com

V-4731 A-4821

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: M Hammond
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:47:19 AM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. M Hammond
8621 Seagate Dr
Raleigh, NC 27615-2609
afk@armadalekennel.com

V-4732 A-4822

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Ashton
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:48:54 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Richard Ashton
15 Westchester Circle
Pinehurst, NC 28374

V-4733 A-4823

mailto:rwa15@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Carolyn Lanier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:50:22 AM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Carolyn Lanier
2746 Gregg Dr
La Grange, NC 28551-7930
cflanier65@yahoo.com

V-4734 A-4824

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
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From: Leslie Simon
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:55:07 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Leslie Simon
60 North Market
Asheville, NC 28801

V-4735 A-4825
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From: Carol Hoke
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:55:14 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Carol Hoke
5092 Gold Leaf Trail
None
Conover, NC 28613

V-4736 A-4826

mailto:carolhoke08@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Ashley Gettler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:56:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ashley Gettler

1405 Burgaw Highway
Jacksonville, NC 28540

9103894817

V-4737 A-4827

mailto:ashlanier@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Seabury
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:58:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Seabury

608 McDonald Drive
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-4738 A-4828

mailto:susansgarden13@gmail.com
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From: Brian Smith
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:00:26 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Brian Smith
7 Light Cahill Ct
Biltmore Lake, NC 28715

V-4739 A-4829

mailto:brian4260@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Barker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:05:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angela Barker

715 north church street
Greensboro, NC 27401

8287365206

V-4740 A-4830

mailto:angie.barkersage@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maynard Green
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:08:04 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Maynard Green
58 Aberdeen Dr
Arden, NC 28704

V-4741 A-4831
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From: Fred Stanback
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:11:10 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Fred Stanback
507 W. Innes Street, #270
Salisbury, NC 28144

V-4742 A-4832

mailto:stanbackf@aol.com
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From: Charles Froelich
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:11:14 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

Clean, renewable energy sources are crucial to our state's future!!!

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Charles Froelich
204 Michigan Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-4743 A-4833

mailto:frodaddy125@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Joe Miltner
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:13:40 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Joe Miltner
301 N. 26th St.
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-4744 A-4834

mailto:justjoe@cape-fear.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Debbie Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:14:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debbie Walker

7190 Blackmoor Rd
Kernersville, NC 27284

3367583127

V-4745 A-4835

mailto:walkerdl@wfu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cirila Cothran
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:17:06 AM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cirila Cothran
5708 Emerald Dr
Emerald Isle, NC 28594-3405
cirila@cirilacothran.com

V-4746 A-4836

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Adam Macon
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:22:54 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Adam Macon
196 Chatham Rd
Asheville, NC 28804

V-4747 A-4837

mailto:acmacon@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Moldoveanu
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:27:37 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Carol Moldoveanu
650 Woodbriar Ct
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-4748 A-4838

mailto:carolm@worldshare.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Martin Hazeltine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:33:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martin Hazeltine

7614 Dunbar Dr SW
Sunset Beach, NC 28468

V-4749 A-4839

mailto:mhazeltine@atmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tanya Gerard
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:35:05 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Tanya Gerard
312 N Pinnacle Ridge Rd
Beech Mnt, NC 28604

V-4750 A-4840

mailto:inlakesh@inlakesh.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: David Allred
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:40:06 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

David Allred
95 Mountain Spring Rd
Waynesville, NC 28786

V-4751 A-4841

mailto:d4allred@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Coulson
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:40:57 AM

That North Carolina is subverting the effort to provide clean
 energy at lower cost to consumers is backward to say the least. I believe the DEQ must do more to meet the goals
 set forth in
the Clean Power Plan by including clean zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income
 communities in NC’s state implementation plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s
 state plan to reduce carbon
pollution from power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only
 reduce carbon pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean
 energy jobs, and reduce
 consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan.
Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider
my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well
positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable energy
 successes
 (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must be zero-emission.
 This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than coal.
  The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement,
including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The De-
partment of Environmental Quality has failed to engage
 stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft
 rules do not include this documentation.
The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states
incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy and
 energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in the EPA
 Program,
and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by woody biomass
 facilities..
The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Barbara Coulson
1001 Reems Cove Rd
Marshall, NC 28753

V-4752 A-4842

mailto:dixiespal@aol.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Danna Smith
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:42:20 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Danna Smith
72 Park Avenue
Brevard, NC 28712

V-4753 A-4843

mailto:danna@dogwoodalliance.org
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald Barker
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:44:52 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Donald Barker
23 13Th Ave
Southern Shores, NC 27949

V-4754 A-4844

mailto:wolvesdenobx@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Belknap
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:47:45 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Robert Belknap
900 Hillsborough Street
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-4755 A-4845

mailto:rebelknap@sms.edu
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Gayle Kumbalek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:49:21 AM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gayle Kumbalek
6220 Junaluska Rd
Andrews, NC 28901-7046
chalupa9@gmail.com

V-4756 A-4846

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Morales
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:53:52 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.  I am a
 VICTIM of the Coal Ash Ponds pollution and it is hurting me financially and at a time that I can least afford it. 
 And from what I have seen
from you people is that you are doing all you can to kiss Duke's you know what and SCREW the people of North
 Carolina!!!!!
AND I AM GETTING MADDER EVER SINGLE DAY!!!! 

Barbara Morales
2072 South Point Road
Belmont, NC 28012

V-4757 A-4847

mailto:bay727@aol.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Gene Fox
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:54:35 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Gene Fox
PO Box 567
Wanchese, NC 27981

V-4758 A-4848

mailto:harborshire@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Jerry Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:55:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jerry Baker

927 Whittemore Rd
Graham, NC 27253

9197240681

V-4759 A-4849

mailto:mikebfromnc@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: EILEEN JURIC
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:56:03 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

EILEEN JURIC
511 Adams Street
Raleigh, NC 27605

V-4760 A-4850

mailto:eileenjuric@att.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Rosemarie Sawdon
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 11:10:33 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Rosemarie Sawdon
100 Elderberry Lane
Rougemont, NC 27572

V-4761 A-4851

mailto:sawdon@msn.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Albert Little
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 11:17:46 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Albert Little
7371 Beaver Run Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28314

V-4762 A-4852

mailto:johnlittle4@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Nicole Welbourn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 11:21:08 AM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nicole Welbourn
110 Prestwick Dr
Hendersonville, NC 28791-9798
nicole.welbourn1@gmail.com

V-4763 A-4853

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jordan Novak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 11:21:13 AM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jordan Novak
703 Harther Dr
Jacksonville, NC 28540-9221
jordan.novak17@yahoo.com

V-4764 A-4854

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Ethan Starzynski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 11:22:02 AM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ethan Starzynski
113 Sagefield Dr
Jacksonville, NC 28540-4307
ethan.starzynski@yahoo.com

V-4765 A-4855

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Xavier Boatright
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 11:24:07 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Xavier Boatright
1000 Aventine Dr Apt 316
Arden, NC 28704

V-4766 A-4856

mailto:xavier@cwfnc.org
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Josh LittleJohn
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 11:24:59 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Josh LittleJohn
4134 Bat Cave Rd
Old Fort, NC 28762

V-4767 A-4857

mailto:jslittlejohn@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Albert Little
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 11:27:06 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Albert Little
7371 Beaver Run Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28314

V-4768 A-4858

mailto:johnlittle4@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Randolph Lawrence
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 11:32:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Randolph Lawrence

4805 Highgate Drive
Durham, NC 27713

9196985387

V-4769 A-4859

mailto:Randolph.Lawrence@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: George White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 11:47:59 AM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. George White
41 Stonebridge Dr
Asheville, NC 28805-1462
ghwhite105@yahoo.com

V-4770 A-4860

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Timothy Zerr
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 11:50:55 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program. If coal is continued to be our fuel,
 you need to install the latest scrubbing technology no matter what it costs because our air and water should have no
 price tag for being clean. It is a universal human right to have clean air and water without being over taxed for it. If
 there is a will for this there is a way. Just do it.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Timothy Zerr
3237 Bragg Dr
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-4771 A-4861

mailto:taosword47@hotmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: D Brown
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 11:58:06 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

D Brown
PO Box 98964
Raleigh, NC 27624

V-4772 A-4862

mailto:deb@econweb.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Alan Field
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 12:00:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alan Field

1414 N Gregson St
Durham, NC 27701

V-4773 A-4863

mailto:spark@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Camilleri
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 12:18:49 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Cynthia Camilleri
93 Town Branch Road
Barnardsville, NC 28709

V-4774 A-4864

mailto:cynthia@mountaintrue.org
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Maria Ayala
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 12:20:09 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Maria Ayala
4011 Foxford Pl
Charlotte, NC 28215-3207
maria.ayala1996@gmail.com

V-4775 A-4865

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bruce Bijesse
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 12:22:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bruce Bijesse

35 WindSong Dr
Fairview, NC 28730

V-4776 A-4866

mailto:Mikruce@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Elder
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 12:48:17 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

David Elder
208 West Carolinian Circle
Nags Head, NC 27959

V-4777 A-4867

mailto:dave@kdhnc.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Deb Peckitt
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 12:52:02 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Deb Peckitt
Forest Lake Dr.
Foxfire Village, NC 27281

V-4778 A-4868

mailto:Dpeckitt@nc.rr.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 1:23:02 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cheryl Williams
8930 Glencroft Rd
Mint Hill, NC 28227-4581
cahw2112@gmail.com

V-4779 A-4869

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Misti Schank
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 1:27:06 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Misti Schank
3251 Flynt Rd
Liberty, NC 27298-8223
mistinargaret@hotmail.com

V-4780 A-4870

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eleanor Eltoft
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 1:32:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eleanor Eltoft

1615 Country Lane
Country Ln
Creedmoor, NC 27522

V-4781 A-4871

mailto:elandale@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dow Bancroft
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 1:35:58 PM

In these times of high unemployment and rising prices, the last thing we need is an energy plan that will drastically
 affect costs on utility bills. to make our    citizens pay while China, the MAJOR contributor to  pollution, does
 nothing is a move in the wrong direction. Likewise, solar and wind generation are not the right way to go either as
 both are affected by         weather and nightfall when there is no sunlight.

Therefore, I strongly urge you to do nothing that will have a negative impact on utility customers.

Sincerely,
Dow Bancroft
Hubert, NC  

Dow Bancroft
109 Beaver Trail
Hubert, NC 28539

V-4782 A-4872

mailto:heloman@ec.rr.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Frances Lindy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 1:51:45 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Frances Lindy
1501 Pineview Dr
Raleigh, NC 27606-2561
outoforder13@hotmail.com

V-4783 A-4873

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sarah Richeda
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 1:51:53 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sarah Richeda
108 W Moss Creek Dr
Clayton, NC 27520-6910
evphaedrielle@yahoo.com

V-4784 A-4874

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Leonard
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 1:52:19 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Thomas Leonard
2201 S Live Oak Parkway
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-4785 A-4875

mailto:TLthree@AOL.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Endecott Green
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 1:55:03 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mary Endecott Green
1330 Crestview Dr
Shelby, NC 28150-4221
poind84566@mypacks.net

V-4786 A-4876

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Engles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 2:11:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Engles

10628 TREDWOOD DR
RALEIGH,  27614

V-4787 A-4877

mailto:dfe51@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Muise
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 2:18:44 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Heather Muise
101 Deerwood Dr
Greenville, NC 27858-3804
heathermuise@gmail.com

V-4788 A-4878

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Crystal Riedel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 2:19:21 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Crystal Riedel
1558 Granville St
Burlington, NC 27215-2008
ck11414@yahoo.com

V-4789 A-4879

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mieke Oostveen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 2:20:07 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mieke Oostveen
657 Colonial Hills Dr
Lillington, NC 27546-6317
miekeoostveen@yahoo.com

V-4790 A-4880

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kicab Castaneda-Mendez
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 2:26:27 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Kicab Castaneda-Mendez
112 Rhododendron Ct
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-4791 A-4881

mailto:kicabcm@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Rita Lampkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 2:27:26 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rita Lampkins
2171 Mill Pond Drive Ext
Sophia, NC 27350-8793
ritalampkins@yahoo.com

V-4792 A-4882

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of mason smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 2:28:07 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. mason smith
116 hilll lanes
jacksonville, NC 28540
11940275@gmail.com

V-4793 A-4883

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: George Slaton
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 2:49:55 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

George Slaton
1230 South Street
Cornelius, NC 28031

V-4794 A-4884

mailto:geoslaton@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Adam Penninger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 3:00:57 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Adam Penninger
4806 Coppala Dr
Charlotte, NC 28216-0100
aj.itr1@gmail.com

V-4795 A-4885

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keith Allen
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 3:16:14 PM

Sadly, Governor Pat ("I am/was not a lobbyist) McCrory continues to snuggle up to his old boss, Duke Energy. 
 Enough is enough.  It's time for SOMEONE in McCrory's administration to act respoonsibly.

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Keith Allen
3217 Mt. Zion Church Rd.
Mebane, NC 27302

V-4796 A-4886

mailto:allnwood@msn.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelly Vaughan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 3:21:40 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kelly Vaughan
911 N Rotary Dr
High Point, NC 27262-4664
kellyfvaughan@gmail.com

V-4797 A-4887

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alyssa Ferguson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 3:22:15 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alyssa Ferguson
1617 Wake Dr
Wake Forest, NC 27587-7778
alyssajferguson@gmail.com

V-4798 A-4888

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wayne Smith
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 3:23:02 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal. Coal fired power plants and biomass facilities should be avoided: solar and wind and, GEOTHERMAL should
 be embraced.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Wayne Smith
5550 Trade St
Hope Mills, NC 28348

V-4799 A-4889

mailto:troll243@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Strickler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 3:28:26 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Laura Strickler
444 Fearrington Post
Pittsboro, NC 27312-8520
lstrickler55@gmail.com

V-4800 A-4890

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tiffany Ehnes
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 3:31:10 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Tiffany Ehnes
429 Rainbow Rd
Advance, NC 27006

V-4801 A-4891

mailto:kr8tivone@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Marco LaVecchia
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 3:50:59 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marco LaVecchia
13814 Moss Rd
Charlotte, NC 28273-6799
marclavecc@gmail.com

V-4802 A-4892

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Harvey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 3:51:10 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Beth Harvey
1005 Black Oak Ct
Apex, NC 27502-1651
sale3b@nc.rr.com

V-4803 A-4893

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherry Roark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 3:57:37 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sherry Roark
PO Box 248
Pfafftown, NC 27040-0248
sroark@triad.rr.com

V-4804 A-4894

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Tice
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 4:15:49 PM

It makes me sad to see this beautiful state going backwards, ignoring the well-being of its' citizens.

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Janet Tice
310 Umstead
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-4805 A-4895

mailto:starjet@mindspring.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Greg Hamby
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 4:33:32 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Greg Hamby
1206 Harbor Ct.
Kitty Hawk, NC 27949

V-4806 A-4896

mailto:cypressmooninn@mindspring.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel Weber
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 4:46:31 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Rachel Weber
14 Blue Willow Lane
Durham, NC 27705

V-4807 A-4897

mailto:rachel.elizabeth.weber@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Sean Cohen
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 4:47:24 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Sean Cohen
306 Stoneham Drive
CAry, NC 27519

V-4808 A-4898

mailto:susiesean@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: kelly sims
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 4:48:07 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. kelly sims
708 Constitution Dr
Durham, NC 27705-2898
simska.photography@gmail.com

V-4809 A-4899

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martha Spencer
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 4:49:07 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Martha Spencer
988 Henry Mountain Road
Brevard, NC 28712

V-4810 A-4900

mailto:spencer_martha@hotmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Jana Green
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 4:50:48 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Jana Green
743 Craggy Pointe
Banner Elk, NC 28604

V-4811 A-4901

mailto:janagreen@me.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Blanton
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 4:51:36 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Thomas Blanton

Granite Falls, NC 28630

V-4812 A-4902

mailto:tebmtn@excite.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Tina McElhannon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 4:56:31 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tina McElhannon
5613 Indigo Run
Monroe, NC 28110-8511
tinamclhnnn02@gmail.com

V-4813 A-4903

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: CINDY YATES
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 5:28:14 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

CINDY YATES
105 linville dr
Castle Hayne, NC 28429

V-4814 A-4904

mailto:YATESCP2002@YAHOO.COM
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Matthew Green
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 5:29:04 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Matthew Green
2920 Arbor Hills Dr
Lincolnton, NC 28092-7545
mattmatt696@hotmail.com

V-4815 A-4905

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Todd Patton
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 5:32:58 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Todd Patton
4512 Bracada Dr
Durham, NC 27705

V-4816 A-4906

mailto:tcpatton@mindspring.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lynn Jacobs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 5:57:51 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lynn Jacobs
1981 Maryland Ave
Charlotte, NC 28209-1601
lynn@thejacobs5.com

V-4817 A-4907

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeffrey fox
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 6:25:23 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jeffrey fox
8878 S Nc Highway 150
Linwood, NC 27299-9451
jef200027299@yahoo.com

V-4818 A-4908

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rick Savage
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 6:39:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rick Savage

101 Bonner Ct
Cary, NC 27511

V-4819 A-4909

mailto:rsavage1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melanie Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 6:48:13 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Melanie Jones
1212 High Glen Pt
Raleigh, NC 27614-8504
mdj_usa@bellsouth.com

V-4820 A-4910

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Manasvi Khullar
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 6:50:06 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Manasvi Khullar
3212 Rapid Falls Road
Morrisville, NC 27560

V-4821 A-4911

mailto:manasvikhullar@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Toni Hicks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 6:53:31 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Toni Hicks
777 Tant Rd
Spring Hope, NC 27882-7534
tonihicks62@yahoo.com

V-4822 A-4912

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Maja Moseley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 6:56:59 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Maja Moseley
1104 Terrace Ct
Raleigh, NC 27615-7637
porsche567@mindspring.com

V-4823 A-4913

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David & Carol Shelton
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 7:01:56 PM

I would like to think that our reps in Raleigh have NC citizens best interest in mind when making decisions on
 future energy policy, and will not succumb to industry pressure to continue 'business as usual', (coal, etc.). 

Who does not want to have a clean energy future other than the fossil fuel industry?  No one. 

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

David & Carol Shelton
329 Grady McNeilly Rd
Casar, NC 28020

V-4824 A-4914

mailto:smytor@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Melanie Holt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 7:19:23 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Melanie Holt
139 Bahama Drive
Wilmington, NC 28409
melanie.holt@yahoo.com

V-4825 A-4915

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Gavins
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 7:35:04 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Charles Gavins
638 Lex Drive
Alexander Home Apartment #638
Charlotte, NC 28262

V-4826 A-4916

mailto:charleshgavinsjr@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Hart
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 7:40:16 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Kimberly Hart
123 Robin Dr
Advance, NC 27006

V-4827 A-4917

mailto:kimberlyrhart1@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Roberto Penaherrera
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 7:50:22 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Roberto Penaherrera
8945 Camden Creek Ln
Charlotte, NC 28273

V-4828 A-4918

mailto:roberthc1@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Roberto Penaherrera
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 7:52:02 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Roberto Penaherrera
8945 Camden Creek Ln
Charlotte, NC 28273

V-4829 A-4919

mailto:roberthc1@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Carson Butler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 7:53:42 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Carson Butler
5109 Carversham Ct
Winston Salem, NC 27106-4783
butlercar13@students.ecu.edu

V-4830 A-4920

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ken Mauney
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 8:06:02 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Ken Mauney
4012  Angier Ave
Apt/Suite
Durham, NC 27703

V-4831 A-4921

mailto:kennethdmauney@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 8:20:04 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Richard White
PO Box 1191
Denton, NC 27239-1191
richard.l.white+thepetitionsite@gmail.com

V-4832 A-4922

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michaela Letterlough
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 8:31:23 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michaela Letterlough
2928 Spur Ave
Fayetteville, NC 28306-8390
blessbabygirl@hotmail.com

V-4833 A-4923

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tenille Fox
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 8:49:12 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tenille Fox
104 Nc 54 Ste M
Carrboro, NC 27510-1597
nohandis@gmail.com

V-4834 A-4924

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Swett
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 8:50:32 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Robert Swett
301 Montreat Rd.
Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-4835 A-4925

mailto:robert.swett@att.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Rhonda Sherrill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 8:56:07 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rhonda Sherrill
1746 Berry Lewis Rd
Bladenboro, NC 28320-9143
Rhondafs@aol.com

V-4836 A-4926

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Will Phelan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 8:58:28 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Will Phelan
3125 Cutchin Dr
Charlotte, NC 28210-4815
harbashnarba98@gmail.com

V-4837 A-4927

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Stroupe
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 8:59:45 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Frank Stroupe
329 raintree dr
matthews, NC 28104

V-4838 A-4928

mailto:flsjr55@aol.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Tracy Gourville
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:34:39 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Tracy Gourville
117 Royal Oak Dr
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-4839 A-4929

mailto:sailandskimom@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Leigh Stroud
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:52:09 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Leigh Stroud
3305 Ventura Cir
Wake Forest, NC 27587-9389
stroud.leigh@gmail.com

V-4840 A-4930

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Meghan Marie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:53:22 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Meghan Marie
7105 Havenwood Dr
Raleigh, NC 27616-6424
mmb011493@gmail.com

V-4841 A-4931

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Antonio Ladonea
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:55:00 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Antonio Ladonea
4494 Paula Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27127-6834
antonioladonea@yahoo.com

V-4842 A-4932

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Heidi Belcher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 9:55:52 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Heidi Belcher
415 8th Avenue Dr NW
Hickory, NC 28601-3625
heidibelcher@charter.net

V-4843 A-4933

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra booth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:12:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra booth

111 NE 14th
Oak Island, NC 28465

V-4844 A-4934

mailto:sandrad.booth@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KEvin Leder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:18:33 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. KEvin Leder
7858 Oak Haven Ln
Stanley, NC 28164-7825
lederman1@hotmail.com

V-4845 A-4935

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Buni Southerland
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 10:46:22 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Buni Southerland

Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-4846 A-4936

mailto:bnsthrlnd@aol.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Sabrina Bahre
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 11:21:48 PM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sabrina Bahre
5208 Ringo Dr Apt 8
Wilmington, NC 28405-3492
hthsvetgirl@aol.com

V-4847 A-4937

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Mariesa Mcculloch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:21:57 AM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mariesa Mcculloch
1313 Kilmory Dr
Cary, NC 27511-5015
reesespiezes06@yahoo.com

V-4848 A-4938

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maggie Peterson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:51:17 AM

Dec 1, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Maggie Peterson
1238 Golden Bluff Ln
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526-5324
nansammag3@hotmail.com

V-4849 A-4939

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lola Faircloth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:15:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lola Faircloth

204 Riverside Dr
Sneads Ferry, NC 28460

9103272524

V-4850 A-4940

mailto:lolafaircloth@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanne McGrath
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:19:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joanne McGrath

924 Chestnut Cove Rd
Sylva, NC 28779

828-631-1572

V-4851 A-4941

mailto:everythingchanges41905@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Blane Morgan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:21:54 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Blane Morgan
1408 Ashley Creek Ct
Mount Holly, NC 28120-9239
blanemorgan1989@gmail.com

V-4852 A-4942

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: FAYE johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:21:15 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. FAYE johnson
1167 Minter School Rd
Sanford, NC 27332-2482
FAYEJ750@GMAIL.COM

V-4853 A-4943

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jenna Haggarty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:52:06 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jenna Haggarty
337 Little Farm Rd
Statesville, NC 28625-2320
brbqqueen@yahoo.com

V-4854 A-4944

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dee Czahor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:50:02 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dee Czahor
946 Berry Patch Ln
Pittsboro, NC 27312-6069
dytoon52@aol.com

V-4855 A-4945

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ray LeClair
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:50:47 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ray LeClair
908 Parkwood Ave
Charlotte, NC 28205-2659
raymond.m.leclair@gmail.com

V-4856 A-4946

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Crystal Jordening
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:50:50 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Crystal Jordening
5706 Wadebridge Cv
Charlotte, NC 28210-4043
Crystal.Jordening@duke-energy.com

V-4857 A-4947

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Spaulding
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:51:46 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Susan Spaulding
13717 Chambray Ln
Charlotte, NC 28278-7431
spauldingone@yahoo.com

V-4858 A-4948

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jane weitsman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:20:36 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. jane weitsman
1816 Kelly Glen Dr
Apex, NC 27502-5291
jweitsman@cfl.rr.com

V-4859 A-4949

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edward Iftime
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:21:14 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Edward Iftime
6115 Independence Place Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28303-0226
iftime95@hotmail.com

V-4860 A-4950

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jan Wren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:50:06 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jan Wren
271 Gardner Rd
Angier, NC 27501-6412
wushingstarhorses@yahoo.com

V-4861 A-4951

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charlie Gayle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:12:57 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Charlie Gayle
126 W Holding Ave
Wake Forest, NC 27587-2832
charlie.gayle@yahoo.com

V-4862 A-4952

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Eddie Turner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:19:06 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Eddie Turner
559 Upper Grassy Branch Rxt
Asheville, NC 28805
eddieturner41@gmail.com

V-4863 A-4953

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Samantha Burrow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:24:18 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Samantha Burrow
202 Primrose Dr
Lexington, NC 27292-4265
samanthaburrow@icloud.com

V-4864 A-4954

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Stacey Perkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:38:48 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Stacey Perkins
10319 Kilmory Ter
Charlotte, NC 28210-8347
staceyjane02@yahoo.com

V-4865 A-4955

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Stephanie Stenglein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:55:59 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Stephanie Stenglein
3316 Draper Ave
Charlotte, NC 28205-3832
stephanie.stenglein@gmail.com

V-4866 A-4956

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Zeiler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:56:03 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Peter Zeiler
1939 Woodland Dr
Charlotte, NC 28205-6353
pqzeiler@yahoo.com

V-4867 A-4957

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vickie Sue Weiland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:58:33 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Vickie Sue Weiland
721 W Hills Rd
Hendersonville, NC 28791-3349
sueweiland@att.net

V-4868 A-4958

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Al Ledbron
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:23:34 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Al Ledbron
5505 Mesa Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28303-2727
al.lebron@aol.com

V-4869 A-4959

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Colleen Gariton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:53:10 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Colleen Gariton
9915 Gray Dove Ct
Charlotte, NC 28216-5620
colleenliz@gmail.com

V-4870 A-4960

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of rosa logan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:04:40 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. rosa logan
2200 Chesterfield Ave
Charlotte, NC 28205-6016
rlog83@hotmail.com

V-4871 A-4961

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: cindy bernath
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:21:45 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. cindy bernath
mackerel lane
Kure Beach, NC 28449
cindybernath1@gmail.com

V-4872 A-4962

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: james Chandler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:24:17 AM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. james Chandler
1951 Rhoden Ct
Gastonia, NC 28054-6098
jameschandler@carolina.rr.com

V-4873 A-4963

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Karen Bollinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:01:26 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Karen Bollinger
1532 23rd Street Pl NE
Hickory, NC 28601-3025
karen_62@yahoo.com

V-4874 A-4964

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sydney Hunt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:20:47 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sydney Hunt
124 Park Ave
Southport, NC 28461-3120
Sydneyxhunt@gmail.com

V-4875 A-4965

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mike Rodden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:28:18 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mike Rodden
7615 Neal Rd
Charlotte, NC 28262-3219
rodden.mike@gmail.com

V-4876 A-4966

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jorge Ambriz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:33:05 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jorge Ambriz
2210 West Blvd
Charlotte, NC 28208-6107
jaajorge@yahoo.com

V-4877 A-4967

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Turnage
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:46:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Turnage

90 Fred McLeod Ln
Coats, NC 27521

V-4878 A-4968

mailto:jdturnag@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dale Trembley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:46:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dale Trembley

1823 Hamorton Place
Charlotte, NC 28223

7046877337

V-4879 A-4969

mailto:dbtrembl@uncc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Giglia
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:46:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Giglia

815 Cedar Drive
Kill Devil Hill, NC 27948

6318809843

V-4880 A-4970

mailto:jagiglia@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bruce Kirchoff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:46:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bruce Kirchoff

5504 Ashmont Dr
Greemsboro, NC 27410

V-4881 A-4971

mailto:kirchoffbruce@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Bermeo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:46:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Bermeo

3190 Exacta Ln
Apt 211
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-4882 A-4972

mailto:mbermeobetancourt@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathi Culver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:47:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathi Culver

PO Box 1613
Leicester, NC 28748

2409380064

V-4883 A-4973

mailto:clculver1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annette Musulin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:47:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Annette Musulin

2916 Escondido Farm Rd
Garner, NC 27529

V-4884 A-4974

mailto:katlady@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Selena Lauterer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:47:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I'm an 8th generation North Carolinian and I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
 limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in
 North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards
 reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Let's protect our beautiful state & world!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Selena Lauterer

PO Box 606
boone, NC 28607

828 386 1337

V-4885 A-4975

mailto:selena@artemisindepenedent.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marcos Varela
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:47:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marcos Varela

160 eastwood dr
Statesville, NC 28625

7048766981

V-4886 A-4976

mailto:valpo1976@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:48:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Smith

7308 Harps Mill Rd
Raleigh, NC 27615

9198184959

V-4887 A-4977

mailto:psmith6082@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Liesl Lane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:48:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Liesl Lane

348 Michaels Rd
Mocksville, NC 27028

13364321547

V-4888 A-4978

mailto:liesl3cats@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Weldine Dossett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:48:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Weldine Dossett

415 Aberdeen Terrace
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-4889 A-4979

mailto:weldine@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Philip Davenport
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:48:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Philip Davenport

10905 Fitzwilliam Street
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-4890 A-4980

mailto:pdav@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elly richards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:48:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elly richards

20 Pickens Lane
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-4891 A-4981

mailto:ellyrvilca@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Herman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:48:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Herman

1418 Redcoat Dr
Charlotte, NC 28211

2482196038

V-4892 A-4982

mailto:sharongh218@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: E. Houston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:48:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP) !

As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to
 increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

E. Houston

Hillsborough Ave
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-4893 A-4983

mailto:responses098@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Natalie Snow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:48:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Natalie Snow

209 Summerwalk Circle
Chapel-Hill, NC 27517

3364307448

V-4894 A-4984

mailto:njsnow525@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrea Snyder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:48:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrea Snyder

228f 14 th ave se
Hickory, NC 28602

V-4895 A-4985

mailto:Asnyder_hky@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Boyce Booth
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:17 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Boyce Booth
153 Wisconsin St., Spindale, NC
Spindale, NC 28160

V-4896 A-4986

mailto:quantumpainter@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: josh carlough
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

josh carlough

http://BlowingRockBrewing.com
152 sunset drive
blowing rock, NC 28605

8287735364

V-4897 A-4987

mailto:josh@blowingrockbrewing.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://blowingrockbrewing.com/


From: Kate Fries
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kate Fries

431 East Ridge Road
Franklin, NC 28734

V-4898 A-4988

mailto:fattyfalldown@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: joann from nowhere JAMES
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

joann from nowhere JAMES

344 HENRY STREET
stanleytown, VA 24168

3364533290

V-4899 A-4989

mailto:jcarolinablueduk@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Cantrell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise Cantrell

2130 Nettlebrook Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27106

3369227325

V-4900 A-4990

mailto:babygirlb814@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary T Boatwright
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary T Boatwright

2040 Englewood Avenue
DURHAM, NC 27705

V-4901 A-4991

mailto:tboat@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Greg Bryant
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Greg Bryant

P o box 84
Saluda, NC 28773

V-4902 A-4992

mailto:Gregtb1961@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Luce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Luce

2804 Mercantile Ct
Clayton, NC 27520

V-4903 A-4993

mailto:jcl95037@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kuri Mansa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kuri Mansa

1743 Chasewood Dr
Unit 18
Charlotte, NC 28212

7042412961

V-4904 A-4994

mailto:kmansa1018@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pete Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pete Miller

po box 94
Marshallberg, NC 28553

V-4905 A-4995

mailto:petem4011@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joe Gigliotti
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joe Gigliotti

5c oceanic dr
wrightsville beach, NC 28480

3364915442

V-4906 A-4996

mailto:jeg1699@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cpt. Chris Kodger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cpt. Chris Kodger

PO Box 2142
Beaufort, NC 28516

2526225501

V-4907 A-4997

mailto:cpt.chris@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Ashton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Ashton

15 Westchester Circle
Pinehurst, NC 28374

9102150573

V-4908 A-4998

mailto:rwa15@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Williams

2812 Somerdale Ct
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-4909 A-4999

mailto:Davidwilliamshomes@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret peeples
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret peeples

838 Heather Lane
charlotte, NC 28209

9197899056

V-4910 A-5000

mailto:peeplesmargaret@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marilyn Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Brown

2901 Carding Place
Matthews, NC 28105

7048470070

V-4911 A-5001

mailto:mpb28105@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Douglas Graham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Douglas Graham

145 Live Oak Lane
Mooresville, NC 28115

V-4912 A-5002

mailto:Doug@douggraham.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry Rudel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larry Rudel

4417 Erie Dr
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

V-4913 A-5003

mailto:lrudel@wakehealth.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Delores Mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Delores Mitchell

7504 Endotrail Rd
Greensboro, NC 27409

3364022011

V-4914 A-5004

mailto:deloresmitchell80@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stanley Hix
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stanley Hix

5212A Deerhaven Dr
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-4915 A-5005

mailto:hix@us.ibm.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Wilson Jr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Wilson Jr

129 Barwood Ter
Trinity, NC 27370

3366985509

V-4916 A-5006

mailto:dawilson8655@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jason Palivoda
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jason Palivoda

3346 Hamlet Chapel Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-4917 A-5007

mailto:Jpalivoda@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Martino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leslie Martino

130 Drexel Farm Drive
Hendersonville, NC 28739

8287721932

V-4918 A-5008

mailto:martinolj@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kate Kelleher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kate Kelleher

77 Brevard Rd
Asheville, NC 28806

V-4919 A-5009

mailto:Kelleher.katemaureen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mason W. Smith, III
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mason W. Smith, III

6925 Northbury Lane
Apt. 1325
Charlotte, NC 28226

704-575-5200

V-4920 A-5010

mailto:chip@mullenpublications.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maggie Szott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maggie Szott

5040 glen cove Dr
Southport, NC 28461

V-4921 A-5011

mailto:mszott50@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Moran
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joseph Moran

1307 LeClair St
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-4922 A-5012

mailto:ggardens3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Williams

203 Shoreline Dr.E
Sunset Beach, NC 28468

V-4923 A-5013

mailto:dow2@atmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Valerie Steel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Valerie Steel

4 Cayman Court
Durham, NC 27703

V-4924 A-5014

mailto:valerie@greeningproperties.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jill Gloster
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jill Gloster

2501 chesterfield av
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-4925 A-5015

mailto:Jglostergirl1@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tanya R
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tanya R

2500 q st. nw
Washington, DC 20007

V-4926 A-5016

mailto:jmenmo@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bryan Dechter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bryan Dechter

873 Silverleaf Rd
Zionville, NC 28698

V-4927 A-5017

mailto:artist@dancingeyes.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edward Hill III
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edward Hill III

1904 Country Squire Road
KINSTON, NC 28504

V-4928 A-5018

mailto:hill.tripp@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barry Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are willfully setting North Carolina up to fail with
 the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barry Anderson

111 W Oregon Ave
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948

V-4929 A-5019

mailto:barry@gcp.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anna Donze
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anna Donze

1139 Martin St
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-4930 A-5020

mailto:donzar9@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tina Hill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tina Hill

P.O.box 2283 Leicester hwy
Leicester, NC 28748

8284503164

V-4931 A-5021

mailto:Tinahill1967@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joe Gilbert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:49:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joe Gilbert

2331 Lakeside Lofts Circle
Cary, NC 27514

V-4932 A-5022

mailto:jsgilbert79@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Wentz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:50:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrew Wentz

1302 Coachman Dr
Waxhaw, NC 28173

V-4933 A-5023

mailto:andrew.wentz@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Haunton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:50:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Haunton

1632 12th St. NE
Hickory, NC 28601

V-4934 A-5024

mailto:Chaunton@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzan Parrish
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:50:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzan Parrish

713 E. Boyd St Apt. A
Maiden, NC 28650

8284614265

V-4935 A-5025

mailto:sgardella66@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen Lawson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:50:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen Lawson

181 joe myers rd
ADVANCE, NC 27006

V-4936 A-5026

mailto:Sllawson1544@Gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: VICTORIA CHATFIELD
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:50:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

VICTORIA CHATFIELD

4933 OLEANDER DR
WILMINGTON, NC 28403

3366842002

V-4937 A-5027

mailto:queenvee1951@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Haines
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:50:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Haines

105 maxwell dr
Harkers island, NC 28531

V-4938 A-5028

mailto:Lindahaines528@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joshua Deaton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:51:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joshua Deaton

936 Hill St
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-4939 A-5029

mailto:jndeaton@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tracy Deibert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:51:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tracy Deibert

3209 SKylark Haven Dr
Pfafftown, NC 27040

V-4940 A-5030

mailto:t.deibert0303@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brent Icenhour
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:51:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brent Icenhour

119 S.Cntr. St
Taylorsville, NC 28681

V-4941 A-5031

mailto:bcicenhour@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Sander
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:51:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Sander

4155 Salem church Rd
Haw River, NC 27258

V-4942 A-5032

mailto:pacman@unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:51:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Clark

2309 stonewater glen ln
Cary, NC 27519

V-4943 A-5033

mailto:maclark93@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Weaver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:51:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Weaver

4706 Bluebird Ct
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-4944 A-5034

mailto:robertsmom2@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Lauer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:51:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

I always vote!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Lauer

66 Glen Eden Ct
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-4945 A-5035

mailto:patandt@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dianne Tinman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:51:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dianne Tinman

265 Cumberland Ave Apt 1
Asheville, NC 28801

V-4946 A-5036

mailto:dtinman1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Evans
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:51:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Evans

30 Lawterdale Circle One
Asheville, NC 28804

6055457968

V-4947 A-5037

mailto:amandaevans1@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Dobson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:51:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Dobson

32 Main St
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-4948 A-5038

mailto:dogmom7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth McPherson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:51:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. Do it NOW!!!!!!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth McPherson

3801 Wade Coble Drive
Burlington, NC 27215

336-538-1467

V-4949 A-5039

mailto:Lib.mcpherson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dan Livingston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:52:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dan Livingston

5020 F Turnbridge Circle
Browns Summit, NC 27214

3362359077

V-4950 A-5040

mailto:bdnb1@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Adam Meyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:52:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Adam Meyer

4613 Grenadine Court
Raleigh, NC 27612

9193062204

V-4951 A-5041

mailto:adam.migliore.meyer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Osborne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:52:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Osborne

3608 Blueberry Drive
Raleigh, NC 27612

9197819683

V-4952 A-5042

mailto:kathymosborne2014@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ryan Robinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:52:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ryan Robinson

313 Springtime Fields Lane
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-4953 A-5043

mailto:Ryancrobin12@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Herget
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:52:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric Herget

100 Stablegate Dr
Cary, NC 27513

V-4954 A-5044

mailto:eherget@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Seltzer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:52:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Seltzer

102 Brinkley Rd
Greenville, NC 27858

V-4955 A-5045

mailto:Tomseltz6973@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Stanberry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:52:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Stanberry

PO Box 468
Asheville, NC 28802

828-216-0701

V-4956 A-5046

mailto:rdtrtle@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: di inscoe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:53:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

di inscoe

515 purdue drive
wilmington, NC 28403

V-4957 A-5047

mailto:disonba35@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ericka Faircloth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:53:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions. I urge you to
 think of the young ones in your family, did you know that asthma is the #1 reason children miss school? I was born
 and raised in NC, and I want my state to strive to make every effort to keep NC clean, healthy and beautiful. I have
 experienced nothing but disappointment with Governor Pat MCCrory and the DEQ.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you,

Sincerely,

Ericka Faircloth

1318 broad street
Durham, NC 27705

V-4958 A-5048

mailto:ericka@cwfnc.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Louis Gurgitano
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:53:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Louis Gurgitano

7010 Porterfield Rd
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-4959 A-5049

mailto:Zebraplayer@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Hooper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:54:27 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lisa Hooper
3629 Chelwood Dr NW
Concord, NC 28027-7862
momkatmich@yahoo.com

V-4960 A-5050

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martha Spann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:55:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martha Spann

185 Van Gogh Dr
Blowing Rock, NC 28605

V-4961 A-5051

mailto:mspann10@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Beger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:55:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Beger

918 Balcombe rd
Rocky Point, NC 28457

9102002030

V-4962 A-5052

mailto:dianebeger1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Audrey Basson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:55:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). We should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Audrey Basson

Lochmere
Cary, NC 27518

V-4963 A-5053

mailto:amblefay@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linsi Deyo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:55:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

As threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed in you and your environmental agency.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linsi Deyo

8110 State HWY 80S
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-4964 A-5054

mailto:linsi@zafu.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Reginald Martin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:55:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Reginald Martin

3514 Ravendale Dr
Martin
Greensboro, NC 27406

3365493662

V-4965 A-5055

mailto:remangels1123@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Wechter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:55:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Wechter

8 Flycatcher Way  unit 201
Arden, NC 28704

V-4966 A-5056

mailto:mswclu@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kacy Krieg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:55:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kacy Krieg

34 Emerald Lane
Blowing Rock, NC 28605

V-4967 A-5057

mailto:lostcreek@hughes.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Stanzione
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:55:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Stanzione

135 duck woods drive
Southern Shores, NC 27949

V-4968 A-5058

mailto:Rsls22473@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Gazzard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:55:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Gazzard

4013 Norseman Loop
Unit 6
Southport, NC 28461

9193028273

V-4969 A-5059

mailto:pgazzard_2000@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Griffith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:55:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Griffith

2405 Pittsfield Blvd
Ann Arbor, MI 48104

V-4970 A-5060

mailto:amygriffith@comcast.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julia Haslett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:55:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julia Haslett

414 Hillsborough Street
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-4971 A-5061

mailto:juliahaslett@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gracie Woody
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:56:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gracie Woody

7804 Craig Road
Belews Creek, NC 27009

V-4972 A-5062

mailto:gwoody@cphs.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pam Alterman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:56:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pam Alterman

308 Frenchmans bluff dr
Cary, NC 27513

V-4973 A-5063

mailto:Pamgator@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Jacobs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:56:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Jacobs

519 Andrews Dr
Melbourne Beach, FL 32951

V-4974 A-5064

mailto:jj813@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ryan Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:57:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. Also I request for you to stop all weather modification projects and tell the media what is
 really going on.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ryan Miller

546 fieldtop dr
Winston-Salem, NC 27107

V-4975 A-5065

mailto:Juggalo4lifenc@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annette Racer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:57:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Annette Racer

71 Old Fort Rd
Fairview, NC 28730

828-7132193

V-4976 A-5066

mailto:annracer@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vicki Mcdaniel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:57:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vicki Mcdaniel

4801 South Shore Drive
B-5
Morehead City, NC 28557

V-4977 A-5067

mailto:cmcdaniel2@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara ONeill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:57:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara ONeill

1285 River Hill Trail
Lincolnton, NC 28092

V-4978 A-5068

mailto:Bluebird0407@Live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gracie Woody
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:57:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gracie Woody

7804 Craig Road
Belews Creek, NC 27009

V-4979 A-5069

mailto:gwoody@cphs.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Rabey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:57:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frank Rabey

2249 Shire Drive
Winterville, NC 28590

2529171469

V-4980 A-5070

mailto:frankrabey@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marilyn Hamer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:57:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Hamer

220 Dye Leaf Rd
Fairview, NC 28730

V-4981 A-5071

mailto:hamer220@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sally Rogers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:57:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sally Rogers

P.O. Box 48
Penland, NC 28765

V-4982 A-5072

mailto:srogersLLC@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Gray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:57:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Gray

42 Forest Oaks Drive
Southport, NC 28461

V-4983 A-5073

mailto:barb820@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kathleen Stefanick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:57:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kathleen Stefanick

1604 Cedar lane
raleigh, NC 27614

V-4984 A-5074

mailto:kmstefan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Goldenberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:58:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Goldenberg

27425 Walker
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-4985 A-5075

mailto:sharon@sgoldenberg.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Esther Mantel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:58:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Esther Mantel

1064 West Mills Street
Columbus, NC 28722

V-4986 A-5076

mailto:estherlmantel@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Bullock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:58:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Bullock

6112 Sabine Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28303

V-4987 A-5077

mailto:dbullock911@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Poludniak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:58:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Poludniak

17342 Westmill Lane
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-4988 A-5078

mailto:stephanie_frech@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Garber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:58:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Garber

105 Fidelity St
Carrboro, NC 27510

9102805658

V-4989 A-5079

mailto:semper_fi05@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Love
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:58:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Andrew Love

4710 Hanging Ivy Dr.
Charlotte, NC

Sincerely,

Andrew Love

4710 Hanging Ivy Dr
Charlotte, NC 28215

V-4990 A-5080

mailto:Andrewlove88@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judit Beres
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:59:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judit Beres

504 sherwood forest pl
Cary, NC 27519

V-4991 A-5081

mailto:Judit_box@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hong Hessler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 12:59:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hong Hessler

2125 Rolling Rock Rd
Wake Forest, ND 27587

V-4992 A-5082

mailto:honghessler@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie Booton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:00:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julie Booton

620 Brittany Bay E
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-4993 A-5083

mailto:juliebooton@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dann Carnes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:00:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dann Carnes

145 Windsor Cr
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

919-260-9281

V-4994 A-5084

mailto:dann@fireplaceeditions.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen Mayberry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:00:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen Mayberry

2224 Heathrowe pll
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-4995 A-5085

mailto:stevemayberry@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Long
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:00:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Long

3117 Waxhaw Marvin rd
Waxhaw, NC 28173

V-4996 A-5086

mailto:Dmillislong@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Virginia Brien
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:00:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects of climate change continue to increase,
 we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP.

By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
 Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and
 instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Virginia Brien

3028 Airlie St
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-4997 A-5087

mailto:vabrien@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Helen Livingston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:01:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am aembarassed by you and your environmental agency  purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the
 federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Helen Livingston

311 Montrose Lane
Laurinburg, NC 28352

9102761797

V-4998 A-5088

mailto:livingston.helen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:01:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Teresa Baker

2652 NC Hwy 56
Creedmoor, NC 27522

(919)725-1417

V-4999 A-5089

mailto:bakertd@gcs.k12.nc.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marjorie Ewing
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:01:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marjorie Ewing

3253 Yorkshire Circle
Sanford, NC 27332

919-895-9826

V-5000 A-5090

mailto:me.paleveda@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tiffany Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:01:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tiffany Jackson

211 brookwood ave nw
Concord, NC 28025

7047855608

V-5001 A-5091

mailto:Tiffjackson211@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Roper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:01:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air
How can you do what you're doing?  We only have this earth. What about your wow children, your grandchildren. 
 Why not have a legacy of  having the strongest policies on taking care of your state...being remembered for all the
 great things you've done instead of being just another politician that sold out.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Roper

9 BLossom Road
Sylva, NC 28779

8285063676

V-5002 A-5092

mailto:donnawonderland@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan McReynolds
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:01:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan McReynolds

2221 East 8th Street
Charlotte, NC 28204

V-5003 A-5093

mailto:mooresu@sonic.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathleen Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:01:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Thompson

5813 Wrightsville Ave
Unit 158
Wilmington, NC 28403

9102321699

V-5004 A-5094

mailto:merrykatemas80@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bryce Kuchik
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:01:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bryce Kuchik

1205 Ravens Point Circle
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-5005 A-5095

mailto:bosochek@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Garland Singletary
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:01:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Garland Singletary

38 Timmerman Drive
Elizabeth City, NC 27909

V-5006 A-5096

mailto:garrysingletary@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Rhyne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:02:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Rhyne

10 Briarfield Ct
Durham, NC 27713

V-5007 A-5097

mailto:dcrhyne@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carole Schaefer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:02:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carole Schaefer

209 Crowell Sq Ct
apt 110
Asheville, NC 28806

8648847822

V-5008 A-5098

mailto:everglory3@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: peter birckhead
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:02:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

peter birckhead

213 wild oak ln
carrboro, NC 27510

V-5009 A-5099

mailto:pbirckhead@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larissa Bowman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:02:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As your constituent, I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution,
 known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP).

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larissa Bowman

425 Flat Top Mountain Rd
fairview, NC 28730

8286063422

V-5010 A-5100

mailto:mvp@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Orban
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:02:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Orban

115 Spooks Branch Rd
Asheville, NC 28804

V-5011 A-5101

mailto:njorban@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: joonhyo kim
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:03:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

joonhyo kim

5626 david christian pl
greensboro, NC 27410

9795714513

V-5012 A-5102

mailto:rome1517@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Chickos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:03:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Chickos

5200 Hallmark Rd
Durham, NC 27712

V-5013 A-5103

mailto:maurovisioncare@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anna Tuziw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:03:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anna Tuziw

4625 Meadow Fork Rd
Hot Springs, NC 28743

V-5014 A-5104

mailto:atuziw@us.ibm.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sherry macqueen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:03:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

sherry macqueen

6825 Penny Road
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-5015 A-5105

mailto:sbmacqueen@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rob Little
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:04:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rob Little

3500 Thornwood ct
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-5016 A-5106

mailto:Rob@backwoodsmusicstudio.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: A. Giddings
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:04:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

A. Giddings

207 Carol St
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-5017 A-5107

mailto:johnmara13@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tywan Cansler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:04:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tywan Cansler

3 Bytha Way
Shelby, NC 28152

7049740342

V-5018 A-5108

mailto:kadillacty@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dr. Mary E. Sunday
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:04:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Along with all Americans with a conscience and all those who believe in making the world safer and stronger for
 our children, I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known
 as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma, autism, and Alzheimers rates continue to rise in North
 Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing
 our carbon emissions.

I am astonished that you, your government supporters and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North
 Carolina up to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,'
 the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best
 for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine
 what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is of paramount importance for our families, our environment, our country and for North Carolina's
 economy. Please gain more NC supporters by doing the morally right thing and protect our clean environment.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dr. Mary E. Sunday

44 Brookside Place
Durham, NC 27705

(919) 383-3419

V-5019 A-5109

mailto:mary.sunday@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:05:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Jackson

128 Weatherwood Court, Apt. 13
Winston-Salem, NC 27103

V-5020 A-5110

mailto:canvascanary@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Don Clapp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:05:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Don Clapp

PO Box 989
Saluda, NC 28773

7047500411

V-5021 A-5111

mailto:donclapp@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Dixon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:05:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, you should be working towards reducing carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, your community, your energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for your state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for families, your environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Dixon

206 W. Washington Ave
Terra Alta, WV 26764

V-5022 A-5112

mailto:james@harehill.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Budzinski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:06:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Budzinski

79 Overlook Dr
Brevard, NC 28712

V-5023 A-5113

mailto:happygma22@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Norman LaFleur
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:07:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Norman LaFleur

7101 Markway Dr
Charlotte, NC 28215

V-5024 A-5114

mailto:Nlafleurjr@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jarrett Barnhill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:07:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jarrett Barnhill

535 Ivy Dr
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-5025 A-5115

mailto:barn@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julianne Day-Evers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:07:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julianne Day-Evers

201 Thornbird Ave
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-5026 A-5116

mailto:jdayevers@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Woolverton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:07:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am beyond disappointed -- but not surprised! -that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting
 North Carolina up to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to
 fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that
 works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to
 determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Teresa Woolverton

2818 Edwards Street
Greenville, NC 27858

V-5027 A-5117

mailto:tcbaro@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ronald Sherwood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:07:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

It is very disappointing that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ronald Sherwood

616 Crown Court
Cary, NC 27511

V-5028 A-5118

mailto:ronsher79@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Fred Stanback
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:07:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Fred Stanback

220 Stonewall Road
Salisbury, NC 28144

V-5029 A-5119

mailto:stanbackf@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathleen Kenyon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:07:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Kenyon

1401 Oak tree Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-5030 A-5120

mailto:kkenyon51244@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Constance Green-Hosten
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:07:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Constance Green-Hosten

6924 Heath Glen Drive
Mint Hill, NC 28227

V-5031 A-5121

mailto:cmgreenaka@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Schmidt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:07:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Schmidt

67 Edgewood Ave, NE
Concord, NC 28025

7047929692

V-5032 A-5122

mailto:artful@ctc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ross Stocks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:07:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

As a sufferer of asthma myself since childhood, your environmental decisions have an acute effect on me.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ross Stocks

308 Chapel Valley Lane
APEX, NC 27502

V-5033 A-5123

mailto:ross.stocks@pobox.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jen Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:07:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jen Johnson

1510 Orange ST
Wlmington, NC 28401

V-5034 A-5124

mailto:jen@jenjohnson.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mable Slade
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:07:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mable Slade

458 Hubquarter Rd
Macon, NC 27551

V-5035 A-5125

mailto:mhslade@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Masters
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:07:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Masters

2902 Quincemoor Rd
Durham, NC 27712

V-5036 A-5126

mailto:diane.masters@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ursula Campos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:07:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ursula Campos

79 Clearwater Hrb
Sanford, NC 27332

V-5037 A-5127

mailto:uhcampos@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bob Kollar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:07:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution---the Clean Power
 Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate
 change continue to increase, science clearly indicates that we should be working towards reducing our carbon
 emissions.

I am appalled that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the
 federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for all North
 Carolina, its communities and our energy mix.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Do the right thing and protect
 our clean air.

Sincerely,

Bob Kollar

5604 Virgilwood Drive
Greensboro, NC 27409

V-5038 A-5128

mailto:bobkollar@peoplepc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marnette Zuchel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:07:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marnette Zuchel

8102 Park Vista Cir
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-5039 A-5129

mailto:Mzuchel@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Lazzari
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:07:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric Lazzari

1216 Woodburn Road
Durham, NC 27705

V-5040 A-5130

mailto:ericlazzari@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cliff Faull
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:07:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cliff Faull

83 meadow view drive
Sylva, NC 28779

V-5041 A-5131

mailto:Cefaull@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Mueller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:07:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Mueller

409 Moonridge Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9199424937

V-5042 A-5132

mailto:helmutmueller@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Steinberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:07:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Steinberg

1321 Martin Luther King, Jr. Blvd
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

9199423540

V-5043 A-5133

mailto:ssteinberg@unitedchurch.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Rigby
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:08:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Rigby

616 Sugarberry Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

919-443-1443

V-5044 A-5134

mailto:wdr@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Arnold Gordon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:08:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Arnold Gordon

1121 Tunstall Way
Durham, NC 27703

V-5045 A-5135

mailto:agordontax@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: N. Marrone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:08:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

N. Marrone

Ironwood Place
chapel hill, NC 27514

V-5046 A-5136

mailto:nm105@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gracie Hemphill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:08:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gracie Hemphill

9231 Brentfield Road
Huntersville, NC 28078

V-5047 A-5137

mailto:graciehemphill@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annabel Collins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:08:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Annabel Collins

6125 Morgan Ashley Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-5048 A-5138

mailto:beacollins@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Bambara
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:08:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I want NC to be a healthy place to live, work, and play.  I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently
 proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to
 rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working
 towards reducing our carbon emissions.

PLEASE RECONSIDER YOUR POLICY STANCE, even if it is incongruent with your political party's position.  I
 am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Bambara

6000 Woodknoll Court
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-5049 A-5139

mailto:eclaire1@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Domenico Frate
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:09:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.
As a Republican since NIXON , I implore you to keep our environment CLEAN as humanly possible.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

Domenico Frate

510 Charter Place
Greensboro, NC 27405

V-5050 A-5140

mailto:dcfrate2@uncg.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Vecellio
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:09:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Vecellio

305 Meadow Pathway Drive
Fletcher, NC 28732

V-5051 A-5141

mailto:cvecellio1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gaylon Green
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:09:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gaylon Green

3740 Lynn Oaks Drive
Trinity, NC 27370

3368131366

V-5052 A-5142

mailto:gaylon.green@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Burwell Ware
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:09:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Are you intentionally planning for our state to fail to meet federal requirements under the Environmental Protection
 Agency's Clean Power Plan?

If so, please explain why you are doing this. In my opinion, we should exceed federal requirements and do
 everything we can to protect the health of the citizens of our state.

Sincerely,

Burwell Ware

126 Kingston Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-5053 A-5143

mailto:captioning@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Goy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:10:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Goy

142 Dixie Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-5054 A-5144

mailto:mgoy@med.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Icenhour
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:10:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise Icenhour

1830 34th St NE
Hickory, NC 28601

V-5055 A-5145

mailto:dsicenhour@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Marie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:10:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Marie

3612 Morningside Dr
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-5056 A-5146

mailto:c.marie8@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: M.K. Ramm
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:10:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

M.K. Ramm

234 Crawford Road
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-5057 A-5147

mailto:mk.ramm@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Timothy Sowder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:10:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Timothy Sowder

6625 cow hollow drive #2223
Charlotte, NC 28226

704 614 7267

V-5058 A-5148

mailto:Tmsowder@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jay Yager
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:10:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jay Yager

200 park
Sanford,  27330

V-5059 A-5149

mailto:Yager@charter.Net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Cassidy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:10:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Cassidy

2323 Sunnyside Av
Winston Salem, NC 27127

V-5060 A-5150

mailto:richard@rlcassidy.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janine Dupras
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:11:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janine Dupras

413 Dominion Oak Circle
Cary, NC 27519

19192571303

V-5061 A-5151

mailto:jad548@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Strowd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:12:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Strowd

4845 Manns Chapel Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-5062 A-5152

mailto:swog.strowd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scott Bates
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:13:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Scott Bates

1300 Laurel Springs Dr
Apt 1324
Durham, NC 27713

V-5063 A-5153

mailto:scottrbates1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Miriam Grobelny-Thomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:13:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Miriam Grobelny-Thomas

183 New Castle Dr
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

V-5064 A-5154

mailto:Miriam_thomas@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sylvia Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:13:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sylvia Williams

307 Brookwood Ave
Fayetteville, NC 28301

V-5065 A-5155

mailto:ebonyangel1@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: eileen hoyt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:13:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

PLEASE PROTECT the citizens of this state
I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

eileen hoyt

98 nicks bnd w
pittsboro, NC 27312

V-5066 A-5156

mailto:cookie998@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tim Blaes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:13:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tim Blaes

407 E. Dermid Ave
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-5067 A-5157

mailto:tinrat07@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angelina Ekis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:13:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angelina Ekis

479 Summer walk Circle
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-5068 A-5158

mailto:aekis21@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Hauser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:13:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Teresa Hauser

113 McKinley Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27107

3364865154

V-5069 A-5159

mailto:Terrylh8988@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rodney Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:13:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rodney Jones

960 Stonehaven Drive
Graham, NC 27253

V-5070 A-5160

mailto:bjones@stevensonvestal.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patti Gillespie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:14:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We MUST become less dependent on fossil fuels.  We must therefore become more dependent on clean energy--
wind, sun, water. You need to move NC away from the old-style energy companies and move it to the companies
 suitable for the 21st, not the 19th century.  As childhood asthma goes up, the state suffers from evermore abrupt
 weather changes, and the temperatures in the area soar above what is normal, you should realize that climate change
 is here NOW.  It's not something that we'll see in a century or so.  You need to help the state by encouraging
 stronger environmental regulations leading to better air and water quality.

Sincerely,

Patti Gillespie

819 Pollock St
New Bern, NC 28562

V-5071 A-5161

mailto:pg6pg6@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: james Thamm
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:15:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

james Thamm

8109 High Oaks Ln
Charlotte, NC 28277

7044889760

V-5072 A-5162

mailto:jamestnc4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Grant Bailey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:15:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix. I think local and state government should be the best informed and
 invested in our interests and feel it is disadvantageous for Washington to determine what is best for our state.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Grant Bailey

492 N. Washington St
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

2817680216

V-5073 A-5163

mailto:gobailey@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Molly Sessoms
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:16:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Molly Sessoms

2983 smith mill rd
Lumberton, NC 28358

V-5074 A-5164

mailto:mollysessoms@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dennis C. Maulden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:17:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dennis C. Maulden

PO Box 112
Flat Rock, NC 28731

V-5075 A-5165

mailto:dennis@flatrockplayhouse.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Motta
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:18:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Motta

22 Yadkin St
Clayton,  27520

V-5076 A-5166

mailto:maccagirl1953@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roland Robustelli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:19:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roland Robustelli

1300 Thorny Vine Ct
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-5077 A-5167

mailto:Rolandrobustelli@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry Sparks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:19:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larry Sparks

204 Crawley Drive
Morganton, NC 28655

V-5078 A-5168

mailto:lsparks@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicole Fincher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:19:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nicole Fincher

2008 Dunsmore Lane
Waxhaw, NC 28173

V-5079 A-5169

mailto:nicolefincher7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: wafa Khalil
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:19:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

wafa Khalil

705 Cheselden dr
Durham, NC 27713

V-5080 A-5170

mailto:wafakhalil@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Gyurica
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:19:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Gyurica

4609 Briargrove Ct
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-5081 A-5171

mailto:mgyurica@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Neysa Raiti
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:19:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Neysa Raiti

2789 oakbluff circle
Southport, NC 28461

V-5082 A-5172

mailto:neysaraiti@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alyssa Wolcott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:19:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alyssa Wolcott

2433 Burgaw ST SW
Supply, NC 28462

V-5083 A-5173

mailto:alyssawolcott@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Baldwin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:19:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Your disgraceful actions will not be forgotten on election day.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Baldwin

103 Ironwood Dr
Greenville, NC 27834

V-5084 A-5174

mailto:wonderpop@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: J.A. Perry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:19:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

J.A. Perry

24 RIDGE AVE
ASHEVILLE, NC 28803

V-5085 A-5175

mailto:perry00@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hamed marcus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:19:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hamed marcus

1633 east rest dr
charlotte, NC 28205

V-5086 A-5176

mailto:nokia.n@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: catherine lavau
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:19:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

catherine lavau

605 Shady Lawn Road
chapel Hill,  27514

V-5087 A-5177

mailto:catherine.lavau@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marcia Prince
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:19:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marcia Prince

100 Eastwood Lake Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-5088 A-5178

mailto:Marciamprince5@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Haas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:20:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Haas

1006 Timbergrass Ln
Leland, NC 28451

V-5089 A-5179

mailto:Rhaas1006@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Nolan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:20:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

McCrory - seriously - FUCK YOU!

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joseph Nolan

270 1/2 Sand Hill Road
Asheville, NC 28806

(828) 595-7473

V-5090 A-5180

mailto:niuall@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Jacobson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:20:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Jacobson

508 Metcalf St
New Bern, NC 28560

252-633-1033

V-5091 A-5181

mailto:jjjacobson@washjeff.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Braethun Bharathae-Lane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:20:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Braethun Bharathae-Lane

56 Lakeshore Dr
Asheville, NC 28804

V-5092 A-5182

mailto:Brae.thunder@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Rosen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:20:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Rosen

1101 Exchange Pl Apt 226
Durham, NC 27713

V-5093 A-5183

mailto:Robertarosen.rosen66@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:20:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

 I would think that North Carolina, with its extensive coastline and wonderful barrier islands, would want to be a
 leader in making decisions to meaningfully lower our carbon emissions in order to help preserve our way of life.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Wilson

205 KIRKWOOD DR
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

919-869-7147

V-5094 A-5184

mailto:kmwilson611@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marion Greer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:21:41 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marion Greer
650 Balfour Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27104-3060
mgreer27@gmail.com

V-5095 A-5185

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deidra Ozment
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:22:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deidra Ozment

1203 Green Springs Rd
New Bern, NC 28560

V-5096 A-5186

mailto:Mrsozment@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Johnny Mayall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:22:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Johnny Mayall

86A Willow Way
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-5097 A-5187

mailto:peglegpete@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brandon Bartley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:22:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brandon Bartley

2509 pennyshire lane
Raleigh, NC 27606

919 521 5073

V-5098 A-5188

mailto:Bbartley1@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Lytle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:22:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise Lytle

73 Poplar St
Fords, NJ 08863

V-5099 A-5189

mailto:centauress6@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jenafur Maher-Bernard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:22:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jenafur Maher-Bernard

4323 Mantua Way
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-5100 A-5190

mailto:Jmaher2@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Dennis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:24:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Dennis

160 Mundy Cove Rd
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-5101 A-5191

mailto:jdennis@sharpeye.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrea Fox
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:25:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrea Fox

3053 Granville Drive
Raleigh, NC 27609

9198276555

V-5102 A-5192

mailto:andreaoakleyfox@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Livingston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:25:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). And YOU MUST, TOO!

As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to
 increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am extremely disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to
 fail with the federal requirements under the CPP.

By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
 Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and
 instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Livingston

1105 Trails End Road
Durham, NC 27712

919-620-7525

V-5103 A-5193

mailto:zenrose@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marcia Underwood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:25:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).
Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marcia Underwood

520 Lockland Ave
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-5104 A-5194

mailto:helixmat@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Petree
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:25:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Additionally don't waste my money on stupid court cases to challenge the EPA!! I won't support your misuse of my
 hard earned money.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Petree

114 S. Fields Cir
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-5105 A-5195

mailto:cebpetree@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: LaNelle Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:26:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I'm a native born NCarolinian.  I support the EPA's proposed Clean Power Plan (CPP). We should be working
 towards reducing our carbon emissions

.What about this do you not understand?

I know- it's all about  " business"/ development , money. But you cannot sacrifice our air and water for the sake of
 business.

I'm a voter.  NC's Dept of Env. Is a disgrace to
NC and to the nation.
We should be LEADING on this by recognizing SCIENCE!!!
How on earth can you hope to advance science and technology in our state with policies that attempt to completely
 dismiss the very science and technology you purport to support?
Nothing about this makes any sense.

 Please do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

LaNelle Davis

105 Plant Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

919-444-3950

V-5106 A-5196

mailto:LaNelle779@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of mayra dabalsa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:26:16 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. mayra dabalsa
135 Pont L Abby St
Fort Bragg, NC 28307-3416
mayra.sally@yahoo.com

V-5107 A-5197

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lea Dutton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:26:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Climate Change creates the greatest economic opportunity in our lifetimes. We need to redesign everything - those
 states that take the time to understand the potential for economic gain will flourish - those who fearfully cling to the
 past will languish. With the advent of computers, innovations are growing exponentially in number and impact. We
 need visionary leaders who are capable and interested in embracing these new technologies and leveraging them to
 both strengthen their state's economies and improve quality of life for their constituents. I support the
 Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan
 (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change
 continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lea Dutton

343 Hillside St
Asheville, NC 28801

V-5108 A-5198

mailto:lea.dutton@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Marc LeBlanc
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:27:03 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marc LeBlanc
102 Fern Bluff Way
Cary, NC 27518-8973
mleblanc@nc.rr.com

V-5109 A-5199

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Raye Fletcher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:27:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Raye Fletcher

5804 Jolly Roger Ct
New Bern, NC 28560

8284037895

V-5110 A-5200

mailto:fletcherraye@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rainer Hilscher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:28:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rainer Hilscher

5800 Magellan Way
Raleigh, NC 27612

7343693881

V-5111 A-5201

mailto:rainer.hilscher@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Anne Felty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:28:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Anne Felty

93 Boxwood Lane
Brevard, NC 28712

828-884-2505

V-5112 A-5202

mailto:sunnydaysrgood51@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynn Hoffman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:28:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please do not take action that will result in further environmental pollution!  I support the Environmental Protection
 Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma
 rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should
 be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Have a look at billionsinchange.com for super simple ways to provide power without screwing with the
 environment.  These guys know what they are doing & do it well.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynn Hoffman

7403 Townsend Edge Way
Browns Summit, NC 27214

V-5113 A-5203

mailto:blhoffman@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: christopher riegert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:28:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

christopher riegert

3755 millstone ridge road
3755 millstone ridge road
Radford, VA 24141

5409532912

V-5114 A-5204

mailto:chrisriegert@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deb Dunham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:28:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deb Dunham

818 2nd St.  Pl. NE. Apt. 86
Hickory, NC 28601

8288551998

V-5115 A-5205

mailto:dunhamdpetlover@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff SanGeorge
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:29:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff SanGeorge

102 Wedgedale Ave
Greensboro, NC 27403

9194288165

V-5116 A-5206

mailto:jeffsangeorge@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David R Pruette
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:29:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David R Pruette

4180 Melissa Dr
4180 Melissa Dr
Farmville, NC 27828

2527532364

V-5117 A-5207

mailto:davepruette@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ellen Henry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:29:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.You have reached the point where I am totally disgusted with you

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ellen Henry

266 Hoopers Creek
Fletcher,  28732

V-5118 A-5208

mailto:ellenry@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Breckheimer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:30:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense. We all need to do our part to address these pollution problems.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve Breckheimer

1393 Macedonia Rd
Saluda, NC 28773

V-5119 A-5209

mailto:sbreckheimer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Corvin-Blackburn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:30:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Corvin-Blackburn

190 Iris Lane
Whittier, NC 28789

V-5120 A-5210

mailto:healingconcepts@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of stacy honeycutt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:31:08 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. stacy honeycutt
2450 Nth US HWY 421
Clinton, NC 28328
elphiegirl@yahoo.com

V-5121 A-5211

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sean Frank
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:31:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sean Frank

5260 Sheriff Watson Rd
Sanford, NC 27332

V-5122 A-5212

mailto:seangfrank0474@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Stein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:31:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Stein

302 Columbia Place East
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-5123 A-5213

mailto:steinpeterj@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cor van de Water
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:31:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cor van de Water

1225 Vienna Dr SPC 979
Sunnyvale, CA 94089

V-5124 A-5214

mailto:cor_van_de_water@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: judy pierce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:31:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

judy pierce

572 mountain top drive
murphy,  28906

8286440949

V-5125 A-5215

mailto:squirrellady1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nanette Stillwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:31:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nanette Stillwell

4000 Litchford Place
Wintervill, NC 28590

V-5126 A-5216

mailto:Nanstill@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edward T Medalis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:31:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edward T Medalis

6501 HARBOR DR
CONCORD, NC 28025

7047884373

V-5127 A-5217

mailto:emedalis@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Grovenstein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:31:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Grovenstein

Browntown Road
Leicester, NC 28748

V-5128 A-5218

mailto:eagmt1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Preston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:31:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Preston

1812 Ram's Way
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-5129 A-5219

mailto:dpreston@tabclinical.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nadine Vukovich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:31:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nadine Vukovich

8033 Hawkshead Rd
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-5130 A-5220

mailto:nvukovich@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: william Bailey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:31:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

william Bailey

8902 Charlotte mtn. rd
rougemont, NC 27572

V-5131 A-5221

mailto:wbwbailey155@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:31:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am a mother and retired teacher who cares deeply that we preserve the environment and all of the natural resources
 needed for our survival as well as the entire ecosystem in which we live.  What will you say to your grandchildren
 when they ask why their world is so polluted and devoid of natural beauty?

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan White

211 Stevens Holler Dr
Murphy, NC 28906

V-5132 A-5222

mailto:susanlwh@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gerald Borrelli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:31:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gerald Borrelli

4823 Whitner Dr
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-5133 A-5223

mailto:gwborrelli@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Cabarga
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:31:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Cabarga

107 Stateside Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-5134 A-5224

mailto:pphelan@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jay Marlow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:31:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jay Marlow

67 Frances Street
Asheville, NC 28806

V-5135 A-5225

mailto:marlowrealestate@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alicia Berry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:32:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am beyond disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. I would say I am dismayed and disgusted with your rejection of the
 CPP! By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
 Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and
 instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alicia Berry

495 Buck Branch Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-5136 A-5226

mailto:Kleaveberrys@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Turpin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:33:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Turpin

4612 Thendara Way
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-5137 A-5227

mailto:Billanddelilah63@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margie Stewart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:33:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margie Stewart

2606 Francis St
Durham, NC 27707

V-5138 A-5228

mailto:margiestewart@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:33:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pamela Davis

1346 Baez St
Raleigh, NC 27608

2142004449

V-5139 A-5229

mailto:pamdavis7@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: malcolm Nicholson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:33:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

malcolm Nicholson

183 hudson woods road
pittsboro, NC 27312

V-5140 A-5230

mailto:sixsidedfigure@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Myers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:33:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Myers

1106 Seabrook Ave
Cary, NC 27511

V-5141 A-5231

mailto:jenn.e.myers@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: SJ Henning
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:33:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

SJ Henning

3006 New Hanover Dr
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-5142 A-5232

mailto:henning866@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Burt Melton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:34:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Burt Melton

112 Stone Point Court
Mooresvillee, NC 28117

V-5143 A-5233

mailto:burtphyllis@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Campbell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:35:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

North Carolina has the opportunity to prepare for the future by aggressively moving towards clean energy and
 reduce emissions.  Already, our coasts are experiencing increased flooding due to global warming.  By making
 these changes now, we avoid far more costly problems in the future, while also protecting our environment and the
 tourism that depends on it.  Cutting carbon pollution also will decrease many other air pollutants, such as the
 mercury from coal burning that makes fish statewide unsafe to consume. 

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Campbell

College Manor Dr
Shelby, NC 28152

V-5144 A-5234

mailto:pleuronaia@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patti Dmuchowski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:37:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patti Dmuchowski

7320 Hidden View Dr
Oak Ridge, NC 27310

9083342370

V-5145 A-5235

mailto:patriciadmuchowski@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keith Ellsworth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:37:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Keith Ellsworth

29 Ninth Avenue
Southern Shores, NC 27949

V-5146 A-5236

mailto:krellsworth@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kevin Flynn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:37:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Everyone seems to know that action needs to be taken with respect to global warming and weaning us off coal but a
 portion of the Republican party.  Exxon knows, Shell knows, the US Military knows, 200 countries around the
 world know.  So it is not OK to just thwart efforts to act in order to play to a misguided base.

Boilerplate letter to follow.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kevin Flynn

258 Canopy
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-5147 A-5237

mailto:kef@flynniplaw.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrea Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:37:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrea Thompson

179 Swannanoa Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-5148 A-5238

mailto:toby_jumps@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah McCracken
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:37:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah McCracken

130 Drexel Road
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-5149 A-5239

mailto:Chemoka@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Mangrum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:37:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

This is not just a chain letter!  I personally  support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits
 on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North
 Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing
 our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Mangrum

355 Red Fox Ridge Rd
Cameron, NC 28326

V-5150 A-5240

mailto:Eliforbes@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: james corrigan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:37:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

james corrigan

3608 davis dr
356
Morrisville, NC 27560

9195218914

V-5151 A-5241

mailto:mo2010@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Samra Cothran
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:37:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Samra Cothran

206 Covington Square D
Cary, NC 27513

9194125904

V-5152 A-5242

mailto:samracothran@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Preston Peck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:37:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Preston Peck

611 Hinsdale Street
Raleigh, NC 27605

V-5153 A-5243

mailto:phpeck88@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sean Halas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:37:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sean Halas

6 EVA CIR
Asheville, NC 28806

8282426969

V-5154 A-5244

mailto:seanhalas@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherry Turille
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:37:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sherry Turille

231 Amberleigh drive
Apt 101
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-5155 A-5245

mailto:Sherrymhardin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: pamela woods
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:38:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

pamela woods

9 remembrance ridge
flat rock, NC 28731

V-5156 A-5246

mailto:fanoozus@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kerri Gardner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:38:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kerri Gardner

2956 Settle In Lane
Raleigh, NC 27614

9199713052

V-5157 A-5247

mailto:kerriegardner@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Martin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:38:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Martin

301 Briardale Ave
Cary, NC 27519

V-5158 A-5248

mailto:mpeterpan@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Justin Bell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:39:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Justin Bell

3501 LongRidge Rd
Durham, NC 27703

V-5159 A-5249

mailto:9854j26shawn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Walters
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:39:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Walters

621 Kirby St
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-5160 A-5250

mailto:sadie.laleah.adams@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ivan Graudszus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:39:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ivan Graudszus

420 oak Springs Rd
Rutherfordton,  28139

8284472802

V-5161 A-5251

mailto:ivangraud@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anita Talbott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:39:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anita Talbott

2842 Woodard Road
`
Winston Salem, NC 27127

V-5162 A-5252

mailto:talbottanita@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Meyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:40:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please stop catering to the
 polluters and protect our clean air!!!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve Meyer

316 Culvert St #6
Apex, NC 27502

V-5163 A-5253

mailto:smeyer56@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: art streppa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:40:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

art streppa

5 gash farm rd
asheville, NC 28805

8282994231

V-5164 A-5254

mailto:atstreppa@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Justice
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:40:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

We see the air pollution in China and realize it did not get that way overnight. We have a chance to move in the
 right direction if honest people come to the fore of decisions.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Justice

21 Park Rd
Asheville, NC 28803

8282748350

V-5165 A-5255

mailto:cpjustice@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: debbie tunnell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:40:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Well, do we find ourselves without wisdom and understanding?  We must act to protect and lead with great effort. 
 Please join me to support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution,
 known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP).

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

debbie tunnell

po 311
Bynum, NC 27228

V-5166 A-5256

mailto:debbietunnell@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Johnny Rice
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:43:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Johnny Rice

613 Allstar Lane
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-5167 A-5257

mailto:yungdaddie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Noel Schwartz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:43:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Noel Schwartz

49 Verde Dr
Asheville, NC 28806

V-5168 A-5258

mailto:nschwrtz@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Fouche
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:43:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Fouche

155 Euclid St
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

3366183523

V-5169 A-5259

mailto:fouched@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: MaryAnn Watjen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:43:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

MaryAnn Watjen

16 Whisper Creek Lane
Asheville, NC 28804

828 258 8616

V-5170 A-5260

mailto:ma_watjen@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bill Groves
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:43:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bill Groves

738 Middle Skeenah Rd
Franklin, NC 28734

828-371-6803

V-5171 A-5261

mailto:okiedokey7@sbcglobal.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jackie Wrobel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:43:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jackie Wrobel

3317 Octavia St
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-5172 A-5262

mailto:veruca411@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Natalie Brezinski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:43:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Natalie Brezinski

7385A Craig Rd
Belews Creek, NC 27009

3367544452

V-5173 A-5263

mailto:breezy7473@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Odom
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:43:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Odom

4813 Tannen Hill Trl
Holly Springs, NC 27540

V-5174 A-5264

mailto:c-odom@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Fabrizio
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:43:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Fabrizio

8512 quail creek dr
colfax, NC 27235

V-5175 A-5265

mailto:maryfabrizio99@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Trey Dubose
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:43:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Trey Dubose

3656 hwy 49 n
Burlington, NC 27217

V-5176 A-5266

mailto:Koopatroopa305@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dorothy Boyd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:43:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dorothy Boyd

4907 Old Greensboro Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-5177 A-5267

mailto:Dorothyboyd154@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:44:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Parker

5011 Harness Lane
Colfax, NC 27235

V-5178 A-5268

mailto:dnparkrnew@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ronald Clayton
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:45:05 PM

DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean zero-emission energy,
 energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation plan. Thank you for the
 opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from power plants.

The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon pollution that
 contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and reduce
 consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·   Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina is
 well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·   The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·   The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Ronald Clayton
545 E DORSETT AVE
ASHEBORO, NC 27203

V-5179 A-5269

mailto:se-larvae@hotmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Sims
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:45:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Sims

32 HILLCREEK DR
ASHEVILLE, NC 28804

8284848929

V-5180 A-5270

mailto:amykalyn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alex Weiler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:45:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

You can't spend your paycheck when we're all dead.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alex Weiler

495 E hedgelawn way
Southern pines, NC 28387

V-5181 A-5271

mailto:Washeduponthecoast13@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Croom
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:46:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Croom

411 E Main St
Wallace, NC 28466

V-5182 A-5272

mailto:Penn_croom@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice Phillips
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:47:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janice Phillips

5380 Brittainywood Road
Kernersville, NC 27284

V-5183 A-5273

mailto:janp931@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Hosea
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:49:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Hosea

1802 Grace Street
Wilmington, NC 28405

(910)777-3466

V-5184 A-5274

mailto:Njhosea@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susane Boukamel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:49:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susane Boukamel

200 Fox View Place
Cary, NC 27511

V-5185 A-5275

mailto:stelliboukamel@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ruby Creasman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:49:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ruby Creasman

300 Morning View Rd
Waynesville, NC 28786

V-5186 A-5276

mailto:rubycreasman@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eugene Frost
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:49:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eugene Frost

2222 Hearthstone Dr
Gastonia, NC 28056

V-5187 A-5277

mailto:eugenefrost@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Sauer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:50:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Sauer

150 Cherokee rd
Asheville, NC 28801

V-5188 A-5278

mailto:Robertoliver@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Downing
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:50:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Downing

86 DOVER RD
PITTSBORO, NC 27312

V-5189 A-5279

mailto:betsey@betseydowning.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gavin Dillard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:51:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gavin Dillard

528 Padgettown Road
Black Mountain, NC 28711

8283578069

V-5190 A-5280

mailto:gavco@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Fedorczyk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:52:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Fedorczyk

3669 Burton Street
Sherrills Ford, NC 28673

V-5191 A-5281

mailto:fedorczyknc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald Routh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:52:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma( I have asthma and know how important clean air is.) rates continue to rise
 in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards
 reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donald Routh

167 Hemlock Street
Mocksville, NC 27028

3364039585

V-5192 A-5282

mailto:drouth46@roadrunner.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Timothy Richards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:52:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Timothy Richards

869 Poplar Cove Rd
Franklin, NC 28734

V-5193 A-5283

mailto:anothertimmy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Olivia Terrell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:52:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

PS- Your decisions directly show that you're in bed with certain entities that benefit corporate greed rather than the
 people of NC.  Your behavior is reproachable and will leave your future children and family in a planet much less
 desirable due to your greedy actions. 

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Olivia Terrell

15 Druid Dr
Asheville, NC 28806

V-5194 A-5284

mailto:olivia.terrell1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Wallen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:53:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Wallen

Dodsons Crossroads
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-5195 A-5285

mailto:mushcopp@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eileen Kapetsky
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:53:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eileen Kapetsky

7706 Meadowlark Lane
apt 2
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-5196 A-5286

mailto:pinot109@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: melissa coe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:55:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

melissa coe

4714 liberty road
Greensboro, NC 27406

336-273-6832

V-5197 A-5287

mailto:mlsscoe@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Clemen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:55:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for Our state, our
 community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
 Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Clemen

3805 Westcrest St
Durham, NC 27707

9198050141

V-5198 A-5288

mailto:margaretclemen@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Luis Santiago
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:55:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Luis Santiago

6307 mill Grove Rd
Indian trail, NC 28079

V-5199 A-5289

mailto:sketch6774@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: glenn joyner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:55:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

glenn joyner

1517 hollybriar lane
Greenville, NC 27858

V-5200 A-5290

mailto:gmjoyner73@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ann snodgrass
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:56:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ann snodgrass

2612 Pine Village Rd Apt 204
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-5201 A-5291

mailto:annie71165@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Bowman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:56:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Bowman

1612 Myers Park Drive
Charlotte, ND 28207

V-5202 A-5292

mailto:maryhendersonbowman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: richelle reynolds
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:56:56 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. richelle reynolds
3265 Ridgefield Rd
Eastover, NC 28312-8585
burntbreadakatoast@hotmail.com

V-5203 A-5293

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bryan Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:57:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bryan Davis

415 Orange st
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-5204 A-5294

mailto:brdavis1985@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Cogswell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:57:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Cogswell

200 Tabernacle Road
Apt. F-41
Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-5205 A-5295

mailto:jamescogswell@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Fiddle witch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:57:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Fiddle witch

28tt
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-5206 A-5296

mailto:fiddlewitch@spamarrest.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ben Reed
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:57:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ben Reed

390 Farrells Creek
Apex, NC 27523

9194514736

V-5207 A-5297

mailto:bennyreed41@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 1:58:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrew Miller

2012 Brewton Drive
Charlotte, NC 28206

7046195691

V-5208 A-5298

mailto:willmill89547@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: George Tolleson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:00:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

George Tolleson

48 W. Raleigh Rd
Asheville, NC 28803

828-281-1166

V-5209 A-5299

mailto:gtoll2@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DEE REED
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:01:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

DEE REED

170 Galuladi Trail
MAGGIE valley, NC 28751

V-5210 A-5300

mailto:thomasreed53@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Bossut
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:01:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Bossut

po box 17211
chapel hill, NC 27514

9198835180

V-5211 A-5301

mailto:danielbossut@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: marilyn shane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:01:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

marilyn shane

1412 milton st
spring laked,  28390

V-5212 A-5302

mailto:mshane001@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Ohmstead
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:01:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Please let our North Carolina be a leader in the care of our planet instead of a stumbling block.  If we error, it seems
 better to error on the side of clean air rather than poisoned, scorch planet.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Ohmstead

151 Carolina Ave
Forest City, NC 28043

828-245-8867

V-5213 A-5303

mailto:dohmstead@nctv.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzanne Everette
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:01:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Everette

3315 Winston dr
Burlington, NC 27215

V-5214 A-5304

mailto:Smecatbird13@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Elliott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:01:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Elliott

2601 Sweet Gum
Hillsborough, NC 27278

9196688877

V-5215 A-5305

mailto:carolwelliott@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ELIZABETH GREENLEE
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:01:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ELIZABETH GREENLEE

3901 ESSEX GARDEN LANE
RALEIGH, NC 27612

V-5216 A-5306

mailto:e.clarkgreenlee@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darleen Benson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:01:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darleen Benson

56 Donna Lane
Alexander
Alexander, NC 28701

8286580016

V-5217 A-5307

mailto:darleenbenson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Weeks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:01:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Weeks

900 Old Fashioned Way
Apt 614
Newport, NC 28570

252-241-6155

V-5218 A-5308

mailto:cindyweeks27@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Hatcher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:01:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Hatcher

92 Royal Pines Ct
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-5219 A-5309

mailto:babahatch@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rita Leadem
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:01:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rita Leadem

1801 Williamsburg Rd 44G
Durham, NC 27707

V-5220 A-5310

mailto:rleadem@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marlene Hubbell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:02:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marlene Hubbell

388 West Tommys Rd
Goldsboro, NC 27530

V-5221 A-5311

mailto:mhubbell47@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leigh Yeoman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:04:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leigh Yeoman

10501 Moss Mill Ln
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-5222 A-5312

mailto:lyeoman@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Whitley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:07:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. 

By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
 Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and
 instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.  We deserve better from the
 Governor of North Carolina.

I support the EPA's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, the Clean Power Plan (CPP). We should be
 working towards reducing our carbon emissions. Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
 Carolina's economy.

Please do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Whitley

613 Candlewood Dr
Clayton, NC 27520

2527174403

V-5223 A-5313

mailto:aseagurl@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marti White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:07:35 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marti White
623 Sentinel Oak Ln
Charlotte, NC 28214-8203
martilombardo@yahoo.com

V-5224 A-5314

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald Saunders
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:07:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a NC citizen who suffers from a chronic lung ailment, I write to say I support the Environmental Protection
 Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma
 rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should
 be working towards reducing our carbon emissions and not continuing to play politics with our citizens' health.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail," the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our communities, and our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what
 is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donald Saunders

1739 Sunset Dr
Blowing Rock, NC 28605

V-5225 A-5315

mailto:saundersdb@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Norma Tate
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:07:47 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Norma Tate
1312 Oak St
Greensboro, NC 27403-3459
thegreatladywrestler@hotmail.com

V-5226 A-5316

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dan White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:09:10 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dan White
623 Sentinel Oak Ln
Charlotte, NC 28214-8203
dannylanewhite@yahoo.com

V-5227 A-5317

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peggy Ingram
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:09:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Ingram

2304 Duck Crossing Dr
Graham, NC 27253

3363277934

V-5228 A-5318

mailto:peggyj7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wendy Milner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:09:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wendy Milner

1201 Red Oak Ln
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

V-5229 A-5319

mailto:wendy.milner@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jerry Kaylie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:10:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jerry Kaylie

1085 Fearrington Post
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-5230 A-5320

mailto:ekaylie@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Derek Davidson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:11:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Derek Davidson

325 Woodland Springs Lane
Boone, NC 28607

V-5231 A-5321

mailto:davidson.derek34@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Webb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:12:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Webb

PO Box 275
Ayden, NC 28513

V-5232 A-5322

mailto:nycdavidwebb@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara J Bergmann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:13:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara J Bergmann

936 Union Branch Rd
Corapeake, NC 27926

252-465-4833

V-5233 A-5323

mailto:nanabarbara11@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Plymale
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:13:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise Plymale

102 South Linwood Avenue
Charlotte, NC 28208

704-641-0353

V-5234 A-5324

mailto:shellerelly@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Arthur Seel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:13:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Arthur Seel

636 Rockwood Rd
Columbia, SC 29209

803-260-7401

V-5235 A-5325

mailto:arthurjseel@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:14:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heather Mitchell

11309 Winding Way Rd
CHARLOTTE, NC 28226

7049961103

V-5236 A-5326

mailto:Tzigaine@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles calig
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:14:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.   where are your brains and heart, in your pocket with your wallet???   smarten up life is not just about
 your political allies agenda's or your re-election but about your constituents life's, health and pursuit of
 happiness!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

Sincerely,

Charles calig

2222 u2 st
MURPHY,  28906

V-5237 A-5327

mailto:chascal44@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Brawley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:14:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Brawley

920 Chapanoke Road
Raleigh, NC 27603

9199037667

V-5238 A-5328

mailto:sbrawley2@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice Heisey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:15:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janice Heisey

39 River Stone Trail
Asheville, NC 28805

8282790311

V-5239 A-5329

mailto:jnheisey@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paula Stober
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:15:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paula Stober

3607 Timberoak Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410

3362882777

V-5240 A-5330

mailto:paulastober@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: carol meyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:15:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

carol meyer

6117 clairidge rd
wilmington, NC 28403

V-5241 A-5331

mailto:casm@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Johanna Campbell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:16:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Johanna Campbell

521 Grist Valley Lane
Cary, NC 27518

V-5242 A-5332

mailto:jojocampbell91@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: darlene millner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:18:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

darlene millner

1113 triece lane
charlotte, NC 28215

7045674994

V-5243 A-5333

mailto:darlenemillner@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Brockmiller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:19:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Brockmiller

300 Timbercreek Hts Rd
Maggie Valley, NC 28751

V-5244 A-5334

mailto:msbrockmil@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Baranski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:19:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Baranski

12625 Cool Springs Rd
Cleveland, NC 27013

7042783672

V-5245 A-5335

mailto:mbaransk@catawba.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paula Keenum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:19:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paula Keenum

602 Parkway Blvd
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-5246 A-5336

mailto:prcsc3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ardy v
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:21:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ardy v

badin
new london, NC 28127

V-5247 A-5337

mailto:ardvark8040@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: elizabeth thanasouk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:21:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

elizabeth thanasouk

1402 cando pl
jacksonville, NC 28540

210-784-6235

V-5248 A-5338

mailto:liz-gorman@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelly Backman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:22:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kelly Backman

4250 wright avenue
Charlotte, NC 28211

(704) 364-3137

V-5249 A-5339

mailto:Kellykbackman@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Brandt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:22:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Brandt

374 Ferry Rd
Hertford, NC 27944

V-5250 A-5340

mailto:strom151_3@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of BeeJae Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:23:42 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. BeeJae Jones
8 Oteen Church Rd
Asheville, NC 28805-2520
claynfiber@gmail.com

V-5251 A-5341

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Mathern
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:24:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Mathern

11617 Chestnut Hill Dr
Matthews, NC 28105

(704) 248-0017

V-5252 A-5342

mailto:tmathern1@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Masson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:24:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Masson

375 Pine Barrens Vista
Southern Pines, NC 28387

V-5253 A-5343

mailto:John.masson71@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne RICHARDSON
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:25:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

How is the repeatedly not important to your administration?

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne RICHARDSON

9101 cedar river rd
Huntersville,  28078

V-5254 A-5344

mailto:Richas01@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicole Sheronas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:25:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nicole Sheronas

340 44th Ave Dr NW
Huckory,  28601

V-5255 A-5345

mailto:Nsheronas@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Henry Croom
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:25:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Henry Croom
192 Wards Creek Road
Beaufort, NC 28516

Sincerely,

Henry Croom

192 Wards Creek Road
Beaufort, NC 28516

2527289319

V-5256 A-5346

mailto:henrycroom192@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Campfied
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:25:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Campfied

105 Emerald Glade Ct
Garner, NC 27529

V-5257 A-5347

mailto:deborcmpf@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Andreatta
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:25:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Andreatta

315 W. Parris Ave
High Point
High Point, NC 27262

V-5258 A-5348

mailto:SusanQxyz@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Herman & Gail Schiller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:26:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Herman & Gail Schiller

5508 Gondolier Drive
New Bern, NC 28560

V-5259 A-5349

mailto:hschiller2@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry Ketchum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:26:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larry Ketchum

721 Runnymede Rd
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-5260 A-5350

mailto:ketchphoto@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carrie Goodykoontz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:27:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carrie Goodykoontz

2206 Jackson
Belmont, NC 28012

V-5261 A-5351

mailto:Indiabrowndog@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan O"Neill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:27:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan O'Neill

104 Rosewall Lane
Cary, NC 27511

2158405571

V-5262 A-5352

mailto:susanoneill9@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: susan morris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:27:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

susan morris

320 wesley drive
chapel hill, NC 27516

V-5263 A-5353

mailto:susanmorris2347@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JohnLee Johann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:27:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JohnLee Johann

220 Melrose Circle #3
Tryon, NC 28782

V-5264 A-5354

mailto:jljohann@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patti Sherrock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:27:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patti Sherrock

1814 Seminole St
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948

V-5265 A-5355

mailto:psts120@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jack Sullivan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:27:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jack Sullivan

555
Noel lane
Apex, NC 27502

V-5266 A-5356

mailto:jacksullivan742@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meredith Green
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:28:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Meredith Green

4901 Elder Ave
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-5267 A-5357

mailto:meredith.green@charlottecountryday.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Gingrich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:28:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Gingrich

9 Spinet St
Asheville, NC 28806

V-5268 A-5358

mailto:tomocaster@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Xavier Boatright
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:29:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Xavier Boatright

1000 Aventine Dr Apt 316
Arden, NC 28704

V-5269 A-5359

mailto:xavier@cwfnc.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wanda Bass
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:29:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wanda Bass

410 Liberty St
Durham, NC 27701

V-5270 A-5360

mailto:wanda_bass@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelly Wiley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:31:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kelly Wiley

1907 Tottenham Ct
Winterville, NC 28590

V-5271 A-5361

mailto:kwiley0737@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Wellons
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:31:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Wellons

5501 Kellwood Ct
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-5272 A-5362

mailto:chwellons@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kerry Eckhardt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:32:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kerry Eckhardt

54 Carrisbrooke Ln
Winston Salem, NC 27104

3368160736

V-5273 A-5363

mailto:keckhardt@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Haladay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:32:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane Haladay

1401 Sherbrooke Circle
Laurinburg, NC 28352

V-5274 A-5364

mailto:haladayj@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Walz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:33:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Walz

1221 Kimberly
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-5275 A-5365

mailto:walz1@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Virginia Mendez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:33:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Virginia Mendez

NE 173 street
Miami, FL 33160

3055555555

V-5276 A-5366

mailto:virginialefay@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Harry Klauda
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:34:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Harry Klauda

12724 Amoretto Way
Raleigh, NC 27613

9198482076

V-5277 A-5367

mailto:hklauda@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dick Roberts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:34:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dick Roberts

1943 Honeysuckle Street
Wilmington, NC 28401

9102320027

V-5278 A-5368

mailto:dickdow64@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald Misch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:34:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donald Misch

412 Ridgecrest Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-5279 A-5369

mailto:mischplace@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tia Douglass
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:35:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tia Douglass

PO Box 791
Williston, NC 28589

V-5280 A-5370

mailto:tdouglass@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nuriya Bulatova
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:35:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nuriya Bulatova

7805 Andover Woods Dr
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-5281 A-5371

mailto:violetsoul@mail.ru
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Helen Tucker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:36:19 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Helen Tucker
3809 Westfield St
High Point, NC 27265-2115
htucker336@gmail.com

V-5282 A-5372

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melva Goldhammer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:36:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melva Goldhammer

8122 Brookings Dr
Charlotte, NC 28269

7049076045

V-5283 A-5373

mailto:melvago@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherry Gobble
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:37:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sherry Gobble

PO Box 293
Salisbury, NC 28159

V-5284 A-5374

mailto:stgobble@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Candido Calciolari
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:37:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Candido Calciolari

622 Morreene Rd
Durham, NC 27705

919  383 3209

V-5285 A-5375

mailto:mantova2@netzero.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John McLain
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:38:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John McLain

4516 Dairyland Rd
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-5286 A-5376

mailto:jrmclain@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jean Wheelock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:39:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jean Wheelock

22 Hibriten Drive
Asheville, NC 28801

8282558323

V-5287 A-5377

mailto:jeanann.wheelock@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Juli Hennessee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:40:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Juli Hennessee

3064 Frank Whisnant Rd
Morganton, NC 28655

V-5288 A-5378

mailto:julihenn@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Beckwith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:40:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please do the right thing for our State and our Children's future. I support the Environmental Protection Agency's
 recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates
 continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
 working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Beckwith

P.O. Box 270
Bryson City, NC 28713

V-5289 A-5379

mailto:Karenbff18@Yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susana Winters
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:43:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susana Winters

5664 Hamstead Crossing
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-5290 A-5380

mailto:sbwinter1@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: robert brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:45:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

robert brown

820 N Benton
Angier, NC 27501

V-5291 A-5381

mailto:scottbrown1215@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Hindson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:45:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Hindson

5507 Harbor Gate Ct
Greensboro, NC 27455

V-5292 A-5382

mailto:jeff.all.state.restequip@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lesia Mills
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:49:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lesia Mills

PO Box 1183
Clayton, NC 27528

V-5293 A-5383

mailto:zadazoo19@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William James
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:49:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William James

103 old jims branch rd
swannanoa, NC 28778

V-5294 A-5384

mailto:alucarddraven2002@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Hornick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:49:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Hornick

2809 Conley Road
Morganton, NC 28655

V-5295 A-5385

mailto:chris_h71@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Oakley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:49:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.  I will be voting democratic in the fuyure

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane Oakley

211 West Bald Head Wynd
Bald Head Island, NC 28461

9104717810

V-5296 A-5386

mailto:Ladyjaneoakley@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katie Howard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:50:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katie Howard

3703 Live Oak Lane
Greenville, NC 27858

5748503607

V-5297 A-5387

mailto:kathrynshoward@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DRichard Lazar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:50:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

DRichard Lazar

3016 Canopy Woods Dr
Apex, NC 27539

9109884771

V-5298 A-5388

mailto:richard@thelazargroup.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ed Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:50:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ed Harris

231 Florence Harris LN
Sanford, NC 27330

V-5299 A-5389

mailto:eddoris@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Atherton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:53:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Atherton

32 Spears ave
Asheville, NC 28801

V-5300 A-5390

mailto:Paixeamor@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: PRISCILLA WILLIAMS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:55:00 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. PRISCILLA WILLIAMS
255 Fading Trail Ln
Raeford, NC 28376-5618
williamsvn@embarqmail.com

V-5301 A-5391

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Nancy Simpson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:55:12 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nancy Simpson
3710 Tarlton Mill Rd
Marshville, NC 28103-9638
jsimpson78@carolina.rr.com

V-5302 A-5392

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sara Ryals
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:55:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sara Ryals

5807 Loop road
Linden, NC 28356

V-5303 A-5393

mailto:loveispink3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary WAGNER
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:55:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary WAGNER

731 Springfork Dr
Cary, NC 27513

V-5304 A-5394

mailto:maryz422@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Sheronas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:55:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Sheronas

340 44th Ave Dr NW
Hickory, NC 28601

V-5305 A-5395

mailto:D7as25@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sally Anger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:55:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sally Anger

187 Hammocks Landing Rd
Newport, NC 28570

V-5306 A-5396

mailto:sanger@coastalnet.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terry LaBombard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:55:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terry LaBombard

189 Miranda Ln
Roxboro, NC 27574

3362234569

V-5307 A-5397

mailto:labomb2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Domonique Launey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:57:03 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Domonique Launey
306 Robert E Lee Dr
Wilmington, NC 28412-6730
jdlauney@gmail.com

V-5308 A-5398

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William & Barbara Cunningham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:57:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the
 Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

We are very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William & Barbara Cunningham

1550 Okd Town Way
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-5309 A-5399

mailto:Bcunningster@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Lacy Ranson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:58:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Lacy Ranson

118 Forthview Way
Apex, NC 27502

9199249665

V-5310 A-5400

mailto:robertlacyranson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Oriel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:58:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Oriel

110 Heatherwood Dr
Garner, NC 27529

V-5311 A-5401

mailto:candtoriel@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Chandler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:58:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janet Chandler

44 Phillips Rd
Columbus, NC 28722

V-5312 A-5402

mailto:Jljermyn@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darby Morsr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 2:59:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darby Morsr

925 Bobby Brown circle
Navassa, NC 28451

V-5313 A-5403

mailto:darbym8@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Benjamin Berryhill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:01:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Benjamin Berryhill

311 Leftwich St
Greensboro, NC 27405

336-617-0011

V-5314 A-5404

mailto:benab121@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eddie Routten
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:01:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eddie Routten

5701 Baird Drive
Raleigh, NC 27606

9198398402

V-5315 A-5405

mailto:ERoutten@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: paula shields
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:01:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

paula shields

172 Poplar drive
Macon, NC 27551

2522574112

V-5316 A-5406

mailto:plattitudeseeker@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tami Palacky
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:03:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tami Palacky

8005 BETHELEN WOODS LN
SPRINGFIELD, VA 22153

7033823248

V-5317 A-5407

mailto:tpalacky@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: V Reiser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:03:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

V Reiser

387 Stoney Fork Rd
Barnardsville, NC 28709

V-5318 A-5408

mailto:Vic.reiser11@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Mahood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:06:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Mahood

601 Simpson St
Greensboro, NC 27401

V-5319 A-5409

mailto:david@davidmahood.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nikki Schipman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:07:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nikki Schipman

10307 stornoway ct
Charlotte, NC 28227

V-5320 A-5410

mailto:Tigger2006108@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Gooch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:07:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Gooch

5010 Seaward Ct
Southport
southport, NC 28461

6032177521

V-5321 A-5411

mailto:JAGinNorthCarolina@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bellita Jacobson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:07:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bellita Jacobson

4327 WOODGLEN LN
CHARLOTTE, NC 28226

7049576844

V-5322 A-5412

mailto:zainifun67@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laurel Callis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:07:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laurel Callis

1206 Wellstone Circle
Apex, NC 27502

919-387-8003

V-5323 A-5413

mailto:lcallis@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Venema
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:07:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Venema

641 Par dr
Jacksonville, NC 28540

V-5324 A-5414

mailto:kkerstan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael McConney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:07:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael McConney

1116 Princesa Ct
Ocean Isle Beach, NC 28469

V-5325 A-5415

mailto:mdmcconney@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: lawrence mclean
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:09:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

lawrence mclean

1726 charlotte hwy
mooresville, NC 28115

V-5326 A-5416

mailto:nadalada@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edward Marshall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:09:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). The primary reason is to reduce the impacts of climate change, and rising childhood asthma
 rates in North Carolina.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edward Marshall

PO Box 16217
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9192659616

V-5327 A-5417

mailto:dr.edwardmarshall@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Wheeler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:09:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Wheeler

1403 Laurel St
New Bern, NC 28562

V-5328 A-5418

mailto:sndwhlr@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Simmons
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:10:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Simmons

Pearsall street
Dunn, NC 28334

V-5329 A-5419

mailto:Chrisscielo@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Josh Copenhaver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:13:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Josh Copenhaver

1031, Hwy 91
Snow Hill, NC 28580

V-5330 A-5420

mailto:sca_joshua@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ralph Dobson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:13:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ralph Dobson

4804 Delft Dr
new Bern, NC 28562

808-227-2746

V-5331 A-5421

mailto:ralphie44@GMAIL.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lc Shealy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:13:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lc Shealy

10606 Forest ridge court
Huntersville, NC 28078

V-5332 A-5422

mailto:slc6449819@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jerome Kammermeyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:13:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jerome Kammermeyer

2049 Willow Road
Hendersonville, NC 28739

8284065676

V-5333 A-5423

mailto:jeromefrank57@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: EDWARD TURNER
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:15:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

EDWARD TURNER

11226 Coachman Circle
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-5334 A-5424

mailto:tedmrt4golf@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Hester
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:17:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Hester

1548 Moonstone Dr
Matthews, NC 28105

V-5335 A-5425

mailto:richardlhester@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chuck Williford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:19:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chuck Williford

1600 Anderson Street Apt C5
Durham, NC 27707

910-547-1583

V-5336 A-5426

mailto:cwilliford@twc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Godfrey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:19:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Godfrey

709 Montville Ct
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-5337 A-5427

mailto:jackgodfrey4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Franca Gilbert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:19:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Franca Gilbert

194 Glendale Drive
Youngsville, NC 27596

V-5338 A-5428

mailto:Baudourgirl@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jack Gentile
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:19:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jack Gentile

312 Park South Blvd
Arden, NC 28704

9176085555

V-5339 A-5429

mailto:j.gentile23@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cliff Greeson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:21:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cliff Greeson

1008 Twyckenham Dr
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-5340 A-5430

mailto:cgdrums@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Holston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:21:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Holston

10415 Salvia Street, Apt. 101
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-5341 A-5431

mailto:jennifer4088@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Greenlee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:24:05 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cynthia Greenlee
2508 Faucette Ave
Durham, NC 27704-5148
Cynthiargreenlee@gmail.com

V-5342 A-5432

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carson Harkrader
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:25:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carson Harkrader

507 Yancey St
Durham, NC 27701

V-5343 A-5433

mailto:carsonharkrader@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Justine Tullos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:27:04 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Justine Tullos
314 Pearson Dr
Asheville, NC 28801-1020
justinetullos@gmail.com

V-5344 A-5434

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat Cole
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:28:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pat Cole

Galahad Pl
Asheville, NC 28806

V-5345 A-5435

mailto:gpcole123@netzero.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Coleen Brock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:28:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Coleen Brock

3509 Windsor Drive
Trent Woods,  28562

V-5346 A-5436

mailto:cbbknoxcounty@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jenny Ross
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:30:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jenny Ross

1206 Applethorn Dr
Apex, NC 27502

V-5347 A-5437

mailto:Jennyross9981@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Carter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:31:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Carter

Marymount Drive
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-5348 A-5438

mailto:Judy.carter46@uncw.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Virginia McEntire
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:31:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please do not become known as the governor and his appointees who helped ruin the environment of North
 Carolina.
 
I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Virginia McEntire

1271 Creek Bend Lane
Graham, NC 27253

V-5349 A-5439

mailto:annmce@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Benjamin Fischer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:33:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a primary care physician, I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon
 pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and
 the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon
 emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Benjamin Fischer

510 Wayne Drive
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-5350 A-5440

mailto:bpfischer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Thomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:37:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Thomas

4494 Camp Leach Road
Washington, NC 27889

2529275216

V-5351 A-5441

mailto:jet252101053@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ellen Rubenstein Chelmis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:37:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ellen Rubenstein Chelmis

37 Audubon Dr
true
Asheville, NC 28804

V-5352 A-5442

mailto:erubyc@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Botzek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:37:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Botzek

3205 Stonesthrow Lane
Apt 5
Durham, NC 27713

V-5353 A-5443

mailto:nancybotzek@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jack imbriani
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:37:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jack imbriani

104 FALLING CREEK CT
GARNER, NC 27529

V-5354 A-5444

mailto:jack.imbriani@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erik Schreiner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:38:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erik Schreiner

423 Chesterfield Road
Raleigh, NC 27608

9847891089

V-5355 A-5445

mailto:erik.schreiner@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marta Chase
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:39:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marta Chase

112 Rhododendron Court
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-5356 A-5446

mailto:chasemarta@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kim Sherrill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:39:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kim Sherrill

398 main st
Chimney Rock, NC 28720

V-5357 A-5447

mailto:kjstst@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:39:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

What side of history do you want to be on, when the wworld remembers you?

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Taylor

288 Canetuck Road
Currie, NC 28435

V-5358 A-5448

mailto:magicisloose@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vincent Marra
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:39:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vincent Marra

301 West Weaver Street
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-5359 A-5449

mailto:Vinnymarralmbt@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: marguerite guarisco
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:40:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

marguerite guarisco

45 Cathey Road
Candler, NC 28715

8286330503

V-5360 A-5450

mailto:marguarisco@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Grey Cavalier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:44:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Grey Cavalier

7810 Workman St
Fayetteville, NC 28311

V-5361 A-5451

mailto:gggc60@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Walter Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:45:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Walter Davis

116 N Nassau St
Youngsville, NC 27596

9195541772

V-5362 A-5452

mailto:walterdavis@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Harrison Curtis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:46:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Harrison Curtis

702 Tarragon Ct
New Bern, NC 28562

252-288-6528

V-5363 A-5453

mailto:bud.curtis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: O.C. Edwards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:46:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

O.C. Edwards

115 Murphy Hill Road
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-5364 A-5454

mailto:ocejunr@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margie Zalesak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:47:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margie Zalesak

205 McCleary Ct
Raleigh, NC 27607

9198580677

V-5365 A-5455

mailto:mezalesak@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Heinz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:47:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angela Heinz

714 beaten path rd
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-5366 A-5456

mailto:Angieheinz9@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leigh Hart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:49:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leigh Hart

910 Arrowhead Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-5367 A-5457

mailto:Dol123@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mariah Conners
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:55:20 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mariah Conners
270 Archer Rd
Salisbury, NC 28147-9405
mariahconners56@gmail.com

V-5368 A-5458

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gail Earley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:55:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gail Earley

3537 Lewis Loop SE
Bolivia, NC 28422

V-5369 A-5459

mailto:gail@bolivia-nc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ileana Clavijo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:55:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ileana Clavijo

513 Green Meadows Dr
Wlmington, NC 28405

V-5370 A-5460

mailto:clavijo@uncw.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eva Rand
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:55:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eva Rand

144 S. Slope Loop Unit 3
Banner Elk, NC 28604

3017584375

V-5371 A-5461

mailto:twowheels28@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:55:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Adams

2903 Broadstone Rd
Banner Elk, NC 28604

V-5372 A-5462

mailto:ocracoma75@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Regina Stacey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:58:20 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Regina Stacey
299 Malcolm Blbd.
Rutherford College, NC 28671
rstacdy82061@gmail.com

V-5373 A-5463

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charity Adair
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:59:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charity Adair

423 Panorama Park Place
Cary, NC 27519

V-5374 A-5464

mailto:Cadair1974@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Susan Firrantello
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 3:59:56 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Susan Firrantello
939 Manor Dr
Kings Mountain, NC 28086-4129
danelover99@mail.com

V-5375 A-5465

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Rasmussen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:02:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Rasmussen

4630 NC Hwy 194 So
Todd, NC 28684

V-5376 A-5466

mailto:bobras99@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jody Hamilton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:02:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jody Hamilton

7337 FONTANA RIDGE L
RALEIGH, NC 27613

9192087390

V-5377 A-5467

mailto:jodyhd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dr. Dan Graham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:03:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dr. Dan Graham

123 Grace Ave
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-5378 A-5468

mailto:grahamdn@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: steven gage
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:03:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

steven gage

2409 trinity farms rd
raleigh, NC 27607

V-5379 A-5469

mailto:sgage2@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alex Krug
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:04:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alex Krug

115 bill mountain road
asheville, NC 28805

V-5380 A-5470

mailto:alex.krug.music@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Bell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:04:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Bell

297D Winston Road
Clayton, NC 27520

V-5381 A-5471

mailto:pmtbell@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Bell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:04:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Patricia Bell

Sincerely,

Patricia Bell

297D Winston Road
Clayton, NC 27520

V-5382 A-5472

mailto:pmtbell@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michele Adler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:07:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michele Adler

150 Castle Court
Kings Mountain, NC 28086

V-5383 A-5473

mailto:wyntrwytchnc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Curtis Holloway
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:11:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Curtis Holloway

1307 Pressley Rd
Apt. 4
Charlotte, NC 28217

V-5384 A-5474

mailto:flyrt_27@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Breckenridge
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:13:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Breckenridge

954 White-Smith Road
Pittsboro, NC 27312

919-742-2799

V-5385 A-5475

mailto:franandjohn@blast.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jyl Burgener
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:13:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jyl Burgener

67 Aviary Court
Clayton, NC 27520

V-5386 A-5476

mailto:jburgener33@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Beauchesne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:13:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.
I'm voting
Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Beauchesne

Po Box 973
Bryson City, NC 28713

18287369300

V-5387 A-5477

mailto:safarigirlnc@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Hardy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:13:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Hardy

1008 E Sandy Ridge Rd
Monroe, NC 28112

V-5388 A-5478

mailto:s.b.hardy@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Timothy Locklear
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:13:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Timothy Locklear

P O Box 3460
Pemboke, NC 28372

V-5389 A-5479

mailto:Cynas94@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: christine Massey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:14:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

christine Massey

1813 Nuthatch Rd
Fayetteville, NC 28304

V-5390 A-5480

mailto:chrssymssy51@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberlin Hogan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:15:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberlin Hogan

507 hillcrest rd
apex, NC 27502

9193625815

V-5391 A-5481

mailto:busyone41@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Lytle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:17:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise Lytle

73 Poplar St
Fords, NJ 08863

V-5392 A-5482

mailto:centauress6@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Derek Worley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:19:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Derek Worley

2055 Rhymer Ln
Granite Falls, NC 28630

V-5393 A-5483

mailto:derrekk92@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynn and Richard Jefferys
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:19:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynn and Richard Jefferys

127 Longridge Ln
waynesville, NC 28785

828-926-8386

V-5394 A-5484

mailto:lynn.jefferys@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Rae
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:19:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leslie Rae

604 22nd St
Butner, NC 27509

V-5395 A-5485

mailto:Leslie51455@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Koneski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:21:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Koneski

2128 Maizefield Lane
Fuquay-Varina, NC 27526

V-5396 A-5486

mailto:jrkoneski@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wendy Outland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:21:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wendy Outland

PO Box 1382
Asheville, NC 28802

V-5397 A-5487

mailto:whoknowsart@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry Bohs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:25:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larry Bohs

5001 Murphy School Road
Durham, NC 27705

V-5398 A-5488

mailto:larrybohs@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Norma and Bob Kimzey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:28:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Norma and Bob Kimzey

700 Walnut Ridge Dr
Clyde,  28721

V-5399 A-5489

mailto:nandbkimzey@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: MICHAEL HORNE
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:29:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

MICHAEL HORNE

1903 PAULETTE ROAD
MOREHEAD CITY, NC 28557

V-5400 A-5490

mailto:mikehhorne@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chloe Rivenbark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:31:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chloe Rivenbark

112W Main St
Rose Hill, NC 28458

910-284-7216

V-5401 A-5491

mailto:barkin68@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Deanne Byler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:35:18 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Deanne Byler
3706 Sandra Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28304-5048
deanneklipp14@yahoo.com

V-5402 A-5492

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Elizabeth Marlatt-Murdoch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:35:19 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elizabeth Marlatt-Murdoch
100 Braxton Village Way
Holly Springs, NC 27540-7566
libbymarlatt@yahoo.com

V-5403 A-5493

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terri Hastings
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:35:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terri Hastings

Camelot Dr
Newton, NC 28658

V-5404 A-5494

mailto:terrihastings@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gayle Anstine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:36:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gayle Anstine

9619 woodland circle
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-5405 A-5495

mailto:Arafelalive@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diana Light
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:37:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diana Light

131 Church St
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-5406 A-5496

mailto:dianalight1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:37:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Smith

1101 Grogan Road
Stoneville, NC 27048

3365732903

V-5407 A-5497

mailto:lorraine_sm@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mike Spruell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:37:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mike Spruell

105 Kilborne Rd
Mooresville, NC 28117

7049077907

V-5408 A-5498

mailto:mspruell@mi-connection.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:38:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power
 Plan (CPP). We must work towards carbon emission reduction for the benefit of public and environmental health.

I have concern about actions taken by North Carolina government representatives, including Governor McCrory,
 that block efforts to comply with the CPP. I have concern that these actions have been unjustly influenced by the
 political pressure of Duke Energy.

An elected official serves the people and renders decisions by and for the people. I ask you to honor your
 commitment to serve through enactment of policies that promote sustainable energy sources and diversified energy
 carriers.

We must work to protect the health and environment of North Carolina. I appreciate your critical appraisal of this
 message. Choose the bold path of noble action that places the needs of the people before the needs of corporations.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Baker

104 W Main St #3
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-5409 A-5499

mailto:jenn.baker@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Moses
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:39:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that our environmental agency is setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
 requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental
 Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our
 community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
 Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Moses

125 Sprunt St
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-5410 A-5500

mailto:chrisjmoses@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Kearney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:39:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Kearney

6201 Heacham Court
Raleigh, NC 27614

2035580910

V-5411 A-5501

mailto:michelle.kearney12@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carla Skuce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:40:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carla Skuce

3940 lake ferry dr
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-5412 A-5502

mailto:Carlamskuce@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Osinski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:40:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Osinski

174 Treasure Island Way
Wilmingon, NC 28411

910-962-4271

V-5413 A-5503

mailto:osinskij@uncw.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Milling
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:43:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.  Don't u like to breathe too?

Sincerely,

Nancy Milling

3800 Shamrock Dr
Charlotte, NC 28215

7045327208

V-5414 A-5504

mailto:npmilling@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anthony Austin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:44:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anthony Austin

276 Goose Creek Road
Hubert, NC 28539

9103261293

V-5415 A-5505

mailto:redress@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Eileen Wolfe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:47:11 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Eileen Wolfe
19506 Waverunner Ln Apt 201
Cornelius, NC 28031-6475
cks982@yahoo.com

V-5416 A-5506

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of anthony motta
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:50:34 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. anthony motta
132 Villavista Trce
Garner, NC 27529-2874
ramot198@live.com

V-5417 A-5507

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andre Meaux
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:51:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andre Meaux

6016 Dixon Drive
Raleigh, NC 27609

2488947302

V-5418 A-5508

mailto:MrUNC07@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matthew Amick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:53:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Matthew Amick

512 Arrowhead Drive
Greensboro, NC 27410

3365088024

V-5419 A-5509

mailto:mvamick12@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Miriam Grobelny-Thomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:53:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Miriam Grobelny-Thomas

183 New Castle Dr
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

V-5420 A-5510

mailto:Miriam_thomas@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elaine Lite
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:55:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elaine Lite

72 Gibson Rd
Asheville, NC 28804

V-5421 A-5511

mailto:crittermagnc@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lamie Hardman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:55:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lamie Hardman

319 Songbird Lane
Sylva, NC 28779

V-5422 A-5512

mailto:smokeymingus@gmail.comm
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Kibler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:55:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Kibler

3614 S Rocky River Rd
Monroe, NC 28112

V-5423 A-5513

mailto:Kiblerjohn62@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Gloria Dieterich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:55:36 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gloria Dieterich
8817 Lake Pines Dr
Cornelius, NC 28031-5779
glodrn@aol.com

V-5424 A-5514

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Oettinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:56:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Oettinger

2701 Pickett Rd.  Apt. 4015
Durham,  27705

V-5425 A-5515

mailto:Carpediem6224@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katie Reily
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:57:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katie Reily

1200 Galilean Trail
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-5426 A-5516

mailto:katiereily@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Arnold Gordon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:58:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Arnold Gordon

1121 Tunstall Way
Durham, NC 27703

V-5427 A-5517

mailto:agordontax@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Renee Ertischek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:58:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Renee Ertischek

539 Windstar Lane
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-5428 A-5518

mailto:reneese@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melvin Hoot
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:58:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melvin Hoot

405 Alderson Rd
Washington, NC 27889

V-5429 A-5519

mailto:hootlois@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bob Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 4:59:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bob Brown

5109 Huxey Glenn Ct
Durham, NC 27703

V-5430 A-5520

mailto:onetruebob@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dennis Maneri
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:01:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dennis Maneri

5021 Glen Cove Dr
Southport, NC 28461

V-5431 A-5521

mailto:dmaneri@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Braden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:03:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Braden

1210 W 10 St
Roanoke Rapids, NC 27870

2523264670

V-5432 A-5522

mailto:Jamescalvin1210@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joyce Hudson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:03:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joyce Hudson

1104 Little River Drive
Elizabeth City, NC 27909

V-5433 A-5523

mailto:ljoyce45@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanna Jessup
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:03:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joanna Jessup

6500 Piney Path road
Charlotte, NC 28212

V-5434 A-5524

mailto:jjessup007@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christina Vonthronsohnhaus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:05:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christina Vonthronsohnhaus

35 Grove St Apt 301
Asheville, NC 29901

V-5435 A-5525

mailto:Rainbowmountain.568@gmx.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jonathan Dinh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:06:10 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jonathan Dinh
316 Melbourne Ct
Charlotte, NC 28209-1823
jdinh1993@gmail.com

V-5436 A-5526

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Grace Neff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:09:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Grace Neff

800  28th Ave. S.E
Albany, OR 97322

V-5437 A-5527

mailto:Graceswallow@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:13:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Jones

115 Essex Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-5438 A-5528

mailto:Nbjsydling@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jamo Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:14:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jamo Smith

150 Camp Creek Estate Dr
Murphy, NC 28906

V-5439 A-5529

mailto:Jamosmith@rocketmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matthew Hoh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:14:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Matthew Hoh

1701 Alexander Springs Lane
#21
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-5440 A-5530

mailto:mphoh1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tiffani HERZOG
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:15:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tiffani HERZOG

1017 Fitzgerald Drive
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-5441 A-5531

mailto:Tnbrunson592@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phyllis Ott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:19:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Phyllis Ott

3 Carlo Ct
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-5442 A-5532

mailto:pjott42@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:19:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Mitchell

149 Cold Springs Rd
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-5443 A-5533

mailto:jchrism777@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Helms
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:23:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Helms

5904 Coral Ridge Ln
Indian Trail, NC 28079

7044412925

V-5444 A-5534

mailto:tehelms@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacklene Spector
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:25:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacklene Spector

402 Dover Church Rd
Mount Airy, NC 27030

V-5445 A-5535

mailto:jackispector@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David James
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:25:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David James

124 Edgewater Lane
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-5446 A-5536

mailto:djames56@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charlotte McMillan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:26:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charlotte McMillan

Lake James
Nebo, NC 28761

V-5447 A-5537

mailto:charlotte_mcmillan@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jean Hunt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:27:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jean Hunt

705 Staunton Drive
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-5448 A-5538

mailto:jshunt@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Dunn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:28:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Dunn

2411 Wynbrook Square Ct
Winston-Salem, NC 27103

V-5449 A-5539

mailto:cadams18@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Zaeem Chaudhry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:29:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Zaeem Chaudhry

2424 Claridge Rd
Concord, NC 28027

781-690-8877

V-5450 A-5540

mailto:zaeem.chaudhry@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Carter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:31:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Carter

300 Avalon Park Circle
Arden, NC 28704

6017153055

V-5451 A-5541

mailto:depdtongod@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karl DeKing
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:31:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karl DeKing

145 Keener Rd
Canton, NC 28716

V-5452 A-5542

mailto:Karl.deking@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roderick Robertson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:31:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roderick Robertson

301 N Spring St
Winston Salem, NC 27101

V-5453 A-5543

mailto:roddy0124@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: julie gros
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:33:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

julie gros

63 macon ave
asheville, NC 28801

V-5454 A-5544

mailto:jhg@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ken Blackman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:33:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ken Blackman

6 Dubois Dr
Asheville, NC 28805

828 505 0334

V-5455 A-5545

mailto:drkenbdirect@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenneth Rose
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:35:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Rose

809 Carolina Ave
Durham, NC 27705

919-886-0350

V-5456 A-5546

mailto:kenrosesc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Sharp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:37:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Sharp

609 Holbrook Avenue
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-5457 A-5547

mailto:nancysharp53@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JAMES Burkhart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:37:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JAMES Burkhart

7713 Jenks Rd
apex, NC 27523

919-362-7848

V-5458 A-5548

mailto:jbgrendle@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janine Tokarczyk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:37:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janine Tokarczyk

109 n Oakland Dr
Mebane, NC 27302

V-5459 A-5549

mailto:janine-t@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Fore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:37:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Fore

62 Middle Mountain Rd
Black Mountain, NC 28711

828-664-0303

V-5460 A-5550

mailto:jofore2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anthony Scardaci
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:39:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anthony Scardaci

3483 Liner Creek Rd
Clyde, NC 28721

V-5461 A-5551

mailto:tonyandlesliescardaci@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: LAURA WEAVER
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:39:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

LAURA WEAVER

pob 11775
CHARLOTTE, NC 28220

V-5462 A-5552

mailto:lweaver7@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Helen Wrobel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:40:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Helen Wrobel

1044 Lewisville Vienna Rd
Lewisville, NC 27023

V-5463 A-5553

mailto:Tnhwrobel@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shelby Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:40:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shelby Wilson

110 Torrington Ave
Fletcher, NC 28732

V-5464 A-5554

mailto:perso.anima@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice Benjamin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:41:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janice Benjamin

3412 Denise Street
Durham, NC 27704

V-5465 A-5555

mailto:qibo8@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Timothy Stevenson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:43:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Timothy Stevenson

2615 Oak Ridge Rd
Oak Ridge, NC 27310

3365885270

V-5466 A-5556

mailto:tstevenson19@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanne Heckel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:43:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joanne Heckel

115 Sir Patrick's Ct
Clemmons, NC 27012

V-5467 A-5557

mailto:Jch52969@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eva Patrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:43:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eva Patrick

PO Box 1062
702 Sunset dr
Carthage, NC 28327

V-5468 A-5558

mailto:ebpatrick2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Abbygale Huffman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:43:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Abbygale Huffman

2506 22nd Street NE
Hickory, NC 28601

806-335-5990

V-5469 A-5559

mailto:abbygalehuffman@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christy Sammons
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:44:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christy Sammons

3423 Cotillion Ave
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-5470 A-5560

mailto:Cagsammons@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Tompkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:45:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Tompkins

2101 wentworth
wilmington, NC 28403

V-5471 A-5561

mailto:Cletustompkins@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wanda Hanacek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:47:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wanda Hanacek

104 Cardinal Woods Lane
Wallace, NC 28466

V-5472 A-5562

mailto:Cece1912@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Tutton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:49:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Tutton

4613 Kings Drive
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-5473 A-5563

mailto:catwilmington@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Freya Hill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:49:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Freya Hill

4704 Dorsey Hall Dr #207
Ellicott City, MD 21042

4109929775

V-5474 A-5564

mailto:fahill1@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Waite
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:53:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric Waite

2664 Quakenbush Rd
Snow Camp, NC 27349

V-5475 A-5565

mailto:firewolf.1961@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Bolick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:54:27 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. John Bolick
7430 Honey Flower Pl
Charlotte, NC 28214-2157
bolick_j@yahoo.com

V-5476 A-5566

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alfred Catalano
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 5:55:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alfred Catalano

2216 Madeira Circle
Waxhaw, NC 28173

V-5477 A-5567

mailto:babsandal@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Evan Hoffman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:01:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Evan Hoffman

13133 poetry Lane
Davidson, NC 28036

V-5478 A-5568

mailto:Evanrhoffman@GMAIL.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Montgomery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:03:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Montgomery

269 Pleasant Hill Loop Road
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

8282875405

V-5479 A-5569

mailto:nkoonemont@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lilly Knuth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:03:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lilly Knuth

38 Harvard Rd S
Garden City, NY 11530

V-5480 A-5570

mailto:knuth07@verizon.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Walters
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:03:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Walters

1150 Krishna Road
Sandy Ridge, NC 27046

V-5481 A-5571

mailto:mitradasa@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Carrigan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:07:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Carrigan

127 Ward Rd
Greensboro, NC 27405

V-5482 A-5572

mailto:sdcarrigan1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sheila Read
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:10:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sheila Read

2356 Ravenhill Dr
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-5483 A-5573

mailto:Sheila2read@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: White Owl
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:11:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

White Owl

5801 Simpson Rd
Charlotte, NC 28216

7047125932

V-5484 A-5574

mailto:iamwhiteowl71@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Wright
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:12:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Wright

2596 MOUNTAIN DALE RD
vilas, NC 28692

V-5485 A-5575

mailto:PAWWRIGHT@GMAIL.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rivin May
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:12:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rivin May

390 Windsor
Asheville, NC 28804

V-5486 A-5576

mailto:Clearfire@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan PARKS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:13:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joan PARKS

PO Box 1209
Cherokee, NC 28719

V-5487 A-5577

mailto:hmrefuge@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ronald May
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:13:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I do NOT support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as
 the Clean Power Plan (CPP).

I am very glad that you and your environmental agency arechampioning a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,'  Keep up
 the good work

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ronald May

4627 Scythe Rd N
Julian, NC 27283

3367721202

V-5488 A-5578

mailto:may.ronnie@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Cade
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:13:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Cade

208 howland ave
Cary, NC 27513

V-5489 A-5579

mailto:Rcade@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Al Sniff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:14:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Al Sniff

2040 Watts Landing Rd
Hampstead, NC 28443

V-5490 A-5580

mailto:sniffels323@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Johnston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:16:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Johnston

218 NE 43rd Street
Oak Island, NC 28465

V-5491 A-5581

mailto:Caribbean@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jude Maglione
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:16:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jude Maglione

10 Moreview Drive
Asheville, NC 28803

V-5492 A-5582

mailto:maglionic1@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Strunk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:17:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Strunk

1112 Carole Ct
Matthews, NC 28104

V-5493 A-5583

mailto:sjjstrunk@mail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Francis Pflug
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:17:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Francis Pflug

1012 Wakehurst Drive
Cary, NC 27519

9193637510

V-5494 A-5584

mailto:pflugfa@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: susan clayton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:17:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

susan clayton

111 guinevere ln
greenville,  27858

2522580674

V-5495 A-5585

mailto:susclytn5@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Schweickert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:19:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Schweickert

1125 Stoneferry Lane
Raleigh, ND 27606

4193040034

V-5496 A-5586

mailto:jeffschweickert@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Hess
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:19:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Hess

140 Sunset Circle
Hertford, NC 27944

2524269563

V-5497 A-5587

mailto:cmhrah@inteliport.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: cornelia cornils
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:23:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

cornelia cornils

218 seminole ave
concord, NC 28025

V-5498 A-5588

mailto:kuhleeah@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beverly Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:25:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beverly Wilson

3134 Rolling Acres Road
Lenoir, NC 28645

8287545058

V-5499 A-5589

mailto:bevandalwilson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mari elvi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:26:29 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. mari elvi
1 main st
ALEXANDER MILLS, NC 28043
riaelvira631@gmail.com

V-5500 A-5590

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Stephans
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:27:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve Stephans

105 Holly Green Lane
Holly Springs, NC 27540

19198891801

V-5501 A-5591

mailto:chiefsrs@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hannah Campbell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:27:59 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Hannah Campbell
7789 Springdale Meadow Dr
Stokesdale, NC 27357-7806
hcampbell726@gmail.com

V-5502 A-5592

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Kaufman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:28:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debra Kaufman

207 W. Holt St
Mebane, NC 27302

9195632075

V-5503 A-5593

mailto:kaufman57@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Campbell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:29:23 PM

Dec 2, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amanda Campbell
7789 Springdale Meadow Dr
Stokesdale, NC 27357-7806
a_campb3ll@yahoo.com

V-5504 A-5594

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rob Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:29:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rob Scott

Po box 1305
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-5505 A-5595

mailto:Gr8fulbear@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annie Taft
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:31:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Annie Taft

Hunts a ct
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-5506 A-5596

mailto:Amtatunc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Victoria Howell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:31:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Victoria Howell

2521 Summerlake Rd
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-5507 A-5597

mailto:frenchbubbly@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Winkler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:32:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Winkler

414 Whittaker Point Rd
WCYOA W21
Oriental, NC 28571

2525710235

V-5508 A-5598

mailto:cathywinkler@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen Orzell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:33:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen Orzell

1105 Turnstone Dr
Street Address 2
Rocky Mount, NC 27803

2524510987

V-5509 A-5599

mailto:orzellsjo@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynn Hale
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:37:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynn Hale

3601 Fieldgate Rd
Greensboro, NC 27406

3363394525

V-5510 A-5600

mailto:LLHale@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sanae Moorehead
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:37:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sanae Moorehead

405 Barbour Rd. #F115
Morehead City, NC 28557

252-499-9295

V-5511 A-5601

mailto:Sanae50@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Vanderwerff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:37:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Vanderwerff

3904 Hunt Chase Court
Greensboro, NC 27407

336-299-5899

V-5512 A-5602

mailto:momdlux@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roberto Penaherrera
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:37:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roberto Penaherrera

8945 Camden Creek Ln
Charlotte, NC 28273

V-5513 A-5603

mailto:roberthc1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:43:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Brown

209 Timberline Dr
Winston-Salem, NC 27101

V-5514 A-5604

mailto:richarbrown@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Fearn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:45:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Fearn

339 audubon Drive
Corolla, NC 27927

2053966855

V-5515 A-5605

mailto:rfearn59@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: melanie husfelt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:49:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

melanie husfelt

405 herndon dr
winston salem, NC 27104

V-5516 A-5606

mailto:melanie.husfelt@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice sigmon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:50:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janice sigmon

160 Victoria Dr
Statesville,, NC 28625

V-5517 A-5607

mailto:greeneyes415@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jamee Warfle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:52:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jamee Warfle

30 Ocala St
Arden, NC 28704

V-5518 A-5608

mailto:Buffy12242@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Symonds
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:56:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Symonds

110 Windy Hill Court
Aydlett, NC 27916

V-5519 A-5609

mailto:methridge@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jean McCormick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:59:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jean McCormick

581 Mountainview Dr
Scaly Mtn., NC 28775

V-5520 A-5610

mailto:jeanmccormick14@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alice Carey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 6:59:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alice Carey

515B Fitzsimmons St
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-5521 A-5611

mailto:alicecarey@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeffrey Snow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:01:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Snow

3108 Hunters Bluff Dr
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-5522 A-5612

mailto:jlsnow@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: suzanne williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:06:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

suzanne williams

8 rockwell ave
savannah, GA 31419

V-5523 A-5613

mailto:foxnick@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: david tayloe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:07:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

david tayloe

1406 east mulberry street
goldsboro, NC 27530

V-5524 A-5614

mailto:dtayloe@goldsboropeds.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margarita Delgado
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:07:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margarita Delgado

321 MLK Jr.Dr
Greensboro, NC 27406

V-5525 A-5615

mailto:Mdelgado.delgado0@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jason Sperati
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:08:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jason Sperati

3116 Country Club Dr
Charlotte, NC 28205

7046049193

V-5526 A-5616

mailto:j_sperati@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debbie Hatcher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:09:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debbie Hatcher

532 Audubon Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-5527 A-5617

mailto:debrath7@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Helene Gaede
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:10:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Helene Gaede

3209 Dove Hunter Cir
Fayetteville, NC 28306

V-5528 A-5618

mailto:gaedekh@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ruth klug
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:15:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ruth klug

624 Kenmure Drive
Flat Rock, NC 28731

8284351278

V-5529 A-5619

mailto:rmklug1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Fulcher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:19:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Fulcher

1817 Watkins St
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-5530 A-5620

mailto:diane.fulcher25@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:21:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Mitchell

17227 Chardonnay Ct
Cornelius, NC 28031

7048969629

V-5531 A-5621

mailto:michelleymitchell@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Samantha worrell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:26:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Samantha worrell

1282 mccrary rd
burgaw, NC 28425

9102592979

V-5532 A-5622

mailto:jonsam13@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shelli Kaiser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:26:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shelli Kaiser

3671 Glen Meadows Drive
Denver, NC 28037

(704) 483-2721

V-5533 A-5623

mailto:kaiserpack@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marissa Waltz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:28:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marissa Waltz

2543 Costmary Lane
unit 9
Wilmington, NC 28412

9105128287

V-5534 A-5624

mailto:marissaw9812@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Spencer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:31:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency plan to fail the CPP.  Governor McCrory does not
 work for Duke Progress Energy or the Republican Party.  He is paid by and works for ALL NC citizens.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Spencer

3607 Millridge Cir W
Wilson, NC 27893

252.373.2843

V-5535 A-5625

mailto:tspenceriii@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stuart Carter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:34:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stuart Carter

333 Island Creek Drive
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-5536 A-5626

mailto:1wineaux@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Breeya Barbree
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:34:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Breeya Barbree

80 Sharon Rd
Fairview, NC 28730

V-5537 A-5627

mailto:shadymist3@shadymist.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Cadwalader
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:35:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Cadwalader

285 Bynum Ridge Road
Pittsboro, NC 27312

9103152672

V-5538 A-5628

mailto:rcadwalader@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Stone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:37:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Stone

500 Audubon Dr
Oriental, NC 28571

V-5539 A-5629

mailto:freddyduck@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Claudia Schuler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:38:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Claudia Schuler

129 Lowry st
Pineville, NC 28134

V-5540 A-5630

mailto:cschuler2005@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Sonnentag
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:39:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Sonnentag

42 Serenity Hill CIrcle
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9199423799

V-5541 A-5631

mailto:sonnentagm@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Fogle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:43:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Fogle

9641 Belloak Lane
Waxhaw, NC 28173

V-5542 A-5632

mailto:shumakerjen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Monson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:43:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Monson

1805 Hampton Forrest Dr
Concord, NC 28027

(980)248-1080

V-5543 A-5633

mailto:richard.monson@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jim Simmons
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:49:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jim Simmons

920 Cane Oaks Dr m
Efland, NC 27243

V-5544 A-5634

mailto:Jgs@med.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: RAYMOND HARRIS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:49:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

RAYMOND HARRIS

210-D TIFFANY CT
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28301

V-5545 A-5635

mailto:HARRISRAYMOND949@GMAIL.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vickie Mckee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:51:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vickie Mckee

1264 rev. Henderson rd
Henderson, NC 27587

V-5546 A-5636

mailto:Vlmckee1956@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carole VanGorder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:51:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carole VanGorder

1004 Pavestone Ct
Leland, NC 28451

V-5547 A-5637

mailto:carole0811@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Priscilla Yokote
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:52:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Priscilla Yokote

311 Spring St
Hendersonville, NC 28739

828-551-1181

V-5548 A-5638

mailto:Yokotefamily1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Hamilton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:53:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Hamilton

4748 Melvina Road
Greensboro, NC 27406

V-5549 A-5639

mailto:Shadman29@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peggy Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:55:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Davis

3868 Mindona Dr
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

V-5550 A-5640

mailto:Pdavis3@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Allie Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:56:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Allie Smith

4108 Fearrington Post
Pittsboro,  27312

V-5551 A-5641

mailto:enas0609@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Wells
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:56:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Wells

3417 Talon Ct
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-5552 A-5642

mailto:pouletqueen17@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Philip Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 7:57:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Philip Moore

3190 Tusquittee Rd
Hayesville, NC 28904

V-5553 A-5643

mailto:pwmoore1979@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Harbaugh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:01:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Harbaugh

320 Cinnamon Way
Clemmons, NC 27012

V-5554 A-5644

mailto:jharbaugh@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Floyd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:01:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Floyd

8545 Chicken Foot Rd
Saint Pauls, NC 28384

910-865-4319

V-5555 A-5645

mailto:a.floyd@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Beattie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:04:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support the Clean Power Plan.

Childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina.

The effects and threat of climate change continue to increase.

These statistics require a reduction in carbon emissions.

You and your environmental agency  want North Carolina fail by denying  it the opportunity to  plan for the state, its
 community, and the energy mix.

You have allowed far-away bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for the state. .

Clean air is essential for  families, the environment and for North Carolina's economy.

Please  protect North Carolina's clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane Beattie

PO Box 5591
Ketchum, ID 83340

V-5556 A-5646

mailto:rbmt80@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:07:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Long term health and well-being should be a higher priority than short-term economic gains.  Doing otherwise is so
 irresponsible and short-sighted. 

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Smith

1412 US Hwy 15 501
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-5557 A-5647

mailto:Betsysnc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Hopp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:07:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Hopp

534 Ballymote Ct
Matthews, NC 28104

V-5558 A-5648

mailto:Mlbh@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Connor Rettammel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:09:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Connor Rettammel

210 Garden Plaza Way
Apex, NC 27502

9198027044

V-5559 A-5649

mailto:Moeders34@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Benoist
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:17:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Benoist

6432 Green Arbor Ln
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-5560 A-5650

mailto:Donnabenoist@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anna Lie-Nielsen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:19:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anna Lie-Nielsen

1445 Meadow Wind Ln
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-5561 A-5651

mailto:ann.alien.ielsen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Belanger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:23:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Belanger

209 Karen Cir
Winston Salem, NC 27105

V-5562 A-5652

mailto:revelators@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ruth Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:25:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ruth Miller

1819 Billabong Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-5563 A-5653

mailto:ruthmiller@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denzil Spain
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:26:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denzil Spain

1302 Faulkenberry Rd
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-5564 A-5654

mailto:deaspain@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Silbernagel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:28:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Silbernagel

PO Box 8383
Duck, NC 27949

V-5565 A-5655

mailto:Sssnooz@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Nicodemus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:29:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Nicodemus

2710 Danube Dr
Sacramento, CA 95821

(916) 488-1946

V-5566 A-5656

mailto:bream@omsoft.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michele Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:31:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michele Anderson

615 blue mist way
Arden, NC 28704

V-5567 A-5657

mailto:moderatelychilled@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:32:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.
A FRIEND AND A SCIENTIST, FORMER PROFESSOR FROM NC STATE, HAS A MUCH BROADER
 VISION OF WHAT NEEDS TO BE DONE. PEOPLE OUTSIDE THE SYSTEM, SUCH AS HIM, NEED TO BE
 CONSULTED SO WE GET THIS RIGHT.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Smith

245 SEMINOLE DR
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-5568 A-5658

mailto:nasus48@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Christian
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:37:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Christian

450 Oakland Drive
Burlington, NC 27215

V-5569 A-5659

mailto:Cmchristian642@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wanda Guokas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:37:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wanda Guokas

11 Forest View Dr
Asheville,, NC 28804

8285050191

V-5570 A-5660

mailto:wandaheg@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debby Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:37:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debby Baker

8504 Castle Pine Ct
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-5571 A-5661

mailto:shoobulence@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erika Booth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:43:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erika Booth

109 Cayman Ct
Winnabow, NC 28479

9106171644

V-5572 A-5662

mailto:ebooth@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Douglas Karr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:43:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Douglas Karr

441 Peregrine Ridge Dr
New Bern, NC 28560

V-5573 A-5663

mailto:dragon1_1959@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Shine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:45:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Shine

911 shipyard Pt
New Bern, NC 28560

V-5574 A-5664

mailto:Patshine67@gmsil.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Hodges
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:49:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Hodges

2641 Palm Avenue
Charlotte, NC 28205

7045691678

V-5575 A-5665

mailto:khodges@jungiananalyticpraxis.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Wall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:49:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janet Wall

2630 Weymoth Rd
Winston-salem,  27103

V-5576 A-5666

mailto:janetmyrickwall@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brenda Hayes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:50:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brenda Hayes

403 St. Mary's Rd
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-5577 A-5667

mailto:vberrini@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Humphrey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:52:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Humphrey

158 Smyrna Lane
Mooresville, NC 28115

V-5578 A-5668

mailto:Shump1060@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Withrow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:55:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Withrow

33 Woodrow Avenue
Asheville, NC 28801

V-5579 A-5669

mailto:rebeccalwithrow@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vincent Oliver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:55:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vincent Oliver

105 Attmore Way
Cary, NC 27519

V-5580 A-5670

mailto:Vincentoli@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dolores Saenz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 8:57:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dolores Saenz

15 Dominion Ct
Cameron, NC 28326

5206476466

V-5581 A-5671

mailto:Doloresg.saenz@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kayla Benton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:03:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kayla Benton

3520 Stratford Blvd
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-5582 A-5672

mailto:kayla.l.benton@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: constance mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:04:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

constance mitchell

28 Robinhood Rd
Asheville, NC 28804

828-254-2209

V-5583 A-5673

mailto:cmitchell28@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scott Self
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:07:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Scott Self

285 Holly Pl Ct
Winston-Salem, NC 27101

3367567353

V-5584 A-5674

mailto:scott-self@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Burmester
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:07:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Burmester

2121 North Hills Dr. Apt I
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-5585 A-5675

mailto:Becky.burmester@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ron and Nancy Bryant
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:10:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ron and Nancy Bryant

5546 Old Thompson Road
Norwood, NC 28128

7044749134

V-5586 A-5676

mailto:ronancyb@hughes.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: J. Kent Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:10:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

J. Kent Williams

704 Freemasons Dr
Greensboro, NC 27407

V-5587 A-5677

mailto:Kwiliams1@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan Tidwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:13:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

. My precious daughter and my grandson who has numerous birth defects both suffer from asthma. How can you
 sacrifice their health for profit?
 God knows you have such power to do good. Why would you not do it?

Sincerely,

Joan Tidwell

64 Ormand Ave
Arden, NC 28704

V-5588 A-5678

mailto:tangijoan@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JAMES APPLETON
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:13:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JAMES APPLETON

103 DARK OAK DRIVE
CARY, NC 27513

V-5589 A-5679

mailto:nosferat@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jack Palm
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:13:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jack Palm

30 June Bug Ln
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-5590 A-5680

mailto:jackpalm48@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lenore Reeves
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:15:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lenore Reeves

19934 Hickory Stick Ln
Mokena, IL 60448

V-5591 A-5681

mailto:lerves@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rev. William R. Hoyt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:27:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rev. William R. Hoyt

11 Wakefield Dr., Apt. 2305
Asheville, NC 28803

V-5592 A-5682

mailto:hoytws2@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen McCall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:29:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen McCall

620 Park Pl
chapel Hill,  27514

V-5593 A-5683

mailto:karentwarog@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lorri Drozdyk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:29:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lorri Drozdyk

7411 Troon Lane
Rougemont, NC 27572

V-5594 A-5684

mailto:Lorripeacetoyou@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bob Coleman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:30:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bob Coleman

103 Candlelight Ct
Durham, NC 27707

919 490 6876

V-5595 A-5685

mailto:namelcorp@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Obendorf
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:31:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve Obendorf

3709 Tranquil Ct
Gastonia, NC 28056

V-5596 A-5686

mailto:steveobie1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Norton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:31:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Norton

5805 Baird Drive
Raleigh, NC 27606

919-828-0721

V-5597 A-5687

mailto:doctordebnorton@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rev. William R. Hoyt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:32:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rev. William R. Hoyt

11 Wakefield Dr., Apt. 2305
Asheville, NC 28803

V-5598 A-5688

mailto:hoytws2@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dr. Sara L. Hoyt MD
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:34:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dr. Sara L. Hoyt  MD

11 Wakefield Dr., Apt. 2305
Asheville, NC 28803

V-5599 A-5689

mailto:hoytws2@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Giavanna Richards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:35:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

I believe North Carolina should be setting the example as a state that values its environment and actively pursues
 policies to protect the environment and reduce greenhouse emissions. 

Please do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Giavanna Richards

204 Bon Marche Lane
Raleigh, NC 27615

919-844-7274

V-5600 A-5690

mailto:giavanna@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bretton Little
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:37:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bretton Little

2711 Bennington Road
Fayetteville, NC 28303

V-5601 A-5691

mailto:bclittle0107@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Little
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:37:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Little

4201 Windsor Pl
Raleigh, NC 27609

919-781-0829

V-5602 A-5692

mailto:johnl4942@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Ashcraft
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:39:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions. I should know,
 because I have asthma myself.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Ashcraft

7 Blue Spruce Dr
Whittier, NC 28789

828-505-5855

V-5603 A-5693

mailto:john@ashcraft.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Morrow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:43:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Morrow

1003 A Foxrun Dr
Albemarle, NC 28001

V-5604 A-5694

mailto:Morrowsix@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annette Kirshner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:43:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Annette Kirshner

2524 Wrightwood Ave
Durham, ND 27705

V-5605 A-5695

mailto:wright25wood@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joe Wells
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:45:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joe Wells

1605 Westbridge Court
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-5606 A-5696

mailto:ncjwells@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Block
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:45:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Block

3 Sandy River Rd
Leicester, NC 28748

8286838433

V-5607 A-5697

mailto:lblockhead@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Celeste Winterberger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:49:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Celeste Winterberger

3901 Rim Court
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-5608 A-5698

mailto:cwinterberger@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Shelton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:49:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Shelton

811 ROEHAMPTON CT
NORTH CHESTERFIELD, VA 23236

8043604780

V-5609 A-5699

mailto:James_Shelton32@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Mumford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:51:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As an asthma sufferer, and as childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
 effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon
 emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Mumford

3007 Pisgah Place
Apt C
Greensboro, ND 27455

V-5610 A-5700

mailto:chuck.mumford53@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelley Wallace
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:51:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kelley Wallace

6272 Cattail Court
Southport, NC 28461

9103634724

V-5611 A-5701

mailto:ckwallace@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Morlote
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:52:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Morlote

1744 Tall Mast Ct
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-5612 A-5702

mailto:cmorlo@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ANNE Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:55:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ANNE Taylor

395 Cecil Road
WENDELL, NC 27591

V-5613 A-5703

mailto:onthefarminarcherlodge@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Glen Cotten
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 9:55:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is a birth right for our children and families, and essential for a healthy environment and for a prosperous
 economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean air!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Glen Cotten

1227 Fearrington Post
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-5614 A-5704

mailto:glenjcotten@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rose Marie Tresp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:01:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Our children and grandchildren deserve that you work hard to support the  Environmental Protection Agency's
 recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP).
I support them for the sake of the health of our children and for all of us. As childhood asthma rates continue to rise
 in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards
 reducing our carbon emissions.

And surely ethical people would not try to cheat and lie on what you propose to do to follow the Federal
 requirements.
I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rose Marie Tresp

101 Mercy Drive
Belmont, NC 28012

956-324-7057

V-5615 A-5705

mailto:rtresp@mercysc.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Russell Hindle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:04:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Russell Hindle

6101A Spioce Ridge Ln
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-5616 A-5706

mailto:rhindle@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Smalley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:09:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.  Carolyn Smalley

Sincerely,

Carolyn Smalley

455 s. main st.apt.304
Winston Salem,, NC 27101

3369087105

V-5617 A-5707

mailto:carolyn455.cs@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary McKeown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:09:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary McKeown

66 Blue Ridge Assembly Drive
Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-5618 A-5708

mailto:lucymars88@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janis Holder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:13:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janis Holder

60 Shady Side Dr
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-5619 A-5709

mailto:uncarchivist@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cece Joseph
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:13:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cece Joseph

1507 Sedwick Rd
Durham,  27713

V-5620 A-5710

mailto:cecejos@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Victoria O"Connor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:15:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Victoria O'Connor

30 Candlewood Circle
WAYNESVILLE, NC 28785

V-5621 A-5711

mailto:thehealingtree2@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Gooley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:19:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Gooley

10400 stonemede lane
Matthews, NC 28105

V-5622 A-5712

mailto:tgooley@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: yuri koslen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:25:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

yuri koslen

30 jefferson dr
Asheville, NC 28801

8285450342

V-5623 A-5713

mailto:yurikoslen@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alison Blue
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:25:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Seriously? I thought this was 2015.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alison Blue

4401 Malvern Road
Durham, NC 27707

9512359976

V-5624 A-5714

mailto:blueak@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:29:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Baker

3745 Wabash Blvd
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

V-5625 A-5715

mailto:at_baker@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: dogan ozkan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:31:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

dogan ozkan

abbasaga mahallesi yildiz vaddesi no 39/1
besiktas istanbul turkey, Quebec 99701

5418629938

V-5626 A-5716

mailto:barisicindogan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Callis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:37:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Callis

1206 Wellstone Cir
apex, NC 27502

V-5627 A-5717

mailto:mcallis@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat Powell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:42:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am deeply concerned about the environment that we will leave our children and grandchildren. I support the
 Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan
 (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change
 continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pat Powell

2779 Oakbluff Circle
Southport, NC 28461

V-5628 A-5718

mailto:Patpowell718@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:47:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Miller

26 Richmond Ave
Asheville, NC 28807

V-5629 A-5719

mailto:Miller.stephanie@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rita English
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:47:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rita English

425chester woods court
High point, NC 27262

V-5630 A-5720

mailto:Rego4it@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:55:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Allen

90 Buccaneer Blvd
Hampstead, NC 28443

9105472104

V-5631 A-5721

mailto:jmeliaallen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terry Timmermans
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:57:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terry Timmermans

1904 Fishers Island Ct
Raleigh, NC 27604

9196237245

V-5632 A-5722

mailto:timmt@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janis Phillips
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 10:57:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janis Phillips

235 Oakland Dr
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-5633 A-5723

mailto:jphillips@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Aubrey McManus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:01:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Aubrey McManus

5425 Rock Service Station Rd
Raleigh, NC 27603

9197794740

V-5634 A-5724

mailto:doolinguy@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rory McIlmoil
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:03:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rory McIlmoil

562 Jakes Mountain Rd
Deep Gap, NC 28618

4234339415

V-5635 A-5725

mailto:rorygep@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Funsten
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:03:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Funsten

31 Knoll Ridge DR
Asheville, NC 28804

V-5636 A-5726

mailto:funsten@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat Nassef
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:03:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pat Nassef

96 Glenhaven rd. E
Washington, NC 27889

V-5637 A-5727

mailto:patnassef@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marlene Pratto
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:13:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Our political party will not matter when the weather gets warmer or more strange than it currently is. Daffodils in
 my yard are 4-5 inches high? Why? It is warm and wet. We need to work to limit the amount of carbon we put into
 the air.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy no matter what political party
 we belong to.. Please do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marlene Pratto

105 Ridgeway Drive
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-5638 A-5728

mailto:mrpratto@acm.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lillie Holdsclaw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:16:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lillie Holdsclaw

1146 Justin Rd
Westfield, NC 27053

V-5639 A-5729

mailto:bnbhaven1@surry.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:31:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Davis

2026 Dartmouth Place
Charlotte, NC 28207

V-5640 A-5730

mailto:Maggiepeacemama@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nola Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:35:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nola Jackson

204 Abbey Circle
Asheville, NC 28805

V-5641 A-5731

mailto:nolajackson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:35:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Allen

90 Buccaneer Blvd
Hampstead, NC 28443

9105472104

V-5642 A-5732

mailto:jmeliaallen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Herman Taft
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:45:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Herman Taft

301B Watauga Ave
Greenville, NC 27834

V-5643 A-5733

mailto:billyflora@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Arnold
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 02, 2015 11:57:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. I have asthma, like so many
 others in NC. Please do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Arnold

193 Viburnum Way
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-5644 A-5734

mailto:maryarnold@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 12:02:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Harris

3829 Westridge Farm Ln
Clemmons,  27012

V-5645 A-5735

mailto:catlady04@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tracey Kruger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 12:07:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tracey Kruger

3401 Bragg Drive
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-5646 A-5736

mailto:tracey@krugerdesign.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darlene Azarmi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 12:09:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darlene Azarmi

35 First St
Asheville, NC 28803

828 216 3430

V-5647 A-5737

mailto:Darlene@democracy-nc.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathi Brinkman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 12:27:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathi Brinkman

119 Arcaro dr
Greensboro, NC 27455

V-5648 A-5738

mailto:kathib20874@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scot Quaranda
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Urging the DEQ to take the CPP seriously!
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 12:40:28 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Scot Quaranda
199 Waynesville Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-5649 A-5739

mailto:scotq@hotmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Robertson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 12:58:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Robertson

4019 Old NC 10
Durham, NC 27705

V-5650 A-5740

mailto:robarb07@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: J F Heffren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 1:07:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

J F Heffren

191 Blue Ridge Ave
Boone, NC 28607

V-5651 A-5741

mailto:jfheffren@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DeLisha Byrd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 1:07:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

DeLisha Byrd

1200 Kelston Place
Apt. 208
Charlotte, NC 28212

9806369163

V-5652 A-5742

mailto:dyevonb@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie Cannon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 1:19:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julie Cannon

3861 Bethany Ct
Concord, NC 28027

V-5653 A-5743

mailto:cannon.julie8@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Kemmler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 1:37:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Kemmler

5737 Chrismon Rd
Browns Summit,  27214

V-5654 A-5744

mailto:cakemmler@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clark Hunsinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 1:43:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Clark Hunsinger

106 Queensferry Rd
Cary, NC 27511

V-5655 A-5745

mailto:hunsingr@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Burgert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 1:49:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Burgert

516 Walters Dr
Wake Forest, NC 27587

704-644-9535

V-5656 A-5746

mailto:pburgert119@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sydney Vespi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 1:55:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sydney Vespi

616 Burroughs br
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-5657 A-5747

mailto:sunnysyd0405@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Sharp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 2:04:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Sharp

764 Lowery Street
Shelby, NC 28152

V-5658 A-5748

mailto:lindaruth53@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Blansett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 2:22:18 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

You don't need to look too hard to realize that the hotter our air temperatures become, the more difficult and
 expensive it becomes to maintain quality land for agriculture/livestock production. As well as keeping land suitable
 for housing and businesses. Every year, more and more families and firefighters pay as record forest fires burn;
 taking property and sometimes lives with them. I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
 limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in
 North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards
 reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Blansett

804 Lee Public Rd
Four Oaks,  27524

9194649394

V-5659 A-5749

mailto:rebqualityhome@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Neva Duncan Tabb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 2:27:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Neva Duncan Tabb

31 Midland Drive
Waynesville, NC 28785

V-5660 A-5750

mailto:nduncant@verizon.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Chiurco
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 3:25:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Chiurco

100 Rock Haven Rd.  apt. E102
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-5661 A-5751

mailto:susanchiurco@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Oscar Revilla
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 3:58:16 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for persons, our environment and for economy. Do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Oscar Revilla

Juan de Herrera
San Sebastian de los Reyes, none

V-5662 A-5752

mailto:oscarrevilla10@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sue coggins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:10:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

sue coggins

3005 claymore Ct
hope Mills, NC 28348

V-5663 A-5753

mailto:scoggins3@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzanne Rosen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:15:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Rosen

1016 east Worthington ave
Charlotte, NC 28203

V-5664 A-5754

mailto:Srosen@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gina Lucas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:40:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gina Lucas

13972 Idlewild rd
Matthews, NC 28105

V-5665 A-5755

mailto:Glucas3@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Farr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:44:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Farr

4509 Calico Rd
Lenoir, NC 28645

8286404856

V-5666 A-5756

mailto:chrisfarr7780@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Denison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:55:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Denison

9408 Cartersville Ct
Raleigh, NC 27617

V-5667 A-5757

mailto:peggydenison@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: amy brennan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:02:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

amy brennan

270 Pyrus
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-5668 A-5758

mailto:fd0895a2@opayq.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Janssen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:11:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Janssen

PO Box 392
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-5669 A-5759

mailto:andakjam@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roger Shew
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:13:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I believe the current effort to "fight" the implementation of the Clean Power Plan is both poorly advised and not
 beneficial to the citizens of NC. Limits on carbon pollution to 30% less than 2005 levels will both improve air
 quality and health and it will also lead to additional jobs in other energy sectors that could promote the NC
 economy. My argument doesn't even need to address the likely valuable impact of the plan in reducing greenhouse
 gas emissions, which may contribute to increased global temperatures, as the plan stands on its own for the other
 reasons.

I believe the cost-benefit analyses of this plan means favoring its implementation and I urge you to take the long
 view of the benefits of this plan and that you should drop any lawsuit against the EPA to block these rules. And in
 fact you should whole-heartedly support the plan.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roger Shew

4910 Park Ave
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-5670 A-5760

mailto:shewr@uncw.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Reilly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:33:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise Reilly

7524 Surreywood Pl
Charlotte, NC 28270

V-5671 A-5761

mailto:dreilly@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dr. and Mrs. Lewis Patrie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:45:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We support EPA's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
 childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to
 increase, we must work toward reducing our carbon emissions.

We are disillusioned that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with
 the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our future. Please do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dr. and Mrs. Lewis Patrie

26 Wesley Drive
Asheville, NC 28803

828 2852599

V-5672 A-5762

mailto:patrie.wncpsr@main.nc.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Konold
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:49:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Konold

315 Burning Tree
Pinehurst, NC 28374

V-5673 A-5763

mailto:jkonold@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenneth Leary
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:51:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Leary

airport road
pinehurst, NC 28374

V-5674 A-5764

mailto:kenleary@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vicki Sutton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:55:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vicki Sutton

101 E Edgewood dr
Durham, NC 27704

V-5675 A-5765

mailto:sutton.vicki@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kevin O"Donnell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:59:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kevin O'Donnell

808 Ward St
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-5676 A-5766

mailto:kevinodonnell1@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dwayne Bass
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:01:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dwayne Bass

2085 Pope Road
Dunn, NC 28334

V-5677 A-5767

mailto:Bassarosa7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dan Krebill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:23:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dan Krebill

107 silo drive
chapel hill, NC 27514

V-5678 A-5768

mailto:noisland49@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: A Keegan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:23:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

A Keegan

1260 West Fourth St
Winston Salme, NC 27101

3364148643

V-5679 A-5769

mailto:keegansmission@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Bennett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:26:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Bennett

2013 McCarthy Street
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-5680 A-5770

mailto:ebennett2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caitlin Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:27:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Caitlin Taylor

905 7th Ave
22 F
Garner, NC 27529

V-5681 A-5771

mailto:caitlintaylor09@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jonny Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:28:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jonny Thompson

523 W. Wilkinson St
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948

V-5682 A-5772

mailto:seaswept@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: SHERRY JOHNSON
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:29:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

SHERRY JOHNSON

804 valley forge court
WILMINGTON, NC 28411

V-5683 A-5773

mailto:luv2foos@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: nick morgan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:34:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

nick morgan

14 1/2 Pine Grove Ave
asheville, NC 28801

V-5684 A-5774

mailto:morgos232@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Theresa Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:39:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Theresa Jones

2018 East Cotton Gin Drive
Clayton, NC 27527

V-5685 A-5775

mailto:Jerzygirl225@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Meyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:43:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Meyer

185 Windover Drive
Forest City, NC 28043

V-5686 A-5776

mailto:katherine.meyer49@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Morris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:47:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air, as well as for our future generations.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Morris

PO Box 2138
Mars Hill, NC 28754

V-5687 A-5777

mailto:suzieamorris@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Griffin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:47:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Griffin

1275 Seven Lakes N
West End, NC 27376

V-5688 A-5778

mailto:pgriffin106@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Charles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:51:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Charles

1701 Gentry Ct
High Point, NC 27265

V-5689 A-5779

mailto:sarahandk@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Todd Lee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:56:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Todd Lee

23 Gentlebreeze Lane
Asheville, NC 28805

V-5690 A-5780

mailto:stkman3@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Glenda Snider
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:59:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Glenda Snider

350 Valhalla Road
Southern Pines, NC 28387

V-5691 A-5781

mailto:gsnider@fastmail.fm
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen H. Juhlin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:01:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen H. Juhlin

135 Candy Mt. Hts
Murphy, NC 28906

V-5692 A-5782

mailto:juhlin@peoplepc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leah Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:05:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leah Anderson

4129 NC Hwy 11 N
Greenville, NC 27834

V-5693 A-5783

mailto:leahyanderson@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heide Coppotelli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:07:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heide Coppotelli

5569 Fisherman's Drive
Bradenton, FL 34209

8052848764

V-5694 A-5784

mailto:coppotelli@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Brunick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:07:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Brunick

14133 Walkers Crossing Dr
Charlotte, NC 28273

V-5695 A-5785

mailto:cbrunick@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Reece
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:07:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Reece

360 heartland dr
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-5696 A-5786

mailto:Lizzoreece@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Kazek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:13:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Teresa Kazek

498 Willis Cove Road
Canton, NC 28716

V-5697 A-5787

mailto:Terrynur@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ruth Miller
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:17:38 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Ruth Miller
1819 Billabong Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-5698 A-5788

mailto:ruthmiller@me.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacob Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:18:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacob Johnson

815 Old Welcome Rd
Lithia, FL 33547

V-5699 A-5789

mailto:jacob51johnson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Norton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:19:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I used to be proud to be a North Carolinian, now I am embarrassed!

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane Norton

5605 Mt. Sinai Rd
Durham, NC 27705

9194901849

V-5700 A-5790

mailto:sustainjane@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Cash
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:22:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions. North Carolina
 can lead the way and not succumb to the pressures from coal, oil and gas producer lobbies. We do not want to look
 like China.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Cash

8704 Anklin Forrest Dr
Waxhaw,  28173

V-5701 A-5791

mailto:cashdh@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daphne Littiken
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:22:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daphne Littiken

136 Charles Street
Beaufort, NC 28516

V-5702 A-5792

mailto:dlittiken@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laurie Zimmerman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:23:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. This is not a game to play with the US government, or the consensus of environmentalists.
 Your choices here look like children defying their parents. Reconsider the wisdom of your plans. I see no wisdom
 in them.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laurie Zimmerman

115 Oak Terrace
Arden, NC 28704

V-5703 A-5793

mailto:mamahutch9@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peggy Wright
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:23:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Wright

3036 Rosebriar Dr
Durham, NC 27705

919-479-5201

V-5704 A-5794

mailto:pwright011@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elaine Cahn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:25:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elaine Cahn

625 Baldwin ave
charlotte, NC 28204

V-5705 A-5795

mailto:elaine-cahn@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: john baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:26:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

john baker

251 wiltshire circle
fletcher,  28732

V-5706 A-5796

mailto:clavatia@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ruby Creasman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:28:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ruby Creasman

300 Morning View Rd
Waynesville, NC 28786

8285508246

V-5707 A-5797

mailto:rubycreasman@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lucia De Ratmiroff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:28:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

I must add that I am a Geochemist, and I'm aware of the devastation that may descend upon our planet if we fail to
 act now.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lucia De Ratmiroff

3602 Regents Park Ln
GREENSBORO, NC 27455

V-5708 A-5798

mailto:lmbdr@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: George Vlasits
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:29:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

George Vlasits

6618 MOTTS VILLAGE RD
WILMINGTON, NC 28412

9104658871

V-5709 A-5799

mailto:gvlasits@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Becky Wilkes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:37:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I can't get over how irresponsible this legislature is getting.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

We should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state.

Nothing about this makes sense.

Please do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Becky Wilkes

117 Winterberry Ridge Dr
Durham, NC 27713

9196041152

V-5710 A-5800

mailto:becky@wilkesmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: J. Austin Watson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:37:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

J. Austin Watson

170 colony rd
Hendersonville, NC 28793

V-5711 A-5801

mailto:Jaustin3312@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rae Haney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:46:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rae Haney

4001 meadowridge
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-5712 A-5802

mailto:raelhaney@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lucy"s Wetzel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:52:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lucy's Wetzel

35 Northview st
Asheville, NC 28801

V-5713 A-5803

mailto:Lucylemonbalm@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Moorehead
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:52:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Moorehead

P.O. Box 425
Black Mountain, NC 28711

828-545-2842

V-5714 A-5804

mailto:major2mo@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Temika Singletary
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:53:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Temika Singletary

710 Hathcock Glen Drive
OAKBORO, NC 28129

V-5715 A-5805

mailto:temikasingletary@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry Sauder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:56:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. This has been studied and studied. Scientists agree. We have to clean up our air and water.
 You are a good thinker and surely should see this. You need to act to protect where we live, our state and our
 planet.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larry Sauder

331 Scofield Rd
Charlotte, NC 28209

7045532308

V-5716 A-5806

mailto:larrysauder@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Watts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:57:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Watts

695 Fearrington Post
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-5717 A-5807

mailto:wattersonfamily@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pam Watkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:02:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pam Watkins

926 West Markham
DURHAM, NC 27701

V-5718 A-5808

mailto:pastorpam2@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Louis Parrish
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:02:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Louis Parrish

134 Harrison Hill Road
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-5719 A-5809

mailto:phydeauxlp@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Flynn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:02:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

CLEAN AIR IS OUR RIGHT

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise Flynn

PO Box 373
Marshall, NC 28753

8287124448

V-5720 A-5810

mailto:denisepetreyflynn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lane Tracy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:05:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I moved to NC eleven years ago because I liked the climate here. I am very disappointed that you and your
 environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal requirements under the
 CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
 Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and
 instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lane Tracy

106 Talon Drive
Cary, NC 27518

919 467 5416

V-5721 A-5811

mailto:koorbats@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Cornell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:06:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise Cornell

67 Springside Dr
Asheville, NC 28806

V-5722 A-5812

mailto:denisecornell1@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Dawson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:19:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Dawson

209 Alderson Rd
Washington, NC 27889

252-414-8769

V-5723 A-5813

mailto:_bob_dawson@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Andrews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:22:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Andrews

3038 FIELDSTONE LN
Mebane, NC 27302

3362130026

V-5724 A-5814

mailto:cat3.andrews@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: randy sailer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:25:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

randy sailer

1018 cherry lane
BEULAH, ND 58523

V-5725 A-5815

mailto:rcsailer@beu.midco.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:27:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Williams

1025 Kingston Grove Dr
Cary, NC 27519

V-5726 A-5816

mailto:Lwillnc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Barton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:28:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Barton

118 Wolf's Trail
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-5727 A-5817

mailto:judybarton888@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: peter boettger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:33:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

peter boettger

206 riverdale ct
greenville, NC 27858

V-5728 A-5818

mailto:boettgerp@ecu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:37:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Thompson

133, Sycamore st
Cary, NC 27513

V-5729 A-5819

mailto:Russell27513@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:37:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian Adams

5909 crosscreek dr
Mebane, NC 27302

9196063393

V-5730 A-5820

mailto:durango2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marlene Jaar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:38:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marlene Jaar

513 Shumont Estates Dr
Lake Lure, NC 28743

828-625-3474

V-5731 A-5821

mailto:raymarj@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Bridenbaugh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:44:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Bridenbaugh

503 Lyndenbury Drive
Apex, NC 27502

V-5732 A-5822

mailto:Dbridenbaugh@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jean Carr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:45:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jean Carr

1208 College Place
Raleigh, NC 27605

(919) 834-9955

V-5733 A-5823

mailto:jeancarr@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Art Pfefferle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:49:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Art Pfefferle

2411 Wertherson ln
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-5734 A-5824

mailto:greenpep@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Tull
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:55:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gary Tull

Alpine Way
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-5735 A-5825

mailto:tullg@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Gonzalez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:03:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Gonzalez

3878 Longwood Dr. SW
Concord, NC 28027

7049208877

V-5736 A-5826

mailto:superscrounger1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laurice ferris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:05:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laurice ferris

112 Turnberry lane
ChapelHill, NC 27517

V-5737 A-5827

mailto:lferris1@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Fillmore Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:07:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Fillmore Williams

1244 Arbor Rd. #245
Winston-Salem, NC 27104

V-5738 A-5828

mailto:philwillws@AOL.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wendie Schneider
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:10:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wendie Schneider

135 NW 2nd St
Oak Island
OAK ISLAND, NC 28465

9108056201

V-5739 A-5829

mailto:waschneider@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Aulette
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:19:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). Childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate
 change continue to increase. We must work toward reducing our carbon emissions.

I am disgusted that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the
 federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is essential for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing
 and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Aulette

2214 chatham
Charlotte, NC 28205

7042094385

V-5740 A-5830

mailto:jraulette@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Babbitt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:19:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Babbitt

319 South Tenth Street
#133
Philadelphia, PA 19107

V-5741 A-5831

mailto:philad49@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Kerley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:21:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Kerley

764 Zeb Watts Road
Taylorsville, NC 28681

V-5742 A-5832

mailto:Kerley809@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Bollini
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:31:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Bollini

363 Daniel Drive
Boone, NC 28607

V-5743 A-5833

mailto:fengshuicarole@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Genz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:32:11 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Genz

350 Sunset Dr
Asheville, NC 28804

8283334977

V-5744 A-5834

mailto:dgenz@skyrunner.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Struhsaker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:33:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Struhsaker

2953 Welcome Dr
Durham, NC 27705

V-5745 A-5835

mailto:tomstruh@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Mora
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:43:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Mora

PO Box 97
Whittier, NC 28789

V-5746 A-5836

mailto:sharon.mora31@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathleen Carter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:46:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Carter

107 double woods dr
Cary, NC 27513

V-5747 A-5837

mailto:kathleencarter47@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Audrey Newton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:49:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Audrey Newton

501 Wellingham Drive
Durham, NC 27713

V-5748 A-5838

mailto:amn27713@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kam neel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:51:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kam neel

204 winding arbor circle
cleveland, NC 27013

V-5749 A-5839

mailto:kamlaedawn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: suzann p
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:52:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am VERY disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to
 FAILwith the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department
 of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

suzann p

160 laurel court
winston salem, NC 27127

V-5750 A-5840

mailto:srperdue14@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joane Barber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:01:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joane Barber

1896 Bell Road
Otto, NC 28763

828-369-0085

V-5751 A-5841

mailto:Justjo566@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jerome Barber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:03:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jerome Barber

1896 Bell Road
Otto, NC 28763

828-369-0085

V-5752 A-5842

mailto:justjay002@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Iain McGarvie-Munn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:03:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Iain McGarvie-Munn

14 Skyview Ct
Asheville, NC 28803

5125696438

V-5753 A-5843

mailto:iain@iainmunn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carlton Craig
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:05:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carlton Craig

17 Munn Drive
Asheville, NC 28805

V-5754 A-5844

mailto:ccraigs@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:05:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Adams

10625 Whittersham dr
Charlotte, NC 28262

V-5755 A-5845

mailto:Setsails@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Tata
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:07:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Tata

9515 Yearwood Lsne
Charlotte, NC 28214

9802370705

V-5756 A-5846

mailto:cwtata@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: R Martin Armstrong
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:10:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

R Martin Armstrong

109 W Greene Street
--
Snow Hill, NC 28580

2527473723

V-5757 A-5847

mailto:marmstrong@nccumc.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ashley Gannaway
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:11:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ashley Gannaway

203 N Becket Street
Cary, NC 27513

V-5758 A-5848

mailto:ezmirelda7@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Maness
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:19:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Maness

111 Walnut Creek Dr
Goldsboro, NC 27534

9197789859

V-5759 A-5849

mailto:mitzi671@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenneth Crews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:28:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Crews

P. O. Box 1062
Durham, NC 27702

V-5760 A-5850

mailto:Kennapper@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: barbara Lile
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:31:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

barbara Lile

1102 Stanridge Drive
raleigh, NC 27613

V-5761 A-5851

mailto:barbaralile@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marcia Harris-Owens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:32:13 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marcia Harris-Owens

2208 Lockhart Dr
Charlotte, NC 28203

V-5762 A-5852

mailto:marcia11@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: MK Austin, PA, MPH
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:33:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

MK Austin, PA, MPH

PO Box 118
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-5763 A-5853

mailto:mka.pax.0206@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Kiehm
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:55:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Kiehm

2917 Henslowe Drive
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-5764 A-5854

mailto:apkiehm@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jana Albritton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:56:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jana Albritton

7001 WAXMYRTLE CT
Wilmington, NC 28409

910-392-3066

V-5765 A-5855

mailto:ncjana13@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Arlene Sandoval
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:57:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).  As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP.  By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state.  Nothing about this makes sense and it is unacceptable!

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy.  Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. You and your children breathe the same air, think about their futures.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Arlene Sandoval

4053 C NC Hwy 56
Franklinton, NC 27525

V-5766 A-5856

mailto:sandoval@med.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jonathan Brake
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 12:01:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jonathan Brake

6710 Amberley Lane
Clemmons, NC 27012

V-5767 A-5857

mailto:Brake.jonathan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Rupert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 12:10:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leslie Rupert

5309 Willow cry lane
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-5768 A-5858

mailto:JLRupert@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alex Warren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 12:22:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alex Warren

297 Sixth Street
Ayden, NC 28513

(252)746-2602

V-5769 A-5859

mailto:alex@thepiddler.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Malgorzata Zytkow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 12:25:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Malgorzata Zytkow

2613 SILKSTREAM LN
Charlotte, NC 28262

V-5770 A-5860

mailto:gosiazytkow@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Jane Smyth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 12:26:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Jane Smyth

6708 Holly Mill Court
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-5771 A-5861

mailto:cjanesmyth@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeffrey Nicolaisen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 12:44:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Nicolaisen

2528 Perkins Rd
Durham, NC 27705

V-5772 A-5862

mailto:jeffreynicolaisen@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ronna Pandres
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 12:49:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ronna Pandres

2100 Wellwood Circle
Charlotte, NC 28212

V-5773 A-5863

mailto:rspandres@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Jnes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 12:53:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Jnes

100 Gordon Dr
Winston, NC 27104

V-5774 A-5864

mailto:altacv@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Raign Biddix
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 1:01:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Raign Biddix

79 Cushion Creek drive
not provided
Fletcher, NC 28732

8282907211

V-5775 A-5865

mailto:summer14amilee@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Wolfe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 1:01:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Wolfe

25 Torrance Way
Youngsville, NC 27596

V-5776 A-5866

mailto:jwolfe731@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimala Burklow
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 1:10:02 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Kimala Burklow
10 Talmadge St.
Asheville, NC 28806

V-5777 A-5867

mailto:kimala@dogwoodalliance.org
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Claudia Nix
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 1:43:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Claudia Nix

72Sherwood RD
Asheville, NC 28803

V-5778 A-5868

mailto:elienellie4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: peggy baum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 1:43:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.
I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.
Sincerely,
Peggy Baum
139 Wanderless Lane
Taylorsville.NC  28681

Sincerely,

peggy baum

139 wanderless lane
taylorsville, NC 28681

V-5779 A-5869

mailto:peggywinslowbaum@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: janis epton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 1:56:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

janis epton

3005 woods pl
raleigh, NC 27607

V-5780 A-5870

mailto:motherofserpents@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 2:04:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Jones

5607 Meadow Bluff Ct
Concord, NC 28027

7047872849

V-5781 A-5871

mailto:jonesstepha@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Anne Paul
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 2:08:17 PM

Dec 3, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Anne Paul
1 Buck Acres Dr
Asheville, NC 28806-9715
cosmicdancer@charter.net

V-5782 A-5872

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deja Lizer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 2:29:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deja Lizer

6 Eva Cir
Asheville, NC 28806

V-5783 A-5873

mailto:dayjah219@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Anne Loughlin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 2:41:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Anne Loughlin

4703 old river rd
Canton, NC 28716

V-5784 A-5874

mailto:cleolion@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michele Whalen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 2:45:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michele Whalen

464 Goddard Ln
Millers Creek, NC 28651

336-984-9834

V-5785 A-5875

mailto:mwhalen1975@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: carol ostrow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 2:55:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

carol ostrow

2728 hardwood
hillsboro, NC 27278

V-5786 A-5876

mailto:cgo@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tim Leighton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 3:01:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tim Leighton

17019 Ashton oaks dr
Charlotte, NC 28278

V-5787 A-5877

mailto:Timl8n@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Bowman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 3:01:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Bowman

201B Hickory St
Greenville, NC 27858

2528308007

V-5788 A-5878

mailto:chiefbow@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mazie Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 3:04:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

I strongly support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as
 the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working
 towards reducing our carbon emissions.  As a lifelong resident of the coast of North Carolina, I am seeing first-hand
 the impact of climate change on sea level rise.  It is imperative that we take a pro-active stance on this or our
 children and grandchildren will be left with nothing!

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.  You owe it to the citizens of this State to do the right thing.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mazie Smith

6200 Quarter Road
Swan Quarter, NC 27885

2529269131

V-5789 A-5879

mailto:maziesmith1956@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: LD Kranz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 3:05:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

LD Kranz

Pobox 13
Whittier, NC 28789

8287365971

V-5790 A-5880

mailto:kranzla@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie Coleman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 3:16:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julie Coleman

809 smith level rd
Chapel Hill,  27516

919-967-3221

V-5791 A-5881

mailto:Onceaweekjulie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caulean Vesey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 3:25:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Caulean Vesey

203 Bogue Drive
Morehead City, NC 28557

2528082460

V-5792 A-5882

mailto:caulean203@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Alon Kaplan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 3:30:52 PM

Dec 3, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alon Kaplan
33 Fairfax Ave
Asheville, NC 28806-3221
sonofdionysis@gmail.com

V-5793 A-5883

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Phillippi
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 3:34:32 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Phillippi
101 Dove Street
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-5794 A-5884

mailto:stephanie.phillippi@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: James Judkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 3:37:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Judkins

1540 Sandy Bay Cir
Fayetteville, NC 28312

V-5795 A-5885

mailto:jjudkins@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lawrence Turk, RN
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 3:43:46 PM

Stop fouling us!

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

I await your reply.

Sincerely,

Lawrence Turk, RN
POB 203
Hendersonville, NC 28791

V-5796 A-5886

mailto:butch@wildrockies.org
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Todd Patton
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 3:45:51 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Todd Patton
4512 Bracada Dr
Durham, NC 27705

V-5797 A-5887

mailto:tcpatton@mindspring.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Lori Gilcrist
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 3:52:23 PM

I support a clean, beautiful, healthy North Carolina for current and futre generations.  That requires a resonable
 common sense approach that includes a strong state Clean Power Plan. The N.C. Department of Environmental
 Quality’s current proposed rules do not even come close. Please accept the following comments on the draft:

• Draft a decent plan and not a legalistic dodge. That way NC businesses and communities will have the opportunity
 to have input in a more resonable federal plan that can be implemented in the best interst of all our state's citizens.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our energy
 efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable energy and
 energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. As a resident of an economically deprived rural community
 I think North Carolina should seriously consider participation in this EPA program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for rural populations, geographically isolated
 populations, historically marginalized and ignored populations of all kinds including minority populations, low-
income populations, tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Lori Gilcrist
Spruce Pine, NC

Lori Gilcrist
135 Hillcrest Circle
Spruce Pine, NC 28777

V-5798 A-5888

mailto:gilcrists@aol.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Jesse Boeckermann
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 3:55:15 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Jesse Boeckermann
102 Charles Ridge Road
Asheville, NC 28805

V-5799 A-5889

mailto:jessebach7@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrea Crook
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 4:01:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrea Crook

200 Kelly Road
Sanford, NC 27332

9104785092

V-5800 A-5890

mailto:andrea.crook@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Molly Moore
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 4:03:28 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Molly Moore
215 Incline Dr
Vilas, NC 28692

V-5801 A-5891

mailto:mollyfrancesmoore@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Stanley W Messick Jr
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 4:05:48 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Stanley W Messick Jr
200 Rustic Ridge
Boone, NC 28607

V-5802 A-5892

mailto:smessick@skybest.dom
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Jordyn Ballentine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 4:13:37 PM

Dec 3, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jordyn Ballentine
3600 Cumberland Creek Rd
Raleigh, NC 27613-3943
endangered_species13@yahoo.com

V-5803 A-5893

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Antoinett Rohrbach
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 4:28:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Antoinett Rohrbach

1218 Cochrane Woods Lm
Matthews, NC 28105

V-5804 A-5894

mailto:Toni@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erin Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 4:29:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erin Williams

700 West Hargett St
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-5805 A-5895

mailto:ecwilli3@ncsu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacquelyn Hough
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 4:31:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support EPA's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP).

I am appalled that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail the federal
 requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail," the Department of Environmental
 Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our
 communities, and our energy mix -- and probably costing us a lot of money in litigation that will be lodged against
 you for failing in your duties.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 create a real plan that will protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacquelyn Hough

305 Andrews Road
Red Springs, NC 28377

V-5806 A-5896

mailto:jhawkstar@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah H. Chilton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:01:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah H. Chilton

169 Caldwell Rd
Brasstown, NC 28902

8283614995

V-5807 A-5897

mailto:deborahollowellchilton@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Burt Aycock
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:01:41 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Burt Aycock
132 Longmeadow Rd.
Greenville, NC 27858

V-5808 A-5898

mailto:burtaycockjr@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Gretchen Simpson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:01:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gretchen Simpson

494 Frank Rector Rd
Marshall, NC 28753

V-5809 A-5899

mailto:gretchen.simpson@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Wells
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:03:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Wells

261 JACOBS CREEK RD
Madison, NC 27025

V-5810 A-5900

mailto:kayaxi@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Waugh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:27:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Waugh

250 Lentz Harness Shop Rd N
Mount Pleasant, NC 28124

V-5811 A-5901

mailto:lisa.j.m.waugh@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Conrad Norvell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:27:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Conrad Norvell

7310 Beacon Hill Lane
Charlotte, NC 90210

2523265368

V-5812 A-5902

mailto:tnorvel0@email.cpcc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Adam Versenyi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:28:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Adam Versenyi

205 Oleander Road
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-5813 A-5903

mailto:glideradam@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christina Morrison
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:28:28 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Christina Morrison
1190 Patton Thicket Rd
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-5814 A-5904

mailto:elanorien@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Carl Sigel
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:29:51 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Carl Sigel
11116 Bremerton Ct
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-5815 A-5905

mailto:Cwsigel@aol.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Michele Harvey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:39:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michele Harvey

15 Ocaso Dr
Asheville, NC 28806

8286653582

V-5816 A-5906

mailto:morgan_michele@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Doris Hinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:39:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.  

I realize the above is a form letter, but I whole heartedly agree with the statements.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Doris Hinson

9 Fircrest Court
Durham, NC 27703

919-596-7687

V-5817 A-5907

mailto:dorismhinson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Marcia Poteat
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:14:55 PM

Dec 3, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marcia Poteat
315 Golf Course Rd Apt 1808
Morganton, NC 28655-5201
debpoteat001@gmail.com

V-5818 A-5908

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sam Hay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:37:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sam Hay

118 Fox
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-5819 A-5909

mailto:samhhay@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: MARTIN HAZELTINE
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:40:04 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

MARTIN HAZELTINE
7614 DUNBAR DRIVE SW
SUNSET BEACH, NC 28468

V-5820 A-5910

mailto:mhazeltine@atmc.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:43:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Brown

150 Gilead Ln
Statesville, NC 28625

704-380-2914

V-5821 A-5911

mailto:charliebrown1@roadrunner.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Greg Lemons
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:43:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Greg Lemons

5471 Dona Road
Julian, NC 27283

V-5822 A-5912

mailto:googlescooby@twc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Copulsky
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:46:10 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Steve Copulsky
6614 Lynn Ave
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-5823 A-5913

mailto:scopulsky@mindspring.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Toni Cessna
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:47:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Toni Cessna

1011 Brook St
Fayetteville, NC 28305

V-5824 A-5914

mailto:cbrisson@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: danna mclintock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 6:49:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

danna mclintock

920 tumbling fork road
Waynesville, NC 28785

9043883188

V-5825 A-5915

mailto:danna.mclintock@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bud Seagraves
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:13:51 PM

Dec 3, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bud Seagraves
PO Box 588
Etowah, NC 28729-0588
Budseagraves@att.net

V-5826 A-5916

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charlotte Morris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:16:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charlotte Morris

6813 Paint Rock Lane
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-5827 A-5917

mailto:mcchar12@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Schultz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:20:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Schultz

1521Fieldview Rd
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-5828 A-5918

mailto:Schultzsoccerfan@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carla Ashley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:25:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carla Ashley

412 Woodlawn Ave
Greensboro, NC 27401

V-5829 A-5919

mailto:carashleyla@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Alguire
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:32:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Alguire

2210 Charlotte St
Durham, NC 27705

V-5830 A-5920

mailto:Jalguire@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kevin Merck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:37:06 PM

Dec 3, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kevin Merck
5706 Polk Mountain Dr
Marshville, NC 28103-9208
Kevinmerck@uamail.unionacademy.org

V-5831 A-5921

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Frazer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:46:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

PS Hi Joelle!

Sincerely,

Mary Frazer

1716 evergreen
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-5832 A-5922

mailto:Frazem4@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melody Wood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:49:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melody Wood

3404 Old Barn Road
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-5833 A-5923

mailto:mwood126@triad.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christi Dillon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 7:55:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christi Dillon

175 Forest Ridge Rd
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-5834 A-5924

mailto:racegirl1971@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Orsini
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:13:45 PM

Dec 3, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Karen Orsini
531 Michael St
Kernersville, NC 27284-3115
ksmak03@live.com

V-5835 A-5925

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: neil chartier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:18:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

neil chartier

3612 cranston road
Garner, NC 27529

V-5836 A-5926

mailto:neilchartier@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barry Rosett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:31:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barry Rosett

2419 Tiltonshire Lane
Apex, NC 27539

V-5837 A-5927

mailto:barryr@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Yamilet Trejo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 8:54:27 PM

Dec 3, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Yamilet Trejo
10416 Aberdale Way
Charlotte, NC 28273-3743
yamilettrejo1213@gmail.com

V-5838 A-5928

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Strine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:26:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Strine

16 Melfort Dr
Pinehurst, NC 28374

V-5839 A-5929

mailto:lowstrine@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:43:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Clark

4115 Castleford Dr
Colfax, NC 27235

V-5840 A-5930

mailto:zurclark@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JoAnn Salley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 9:56:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JoAnn Salley

7205 Abalone Way
Wendell, NC 27591

V-5841 A-5931

mailto:salleyfox@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annette Tenny
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:07:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Annette Tenny

1097 N. Stokes School Rd
Danbury, NC 27016

V-5842 A-5932

mailto:kavanagh777@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Brandt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:09:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pamela Brandt

2425 Sattsgate Drive
Lewisville, NC 27023

V-5843 A-5933

mailto:psbrandt2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Esther Murphy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 10:40:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Esther Murphy

7235 Darden Rd
Apt. 127
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-5844 A-5934

mailto:edm1958@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Brady
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 03, 2015 11:06:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Brady

4808
Edgecliff Ct
holly springs, NC 27540

V-5845 A-5935

mailto:rebeccazbrady@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martha Spencer
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 12:25:59 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Martha Spencer
988 Henry Mountain Road
Brevard, NC 28712

V-5846 A-5936

mailto:spencer_martha@hotmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Christina Hugenschmidt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 12:39:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As much as you would like to, you can't legislate away the facts. Our current NC Government's stance on
 environmental issues does not respond to reality and therefore jeopardizes our future well-being.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christina Hugenschmidt

448 North Hawthorne Road
Winston-Salem, NC 27104

V-5847 A-5937

mailto:christina.hugenschmidt@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Holly Potthoff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 12:52:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Holly Potthoff

306 N. Country Club Dr
Oxford, NC 27565

9196036922

V-5848 A-5938

mailto:earthmom@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 1:22:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Taylor

4005 Glen Laurel Dr
Raleigh, NC 27612

9193320143

V-5849 A-5939

mailto:rmarc75@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Whyte
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 1:34:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Whyte

1206 Angier Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-5850 A-5940

mailto:lwchapelhill@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heidi Rivera
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 4:35:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heidi Rivera

2848 Chillingworth Drive
Fayetteville, NC 28306

V-5851 A-5941

mailto:Herivera27@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kaeley Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 6:20:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kaeley Williams

107 Pudding Pan Lane
Southern Shores, NC 27949

V-5852 A-5942

mailto:kaeleysunshine@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wendy Stevens
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 6:25:10 AM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Wendy Stevens
7024 Hidden Creek Dr
Charlotte, NC 28214

V-5853 A-5943

mailto:wagothro@hotmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Patrick Repper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 8:01:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patrick Repper

402 Cricket Hearth Road
Sanford, NC 27330

V-5854 A-5944

mailto:prepper1@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Motta
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 8:11:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Motta

22 Yadkin St
Clayton, NC 27520

V-5855 A-5945

mailto:Maccagirl1953@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amber Doran
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 8:26:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amber Doran

612 Patterson St
Charlotte, NC 28205

7047566452

V-5856 A-5946

mailto:amberdoran@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Delores Mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 9:05:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Delores Mitchell

7504 Endotrail Rd
Greensboro, NC 27409

3364022011

V-5857 A-5947

mailto:deloresmitchell80@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Heywood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 9:21:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Heywood

645 W Middle Creek Rd
Otto, NC 28763

V-5858 A-5948

mailto:heywood@macon.main.nc.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rhonda Bailey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 9:29:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rhonda Bailey

201 Severin Str
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-5859 A-5949

mailto:mimosa707@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Alligood
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 9:41:00 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Tom Alligood
11949 Pinnacle Point Lane
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-5860 A-5950

mailto:tom@albaresources.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Nathan Holder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 10:19:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nathan Holder

919 Shellbrook Ct Apt 8
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-5861 A-5951

mailto:nathan.t.holder@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Turner
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 10:20:31 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Paul Turner
230 Peepeye Cove Rd
Leicester, NC 28748

V-5862 A-5952

mailto:ptlionheart@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: David Robertson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 10:36:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Robertson

4012 6th ST NW
Hickory, NC 28601

V-5863 A-5953

mailto:daverob52@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chrystele Lacroix-Burns
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 11:14:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chrystele Lacroix-Burns

4552 Bent Grass dr
Fayetteville, NC 28312

9106447298

V-5864 A-5954

mailto:chrys_chloe@yahoo.fr
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Ray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 1:01:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Ray

102 Odessa Cir
Cary, NC 27513

9194698811

V-5865 A-5955

mailto:lapattie@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: lea Ray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 1:22:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

lea Ray

5306 Pelham Rd
Durham, NC 27713

V-5866 A-5956

mailto:leacray@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Guzynski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 1:31:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Guzynski

144 Cooley Rd
MOORESVILLE, NC 28117

7046637725

V-5867 A-5957

mailto:elizabeth.guzynski@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Wolfe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 1:38:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Wolfe

25 Torrance Way
Youngsville, NC 27596

V-5868 A-5958

mailto:jwolfe731@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dianne Carter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 2:30:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dianne Carter

240 Marion Rd
Saint Pauls, NC 28384

V-5869 A-5959

mailto:mchelle41@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Treadway
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 3:21:11 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Susan Treadway
49 Long View Dr
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-5870 A-5960

mailto:susanjtreadway@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Logan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 4:56:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gary Logan

2617 Pepperstone Dr
Graham, NC 27253

V-5871 A-5961

mailto:GaryDLogan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katheine Baer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 7:19:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katheine Baer

702 Bolin Creek Dr
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-5872 A-5962

mailto:katherinebaer@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phil Floyd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 7:31:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Phil Floyd

426 S 4th St
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-5873 A-5963

mailto:meffieflo@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Kehew
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 8:46:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Kehew

211 Buckingham Dr
Winterville, NC 28590

(252) 364-2152

V-5874 A-5964

mailto:lmkehew@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Abbye Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 11:52:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Abbye Wilson

3601 FoxRun Road
Matthews, NC 28104

V-5875 A-5965

mailto:Abbyewilson@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Maness
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 04, 2015 11:55:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Maness

111 Walnut Creek Dr
Goldsboro, NC 27534

9197789859

V-5876 A-5966

mailto:mitzi671@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ed Mezynski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 12:03:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ed Mezynski

338 W Salisbury St
Pittsboro, NC 27312

9192809782

V-5877 A-5967

mailto:emezynski@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanne McGrath
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 1:19:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joanne McGrath

924 Chestnut Cove Rd
Sylva, NC 28779

828-631-1572

V-5878 A-5968

mailto:everythingchanges41905@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Allyson Bowers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 3:39:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Allyson Bowers

303 mill stream lane
Lexington, NC 27292

V-5879 A-5969

mailto:bowers.allyson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Keith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 7:53:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Keith

P.O. Box 178
636A Lacers Way
Currie, NC 28435

V-5880 A-5970

mailto:nckeith53@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marcy Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 9:27:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marcy Jackson

157 Shadow Run Road
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-5881 A-5971

mailto:marcyhr@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice Heisey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 9:58:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janice Heisey

39 River Stone Trail
Asheville, NC 28805

8282790311

V-5882 A-5972

mailto:jnheisey@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Lembo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 10:16:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Lembo

3941 Arborway
Charlotte, NC 28211

V-5883 A-5973

mailto:Bhl144@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meggan Moorhead
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 10:32:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Meggan Moorhead

1411 Broad St
Durham,  27705

V-5884 A-5974

mailto:meggan.moorhead@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Whithaus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 10:33:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Whithaus

1015 Woodside Park Ln
Durham, NC 27704

9192254600

V-5885 A-5975

mailto:beth.whithaus@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terry Woods
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 10:44:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terry Woods

540 Riverside Dr  Apt 105
Eden
Eden, NC 27288

V-5886 A-5976

mailto:twoodswalker@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carl Fisher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 10:46:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carl Fisher

225 Oak Hill Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-5887 A-5977

mailto:carl@fisher.name
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Renee Hayes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 10:47:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Renee Hayes

6903 Fairview Church Rd
Trinity, NC 27370

3364343582

V-5888 A-5978

mailto:renee.hayes1956@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annette Dunkel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 11:13:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Annette Dunkel

6 Monica Lane
Bracebridge, Ontario P1L1P8

V-5889 A-5979

mailto:w.d.boattops@wdboattops.ca
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gregory Walls
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 11:14:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gregory Walls

510 Power Drive
Lowell, NC 28098

704-301-9160

V-5890 A-5980

mailto:gregorywalls1967@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Lang
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 11:17:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Lang

408 Ocean Spray Dr
Swansboro, NC 28584

V-5891 A-5981

mailto:ssmithlang@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Raleigh Stout
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 11:21:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Raleigh Stout

1001 YANCEYVILLE ST APT A
GREENSBORO, NC 27405

3365546763

V-5892 A-5982

mailto:ac5jw@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kay Doost
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 11:31:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kay Doost

1618 Marion Street
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-5893 A-5983

mailto:fkdoost@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: L Heintz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 12:35:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

L Heintz

81 Locust St
Black Mt, NC 28711

V-5894 A-5984

mailto:petite.one@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelly Gay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 1:01:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kelly Gay

8532 boysenberry ln
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-5895 A-5985

mailto:diceysemantics@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jan Turner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 1:31:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jan Turner

875 Judes Gap Road
Mill Spring, NC 28756

V-5896 A-5986

mailto:janturner98@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rita Burns-Wooten
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 1:43:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rita Burns-Wooten

1150 35th St. Pl. NE
Conover, NC 28613

V-5897 A-5987

mailto:burnswooten@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Portia McCracken
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 2:37:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Portia McCracken

917 Forest Hill Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-5898 A-5988

mailto:prmccracken@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: nathan adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 3:01:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

nathan adams

1263B meadowcreek drive
china grove, NC 28023

V-5899 A-5989

mailto:pantherz1fan8@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chelsea Barnes
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 3:11:01 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Chelsea Barnes
2505 TRYON PINES DR
RALEIGH, NC 27603

V-5900 A-5990

mailto:chelsearuth@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: jamie bass
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 4:31:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jamie bass

710 Byrd ridge rd
north Wilkesboro, NC 28659

V-5901 A-5991

mailto:waylondountz04@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anita Stilley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 4:45:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anita Stilley

3916 Mountain Cove Drive
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-5902 A-5992

mailto:anitastilley@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dionne Holliday
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 6:55:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dionne Holliday

165 Ernest Lane
Linden, NC 28356

9195487281

V-5903 A-5993

mailto:dionneholliday03@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Conrad
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 9:19:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Conrad

6212 N. Highland Blvd
Grifton, NC 28530

V-5904 A-5994

mailto:balconrad@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Katherine Kent
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 10:11:14 PM

Dec 5, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Katherine Kent
319 Warmsprings Rd
Alexander, NC 28701-9200
byrdie@afgdistribution.com

V-5905 A-5995

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Anne Nadeau
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 10:18:18 PM

Dec 5, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Anne Nadeau
133 Hedgerow Ct
Cary, NC 27513-4232
acnadeau2@gmail.com

V-5906 A-5996

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Daniela Amortegui
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 10:28:42 PM

Dec 5, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Daniela Amortegui
13517 Idlewild Rd
Matthews, NC 28105-3668
d.amortegui@icloud.com

V-5907 A-5997

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hart Squire
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 10:29:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hart Squire

34 Locust Cove Road
Weaverville, NC 28787

(828) 658-9442

V-5908 A-5998

mailto:unique@main.nc.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shifra Nerenberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 10:37:42 PM

Dec 5, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Shifra Nerenberg
PO Box 16502
Asheville, NC 28816-0502
shifra.carolinamornings@gmail.com

V-5909 A-5999

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Nicole Parris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 10:44:09 PM

Dec 5, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nicole Parris
205 Arbor Ln
Hendersonville, NC 28791-8852
nicoleparris@yahoo.com

V-5910 A-6000

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: megan bones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 10:49:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

megan bones

103 piney creek court
holly ridge, NC 28445

V-5911 A-6001

mailto:whatfineva@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hannah Lawrence
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 10:50:52 PM

Dec 5, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Hannah Lawrence
20 Manor Ridge Ct
Greensboro, NC 27407-5873
hannahlawgv@gmail.com

V-5912 A-6002

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Traversi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 10:52:30 PM

Dec 5, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Susan Traversi
5553 Spence Plantation Ln
Holly Springs, NC 27540-7293
straversi@yahoo.com

V-5913 A-6003

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Madyson Mumma
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 11:04:41 PM

Dec 5, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Madyson Mumma
7009 Brookgreen Ter
Matthews, NC 28104-2205
madyson.mumma@gmail.com

V-5914 A-6004

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Emily Stranahan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 11:05:33 PM

Dec 5, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Emily Stranahan
115 Lonebrook Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-1136
epstranahan@gmail.com

V-5915 A-6005

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Brandon Paul
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 11:09:02 PM

Dec 5, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Brandon Paul
1021 Northshore Dr
Wake Forest, NC 27587-9738
bonehead2131990@gmail.com

V-5916 A-6006

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Marguerite Doman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 11:10:33 PM

Dec 5, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marguerite Doman
3121 Willow Oak Rd
Charlotte, NC 28209-1517
mdoman@aol.com

V-5917 A-6007

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lois Hinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 11:13:10 PM

Dec 5, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lois Hinson
414 Brenda Dr
Albemarle, NC 28001-9750
porterfalcon@googlemail.com

V-5918 A-6008

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lyn Carlisle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 11:13:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lyn Carlisle

261 Jacobs Creek
Madison, NC 27025

V-5919 A-6009

mailto:lscarlisle@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: stephanie williamson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 11:28:02 PM

Dec 5, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. stephanie williamson
17 Halyburton St
Canton, NC 28716-4505
stephphoto76@aol.com

V-5920 A-6010

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: leo klausmann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 11:33:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions. Less emissions
 help avoid health problems related to smog, too.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

leo klausmann

1206 james st
apex, NC 27502

V-5921 A-6011

mailto:6317176@gmx.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol-Anne Abbink
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 11:40:33 PM

Dec 5, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Carol-Anne Abbink
12512 Angel Oak Dr
Huntersville, NC 28078-7850
myrtle1987@hotmail.com

V-5922 A-6012

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Roy Franklin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 11:43:24 PM

Dec 5, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Roy Franklin
700 Calabash Rd NW
Calabash, NC 28467-1905
ryfrln@gmail.com

V-5923 A-6013

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Amanda Aaron
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 11:45:01 PM

Dec 5, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amanda Aaron
1230 Hugo Ln
Walnut Cove, NC 27052-6058
amanda09176@yahoo.com

V-5924 A-6014

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jonathan Halperen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 11:50:43 PM

Dec 5, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jonathan Halperen
2606 Wells Ave
Raleigh, NC 27608-1946
jhalperen@yahoo.com

V-5925 A-6015

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Steele
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 05, 2015 11:52:00 PM

Dec 5, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nancy Steele
7003 Hallstead Ct
Wilmington, NC 28411-1067
namorrow@yahoo.com

V-5926 A-6016

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Skyla Kirby
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 12:02:00 AM

Dec 5, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Skyla Kirby
3811 Amandcroft Way
Raleigh, NC 27616-8441
skylakirby98@gmail.com

V-5927 A-6017

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Pamela Keefer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 12:32:31 AM

Dec 5, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Pamela Keefer
103 Sweetgum Ct
Maple, NC 27956-9711
k9designs@centurylink.net

V-5928 A-6018

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Philip Voss
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 1:01:22 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Philip Voss
716 Winding Oak Way
Clayton, NC 27520-7129
pcvoss@gmail.com

V-5929 A-6019

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of debbie cruse
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 1:04:51 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. debbie cruse
399 Reynview Vista Rd
Jackson Springs, NC 27281-9794
crusemd@centurylink.net

V-5930 A-6020

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patrick Jean
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 1:07:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and as the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working toward reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patrick Jean

3910 Herman Sipe Road
Conover, NC 28613

V-5931 A-6021

mailto:PatrickInNC@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Poole
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 1:11:31 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elizabeth Poole
134 Wilshire Ln
Four Oaks, NC 27524-9684
puddieclawdette@gmail.com

V-5932 A-6022

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tracy Campbell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 1:17:43 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tracy Campbell
111 Katie Mays Ct
Taylorsville, NC 28681-8889
tlccivicboy@yahoo.com

V-5933 A-6023

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anna Holmes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 1:25:13 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Anna Holmes
2458 Maplewood Ave
Winston Salem, NC 27103-3535
Aellerneck@aol.com

V-5934 A-6024

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of michaela hill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 1:25:18 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. michaela hill
12930 Settlers Trail Ct
Charlotte, NC 28278-7760
michaela.hill.14@gmail.com

V-5935 A-6025

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Winnie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 1:31:54 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michael Winnie
21335 Pine St
Cornelius, NC 28031-6524
winnie.michael87@gmail.com

V-5936 A-6026

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Dr. Rebecca Powers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 1:36:01 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dr. Rebecca Powers
214 Quail Hollow Rd
Greenville, NC 27858-8970
rebeccapowers595@gmail.com

V-5937 A-6027

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Loren Garland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 1:37:36 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Loren Garland
270 Horse Farm Ln
Cameron, NC 28326-7537
dunenuff528@yahoo.com

V-5938 A-6028

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jamie Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 1:38:54 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jamie Baker
2405 Old Cedarwood Dr NW
Concord, NC 28027-2637
dbjb2009@carolina.rr.com

V-5939 A-6029

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of jennifer oates
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 1:40:33 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. jennifer oates
1816 Fulton Ave
Charlotte, NC 28205-3526
wilyoat@mac.com

V-5940 A-6030

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Roper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 1:47:52 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Donna Roper
9 Blossom Rd
Sylva, NC 28779-7338
donnawonderland@yahoo.com

V-5941 A-6031

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Julie Bell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 1:50:36 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Julie Bell
66 Spruce Pine Ln
Mill Spring, NC 28756-6817
julieabell54@aol.com

V-5942 A-6032

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Hatley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 2:05:54 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Katherine Hatley
1564 Creek Bed Rd
Kernersville, NC 27284-8909
katherinehatley@yahoo.com

V-5943 A-6033

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tracy Smallacombe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 2:33:48 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tracy Smallacombe
160 Queens Cove Way
Whispering Pines, NC 28327-9799
tasmallacombe@gmail.com

V-5944 A-6034

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ryan Comer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 2:43:04 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ryan Comer
516 Broad Creek Loop Rd
Apt 5
Newport, NC 28570-5019
overboardwill@gmail.com

V-5945 A-6035

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Aimee Harling
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 2:55:09 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Aimee Harling
3419 South Pitt St
Farmville, NC 27828-1868
aimeenicole510@gmail.com

V-5946 A-6036

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Schmidt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 3:12:33 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. David Schmidt
265 Hardison Rd
Holly Ridge, NC 28445-7559
david.schmidt924@gmail.com

V-5947 A-6037

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elaine Aarsand
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 3:20:08 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elaine Aarsand
2020 Montrose Ln
Wilmington, NC 28405-6208
elaine@aarsand.com

V-5948 A-6038

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terri Cevet
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 3:22:13 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Terri Cevet
5 Mountain View Ave
Black Mountain, NC 28711-3288
tmcnov59@charter.net

V-5949 A-6039

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of jill silver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 3:35:44 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. jill silver
218 Northern Blvd
Wilmington, NC 28401-6734
jillsilverstudio@gmail.com

V-5950 A-6040

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Linda Meadows
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 3:43:20 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Linda Meadows
150 Etheridge Rd
Manteo, NC 27954-8901
lindameadows94@gmail.com

V-5951 A-6041

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Molly Cozza
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 3:48:04 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Molly Cozza
121 Seawatch Way
Kure Beach, NC 28449-4813
mollymariec@gmail.com

V-5952 A-6042

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of MaryLee Tyndall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 3:52:10 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. MaryLee Tyndall
401 E Jackson St
Mebane, NC 27302-2735
mltisme2@aol.com

V-5953 A-6043

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jacob Warren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 3:53:53 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jacob Warren
1309 S 2nd St
Wilmington, NC 28401-6278
jakobmwarren@gmail.com

V-5954 A-6044

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chandler Lang
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 3:59:24 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Chandler Lang
12313 Lookout Point Dr
Charlotte, NC 28269-8521
chandlerl@gmail.com

V-5955 A-6045

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Elizabeth Warren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 4:01:04 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elizabeth Warren
1610 Ambergate Dr
Waxhaw, NC 28173-6751
lizwarr97@gmail.com

V-5956 A-6046

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Amy Lynn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 4:10:33 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amy Lynn
3408 Warlicks Church Rd
Connelly Springs, NC 28612-7761
lifeofwork2005@yahoo.com

V-5957 A-6047

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Shepley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 8:51:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Shepley

206 Alicia Drive
Marshall, NC 28753

8287774719

V-5958 A-6048

mailto:mashep47@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Danielle Rosander
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 9:34:58 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Danielle Rosander
4816 Red Brush Dr
Mc Leansville, NC 27301-9314
astr323@hotmail.com

V-5959 A-6049

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Belinda Carter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 9:37:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Belinda Carter

2064 Lapham Dr
Leland, NC 28451

V-5960 A-6050

mailto:bjc_atthebeach@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Bilal Laghari
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 9:48:10 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bilal Laghari
135 Cloister Ln
Mooresville, NC 28117-9152
753957@student.iss.k12.nc.us

V-5961 A-6051

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Stephanie Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 10:12:03 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Stephanie Moore
118 Pinecrest Pkwy
Wilmington, NC 28401-7845
stephanie.moore1128@gmail.com

V-5962 A-6052

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of June Gooding
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 10:15:18 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. June Gooding
101 Islander Dr
Emerald Isle, NC 28594-2428
jgooding1943@gmail.com

V-5963 A-6053

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Denise Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 10:17:33 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Denise Miller
12345 dataw lane
Indian trail, NC 28069
neecie70@yahoo.com

V-5964 A-6054

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shawnda Curtis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 10:17:35 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Shawnda Curtis
3729 Chancellorsville Ct
Raleigh, NC 27610-6379
curtis.shawnda@yahoo.com

V-5965 A-6055

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzanne Warren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 12:00:22 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Suzanne Warren
1 Terrace Rd
Asheville, NC 28801-1509
switheringtonwarren@yahoo.com

V-5966 A-6056

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sarah sarah
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 12:01:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

sarah sarah

main street
weaverville, NC 28787

V-5967 A-6057

mailto:joiefivecents@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Ann Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 12:20:36 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ann Wilson
1912 Falcon Pointe Dr Apt G
Winston Salem, NC 27127-4614
annwilson91276@yahoo.com

V-5968 A-6058

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Melissa Springer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 12:23:54 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Melissa Springer
3220 Selwyn Farms Ln Apt 6
Charlotte, NC 28209-5002
Melissa.C.Springer@gmail.com

V-5969 A-6059

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Renee Hinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 12:38:32 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Renee Hinson
79 Griggs Rd
Old Fort, NC 28762-8636
reneehinson13@gmail.com

V-5970 A-6060

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jose Lopez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 2:52:16 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jose Lopez
7712 Vauxhill Dr
Raleigh, NC 27615-3610
joserlopez@gmail.com

V-5971 A-6061

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Austin Dishman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 3:21:35 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Austin Dishman
116 Poplar Ridge Rd
Jacksonville, NC 28546-8711
usmcdish@gmail.com

V-5972 A-6062

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Ashley Martin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 3:25:16 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ashley Martin
104 Parsley Ln
Leland, NC 28451-9354
ashleymartin526@icloud.com

V-5973 A-6063

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Janet Bullins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 3:29:13 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Janet Bullins
1095 Lady Bug Ln
Madison, NC 27025-6605
janetbullins@aol.com

V-5974 A-6064

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Virginia Owen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 3:29:24 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Virginia Owen
528 Mailman Rd
Knightdale, NC 27545-8432
vopainter@aol.com

V-5975 A-6065

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jean Anderson DeVito
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 3:45:47 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jean Anderson DeVito
915 Elderberry Ln SW
Sunset Beach, NC 28468-5837
beachtabbit@atmc.net

V-5976 A-6066

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jon Bartlett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 3:46:13 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jon Bartlett
32 Swannanoa Ave
Asheville, NC 28806-4431
sirwilderness@yahoo.com

V-5977 A-6067

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Marlena Phelps
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 3:47:07 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marlena Phelps
100 Adden Ln Apt B
Hendersonville, NC 28739-6535
mlp0101@msn.com

V-5978 A-6068

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of James Droddy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 4:00:15 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. James Droddy
HP 105 ROOM 110
Camp Lejeune, NC 28542
droddy2hottie@gmail.com

V-5979 A-6069

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hector Perez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 4:04:15 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Hector Perez
306 Ontra Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28311-2741
hectorperez211058@gmail.com

V-5980 A-6070

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat Roberts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 4:20:06 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Pat Roberts
6374 Hanna Ct NW
Concord, NC 28027-2504
Probe122013@yahoo.com

V-5981 A-6071

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Danalaty Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 4:25:54 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Danalaty Brown
406 Luxury Ln
Knightdale, NC 27545-7023
saved01@ymail.com

V-5982 A-6072

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carole Oglesbee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 4:30:04 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Carole Oglesbee
10088 Flowes Store Rd
Midland, NC 28107-9410
secoffsite@carolina.rr.com

V-5983 A-6073

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alicia Swaringen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 4:33:30 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alicia Swaringen
65 Edgewood Rd Apt 3
Asheville, NC 28804-3500
rubiasavage@gmail.com

V-5984 A-6074

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Myra Bronstein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 4:33:48 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Myra Bronstein
340 Concord Pkwy N
Concord, NC 28027-6780
myra.bronstein@gmail.com

V-5985 A-6075

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of APRIL WEATHERMAN
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 4:36:33 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. APRIL WEATHERMAN
5770 Gayray St
Clemmons, NC 27012-9212
aprilweatherman.5@facebook.com

V-5986 A-6076

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darlene buttery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 4:38:21 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Darlene buttery
126 Blythe Dr
Thomasville, NC 27360-9356
dcbuttery@gmail.com

V-5987 A-6077

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of alexia clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 4:41:30 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. alexia clark
grandview dr.
fayetteville, NC 28314
tamahomemiaka@hotmail.com

V-5988 A-6078

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chasta Schneider
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 4:44:52 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Chasta Schneider
2558 Broodmare Dr
Maiden, NC 28650-8803
authorcls12@gmail.com

V-5989 A-6079

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terry Story
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 4:58:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terry Story

3439 buccaneer dr
nags head, NC 27959

V-5990 A-6080

mailto:cindergabby@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Unice McMullen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 5:00:01 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Unice McMullen
415 Savannah Dr
Jacksonville, NC 28546-8673
unice.mcmullen@gmail.com

V-5991 A-6081

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joe Schuch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 5:03:48 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Joe Schuch
1615 Holly Grove Way
Durham, NC 27713-4524
joe.schuch@gmail.com

V-5992 A-6082

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sue Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 5:13:59 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sue Jones
8817 New Britton Hwy E
Whiteville, NC 28472-7869
carissa420@gmail.com

V-5993 A-6083

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Pavlovic
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 5:18:23 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cheryl Pavlovic
10817 Debnam Rd
Zebulon, NC 27597-9342
pavlocdo@aol.com

V-5994 A-6084

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jeenie shank
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 5:21:08 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jeenie shank
2532 White Fence Way
High Point, NC 27265-9307
shankjj@hotmail.com

V-5995 A-6085

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jo Greene
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 5:22:32 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jo Greene
1828 C R Brooks Rd
Granite Falls, NC 28630-8921
myws6@ymail.com

V-5996 A-6086

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of k havner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 5:28:34 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. k havner
Albert St.
Winston Salem, NC 27101
kalina_j@hotmail.com

V-5997 A-6087

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Brooks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 5:28:49 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cindy Brooks
62 Beech Tree Rd
Whittier, NC 28789-8169
cmcbrooks42@yahoo.com

V-5998 A-6088

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DeOnte Coppage
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 5:34:47 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. DeOnte Coppage
1543 Bridle Cir
Greenville, NC 27834-6695
games_4_life82@yahoo.com

V-5999 A-6089

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: judy Lynn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 5:49:18 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. judy Lynn
5748 Three Oaks Dr
Raleigh, NC 27612-6137
judylynn5@gmail.com

V-6000 A-6090

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dani White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 5:58:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am angered that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the
 federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dani White

134 Linwood Rd
Mooresville, NC 28115

V-6001 A-6091

mailto:all23flavors@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat Richardson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 6:05:48 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Pat Richardson
21126 Harken Dr
Cornelius, NC 28031-6250
pwimr@aol.com

V-6002 A-6092

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joshua Lobe
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 6:43:45 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Joshua Lobe
303 South 8th Street
Mebane, NC 27302

V-6003 A-6093

mailto:jwlobe@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Colleen Longo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 7:38:15 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Colleen Longo
10130 Standing Stone Ct
Charlotte, NC 28210-8155
pineapplevista89@gmail.com

V-6004 A-6094

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Alana zander
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 7:57:26 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alana zander
4034 Landover Ln
Raleigh, NC 27616-9026
zandercoupon@gmail.com

V-6005 A-6095

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Andrew King
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 7:59:17 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Andrew King
716 Tanbridge Rd
Wilmington, NC 28405-4031
scubadrew.king@gmail.com

V-6006 A-6096

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jay Hawekotte
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 8:03:04 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jay Hawekotte
107 Acorn Ln
Point Harbor, NC 27964-9604
ncsurfhawk@hotmail.com

V-6007 A-6097

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary-Jo Paull
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 8:11:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary-Jo Paull

9180 Ellis St SE
Winnabow, NC 28479

V-6008 A-6098

mailto:mj_paull@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Morrison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 8:37:03 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Beth Morrison
11630 Clingman Ln
Charlotte, NC 28214-5430
bethie1122@yahoo.com

V-6009 A-6099

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Socorro Sepulveda
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 9:02:52 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Socorro Sepulveda
502 Birchwood Dr
High Point, NC 27262-2410
freckledorage@yahoo.com

V-6010 A-6100

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Luisa Morell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 9:10:17 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Luisa Morell
503 N Wilson St
Walstonburg, NC 27888-8915
morels5@aol.com

V-6011 A-6101

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Blanton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 9:37:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Blanton

2228 Russell Dr
Granite Falls, NC 28630

V-6012 A-6102

mailto:tebmtn@excite.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alton Tyre
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 9:43:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alton Tyre

217 Sawmill Road
Cedar Grove, NC 27231

9197323218

V-6013 A-6103

mailto:altontyre2276@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Valerie Whitfield
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 10:33:43 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Valerie Whitfield
18216
Coulter Pkwy
Cornelius, NC 28031

V-6014 A-6104

mailto:Vwlifecoach@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Michele Olivier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 10:58:15 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michele Olivier
7216 Lace Leaf Way
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526-5447
olivier.michele07@gmail.com

V-6015 A-6105

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erin Hartsoe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 11:05:50 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Erin Hartsoe
161 Poplar Bend Ct N
Randleman, NC 27317-8327
totalperfektion@msn.com

V-6016 A-6106

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Stubenvoll
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 11:10:18 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Patricia Stubenvoll
104 S Widgeon Ct
Grandy, NC 27939-9798
pats645@centurylink.net

V-6017 A-6107

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jensen Nesbit
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 11:23:07 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jensen Nesbit
17 Friendly Way
Asheville, NC 28806-4701
jinesbit@charter.net

V-6018 A-6108

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Megan Stephenson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 11:27:02 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Megan Stephenson
76 Ithica Ln
Bunnlevel, NC 28323-9109
lizzybeth143@gmail.com

V-6019 A-6109

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Isabella Gill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 11:34:29 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Isabella Gill
336 Brightwood Church Rd
Gibsonville, NC 27249-8803
ilyyoutubers@outlook.com

V-6020 A-6110

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherry Belk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 11:43:34 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sherry Belk
421 Cottonwood Cir
Monroe, NC 28110-7803
scbelk1@gmail.com

V-6021 A-6111

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Zac Tomchin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 11:44:16 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Zac Tomchin
9500 Brandemere Ct
Charlotte, NC 28210-1027
ztomchi0@email.cpcc.edu

V-6022 A-6112

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of tiffany Keaton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 11:49:35 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. tiffany Keaton
5545 Sparks Rd
Hamptonville, NC 27020-8351
tnrogersnc@aol.com

V-6023 A-6113

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Courtney Daley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 06, 2015 11:54:30 PM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Courtney Daley
646 glenbale dr
Statesville, NC 28677
courtneydaley.daley@gmail.com

V-6024 A-6114

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Carlos Manosalva
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:02:53 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Carlos Manosalva
520 W 5th St
Charlotte, NC 28202-1823
cmuf06@gmqil.com

V-6025 A-6115

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Crystal Church
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:03:42 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Crystal Church
1135 N First St Apt A
Mebane, NC 27302-8727
Cmcpbt@yahoo.com

V-6026 A-6116

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alicia Butron
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:11:28 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alicia Butron
9 Mace Ave
Asheville, NC 28806-2724
aliciabutron@gmail.com

V-6027 A-6117

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Gregory
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:26:29 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Paul Gregory
218 Dogwood Dr
Wilmington, NC 28403-2010
paul@aquaticsafaris.com

V-6028 A-6118

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of martha lamsayety
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:42:11 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. martha lamsayety
1372 Oak Ave NE
Winnabow, NC 28479-5470
youronenonlylove2172@yahoo.com

V-6029 A-6119

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Newlin Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:43:55 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Newlin Parker
6800 Crescent Moon Ct Apt 101
Raleigh, NC 27606-3184
lulighttec@hotmail.com

V-6030 A-6120

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Samantha Costner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:49:16 AM

Dec 6, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Samantha Costner
1633 E Hudson Blvd
Gastonia, NC 28054-1647
samantha_costner@yahoo.com

V-6031 A-6121

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elain e Shappell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:55:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elain e Shappell

4505 Noland Drive
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-6032 A-6122

mailto:evshappell@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Julia Lasure
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 1:19:24 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Julia Lasure
17314 Shadow Bark Dr
Cornelius, NC 28031-9299
lasurejulia@yahoo.com

V-6033 A-6123

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Hyman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 1:29:51 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Melissa Hyman
135 S Dogwood Trl
Southern Shores, NC 27949-3104
zimzalaz@aol.com

V-6034 A-6124

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Ruberry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 1:35:06 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Beth Ruberry
509 Hidden Hollow Dr
Andrews, NC 28901-9123
bizkit1735@yahoo.com

V-6035 A-6125

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kelly Gordon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 1:50:37 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kelly Gordon
109 North Carolina
Beaufort, NC 28516
kjgordonmitchell@yahoo.com

V-6036 A-6126

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Virginia Garner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 2:11:12 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Virginia Garner
4004 Nc 772 Hwy
Walnut Cove, NC 27052-6663
vsgarner@live.com

V-6037 A-6127

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicole Savard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 2:30:44 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nicole Savard
983 Ramsgate Dr SW
Concord, NC 28025-9222
nsavard1983@gmail.com

V-6038 A-6128

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Cameron Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 2:40:28 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cameron Davis
405 W Morisey Blvd
Clinton, NC 28328-4405
dollarbill.9@hotmail.com

V-6039 A-6129

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of kimberly price
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 3:36:26 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. kimberly price
5709 Julian Airport Rd
Liberty, NC 27298-8036
kimberlyprice36@gmail.com

V-6040 A-6130

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Janet LaCorte
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 3:40:36 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Janet LaCorte
5931 Hidden Meadow Ln
Charlotte, NC 28269-6164
that_girl@cutey.com

V-6041 A-6131

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Hannah King
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 4:20:59 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Hannah King
52 Haney Rd
Alexander, NC 28701-8704
missmarkimoo@gmail.com

V-6042 A-6132

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cecil Seal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 4:24:09 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cecil Seal
7109 Falls Glen Ct
Raleigh, NC 27614-7174
kaiseal01@gmail.com

V-6043 A-6133

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Waverli Almand
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 4:34:34 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Waverli Almand
324 Texas Rd
Montreat, NC 28757
me@waverli.com

V-6044 A-6134

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Trae Perry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 4:38:44 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Trae Perry
110 W Martin St
Eureka, NC 27830-9379
traeperry16@hotmail.com

V-6045 A-6135

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nick Wade
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 4:44:46 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nick Wade
814 Rosemont Ave
Wilmington, NC 28403-2633
nickwadephotography@gmail.com

V-6046 A-6136

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Alexis Keyworth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 4:45:04 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alexis Keyworth
3520 Drawbridge Pkwy
Greensboro, NC 27410-9621
alexis.keyworth11@gmail.com

V-6047 A-6137

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Brendale Todd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 4:46:01 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Brendale Todd
541 Baker Crossroad Rd
Reidsville, NC 27320-7412
btodd0177@yahoo.com

V-6048 A-6138

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hillary Opdyke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 4:46:34 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Hillary Opdyke
506 Cornelia Dr
Graham, NC 27253-4116
heopdyke@yahoo.com

V-6049 A-6139

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jonathan Lund
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 4:48:48 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jonathan Lund
9326 John Russell Rd
Charlotte, NC 28215-7599
dnulnoj@gmail.com

V-6050 A-6140

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of tyna walston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 4:51:05 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. tyna walston
217 Palomar St
Fayetteville, NC 28314-1504
tyna2web@hotmail.com

V-6051 A-6141

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 4:53:42 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lisa Smith
289 Town N Country Dr
Wilkesboro, NC 28697-7536
smithdrnktx@yahoo.com

V-6052 A-6142

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Katherine Stevens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 4:59:40 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Katherine Stevens
3503 River Hills Ct
Greensboro, NC 27410-8301
kstevens67@gmail.com

V-6053 A-6143

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Rachel Gebelein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 5:01:31 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rachel Gebelein
359 Old E King St
Boone, NC 28607-5881
rachelgebelein@gmail.com

V-6054 A-6144

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anjuli Luthra
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 5:08:21 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Anjuli Luthra
Medical Center Blvd
Winston-Salem, NC 27157
jluthra@wakehealth.edu

V-6055 A-6145

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of David Gentry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 5:14:38 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. David Gentry
1935 King George Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28303-3898
davidgentry123@gmail.com

V-6056 A-6146

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 5:33:17 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elizabeth Jackson
101 Bristol Cir
Clayton, NC 27527-7675
domestgoddess@earthlink.net

V-6057 A-6147

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Moodie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 6:09:22 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Laura Moodie
2623 Beechwood St
Greensboro, NC 27403-2001
1gardengoddess@gmail.com

V-6058 A-6148

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Michelle cox
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 6:12:52 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michelle cox
4333 Canova Forest Dr
Conover, NC 28613-9753
michellecox1012@Gmail.com

V-6059 A-6149

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Maija Harrington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 6:19:15 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Maija Harrington
2701 Pickett Rd Apt 2033
Durham, NC 27705-5649
maijaharrington@gmail.com

V-6060 A-6150

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tony Bridgefoot
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 6:31:09 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tony Bridgefoot
5909 Tanson Trl
Marshville, NC 28103-9447
tbridgefoot@btinternet.com

V-6061 A-6151

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Amanda Gallop
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 6:46:00 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amanda Gallop
9005 New Century Rd
Wake Forest, NC 27587-9141
amanleigh76@gmail.com

V-6062 A-6152

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Riley Maness
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 6:46:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Riley Maness

111 Walnut Creek Dr
Goldsboro, NC 27534

V-6063 A-6153

mailto:75c2fdc7@opayq.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of dusty pratt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 6:49:33 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. dusty pratt
3328 Baltimore Rd east bend nc 27018
East Bend, NC 27018-7080
oneida80100@gmail.com

V-6064 A-6154

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Zach Harper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 7:02:37 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Zach Harper
803 S Pollock St
Selma, NC 27576-3000
harperzach@yahoo.com

V-6065 A-6155

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Camille Carr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 7:02:47 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Camille Carr
3101 Seth Williams Blvd
Camp Lejeune, NC 28547-1403
mymelody713@gmail.com

V-6066 A-6156

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pang Khang
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 7:06:57 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Pang Khang
358 soencer rd ne
Conover, NC 28613
pangkhan06@yahoo.com

V-6067 A-6157

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Mihelle Allman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 7:09:07 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mihelle Allman
5105 Southwind Rd
Greensboro, NC 27455-2232
Mlallman22@gmail.com

V-6068 A-6158

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Nathan Gray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 7:23:21 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nathan Gray
3531 9th Infantry St
Fort Bragg, NC 28310-7713
nsg954@yahoo.com

V-6069 A-6159

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Moeez Awan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 7:26:40 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Moeez Awan
957 Silverberry St
Gastonia, NC 28054-1330
moeez.awan15@gmail.com

V-6070 A-6160

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Fritzshall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 7:28:42 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Heather Fritzshall
6225 Independence Place Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28303-0228
heatherfrech@yahoo.com

V-6071 A-6161

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kiyryn Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 7:31:25 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kiyryn Harris
556 Hay River St
Garner, NC 27529-7264
kiyrynh@gmail.com

V-6072 A-6162

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erica Fultz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 7:32:41 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Erica Fultz
4928 Betty Dr NE
Hickory, NC 28601-9712
elf2508@uncw.edu

V-6073 A-6163

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brandy Faulkner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 7:52:08 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Brandy Faulkner
1011 Cleburne St
Greensboro, NC 27408-8427
punxicano95@gmail.com

V-6074 A-6164

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tori Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:07:19 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tori Clark
7608 Humie Olive Rd
Apex, NC 27502-9670
torijaydee@bellsouth.net

V-6075 A-6165

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Alice Skehel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:11:39 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alice Skehel
541 Rose Ave
Wilmington, NC 28403-3439
als1187@uncw.edu

V-6076 A-6166

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sarah McCarthy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:14:53 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sarah McCarthy
125 Plummer Dr
Archdale, NC 27263-2841
sarahmc57@yahoo.com

V-6077 A-6167

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jaedyn Putnam
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:17:54 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jaedyn Putnam
611 E Colonial Ave Apt 2
Elizabeth City, NC 27909-4471
jrputnam99@yahoo.com

V-6078 A-6168

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of clayton Tiderman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:19:04 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. clayton Tiderman
5109 Clear Run Dr
Wilmington, NC 28403-1914
crt9652@uncw.edu

V-6079 A-6169

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Logan Wilmouth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:31:21 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Logan Wilmouth
308 Lance Dr
Elizabeth City, NC 27909-6351
loggymae@gmail.com

V-6080 A-6170

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tevin Charles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:39:01 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tevin Charles
140 White Cedar Ln
Camden, NC 27921-7545
okiboy0813@gmail.com

V-6081 A-6171

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jayme burleson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:47:24 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. jayme burleson
129 Guinea Rd
Moyock, NC 27958-9288
jaymeburleson@gmail.com

V-6082 A-6172

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Henne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:49:08 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. David Henne
12 Birch Pond Dr
Shallotte, NC 28470-6052
davidhenne@hotmail.com

V-6083 A-6173

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Matthews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:57:48 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Susan Matthews
225 Quail Trl
Saluda, NC 28773-8855
skmatthews@rsnet.org

V-6084 A-6174

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: TROY KIRSCHNER
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 9:15:02 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. TROY KIRSCHNER
7821 Bergstrom Dr
Raleigh, NC 27616-3442
ACESpaceKrafters@att.net

V-6085 A-6175

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Vivian Manduca Marquez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 9:15:15 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Vivian Manduca Marquez
314 Pebble Ln
Jacksonville, NC 28546-7929
acuvivy@gmail.com

V-6086 A-6176

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Bailey Mizell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 9:18:38 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bailey Mizell
901 N King St
Windsor, NC 27983-6828
baileymiz829@gmail.com

V-6087 A-6177

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jean Reilein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 9:24:44 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jean Reilein
5219 Woodrun On Tillery
Mount Gilead, NC 27306-9593
jeanreilein@gmail.com

V-6088 A-6178

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: lisa lazarus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 9:29:29 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. lisa lazarus
205 Lake Ct
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-9302
lisa.lazarus@gmail.com

V-6089 A-6179

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tricia Garrett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 9:41:18 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tricia Garrett
3118 Campbell Rd
Raleigh, NC 27606-4424
tricia5919@gmail.com

V-6090 A-6180

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Krista McKinney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 9:51:36 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Krista McKinney
804 Saint Andrews Dr Apt J
Wilmington, NC 28412-8353
krista.mckinney@ymail.com

V-6091 A-6181

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heidi Seymour
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 9:51:37 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Heidi Seymour
107 Stratford Rd
Greenville, NC 27858-4410
seymourh13@students.ecu.edu

V-6092 A-6182

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Dana Arbuckle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 10:04:06 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dana Arbuckle
212 Brambleton Ct
Winston Salem, NC 27106-4961
Luvstmarys@aol.com

V-6093 A-6183

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bobbie Bingham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 10:09:46 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bobbie Bingham
110 E Bessemer Ave
Greensboro, NC 27401-1414
bbinghamlpc@aol.com

V-6094 A-6184

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Haley Marlowe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 10:13:03 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Haley Marlowe
97 Peach St
Clarkton, NC 28433-9629
bripoopscatpoop@gmail.com

V-6095 A-6185

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of mitzi collins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 10:21:15 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. mitzi collins
700 Norman Rd
Mount Airy, NC 27030-9364
mitziccollins@yahoo.com

V-6096 A-6186

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Carol Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 10:22:11 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Carol Smith
PO Box 832
Kitty Hawk, NC 27949-0832
carol.smith074@gmail.com

V-6097 A-6187

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of maria roloff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 10:33:42 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. maria roloff
37 Eden Glen Rd
Black Mountain, NC 28711-7721
marirol250@gmail.com

V-6098 A-6188

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shelly McGahee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 10:36:36 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Shelly McGahee
5705 Davis Mill Rd
Greensboro, NC 27406-8102
mcgah9@aol.com

V-6099 A-6189

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Hubert Sylvester
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 10:47:17 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Hubert Sylvester
210 cable rd
East flat rock, NC 28726
vero.beach_bum@yahoo.com

V-6100 A-6190

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alexis Henderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 10:48:40 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alexis Henderson
12027 Ulsten Ln
Huntersville, NC 28078-3760
alexis_luv_n0@yahoo.com

V-6101 A-6191

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jennifer Daye
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 10:52:07 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jennifer Daye
2015 Bertha St
Winston Salem, NC 27107-1315
jennifer.daye1@gmail.com

V-6102 A-6192

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of felicia millilen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 11:27:16 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. felicia millilen
729 Bragg Dr
Wilmington, NC 28412-0969
cricket.flea65@gmail.com

V-6103 A-6193

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bridgette Pace
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 11:29:08 AM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bridgette Pace
2325 Bear Creek Rd
Leicester, NC 28748-6324
PikaKetchum1234@gmail.com

V-6104 A-6194

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Swing
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 11:58:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Swing

223 Dula Springs Road
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-6105 A-6195

mailto:23butterflies@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chelsea Barnes
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: NC needs a strong set of rules to combat carbon emissions
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:11:40 PM

Dear Ms. Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers state incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low-income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 program, but the draft rules do not include the program. Please address this and include language supporting this
 program in your final rule.

Thank you.

Chelsea Barnes
2505 TRYON PINES DR
RALEIGH, NC 27603

V-6106 A-6196

mailto:chelsearuth@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Rennicks
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:11:49 PM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Jennifer Rennicks
221 Aurora Dr
Asheville, NC 28805

V-6107 A-6197

mailto:jrennicks@cleanenergy.org
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Deborah Stephenson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:12:08 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Deborah Stephenson
11428 Nc 24 27 Hwy
Carthage, NC 28327-8218
dpsweddings@gmail.com

V-6108 A-6198

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine Voss
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:12:22 PM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Christine Voss
106 Locust Ct.
Pine Knoll Shores, NC 28512

V-6109 A-6199

mailto:christinemvoss@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat Moore
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:12:35 PM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Pat Moore
1571 queens rd w
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-6110 A-6200

mailto:jpmoore@carolina.rr.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Mary Cerra
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:16:02 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mary Cerra
2911 Benton Chase St NW
Concord, NC 28027-3432
zx9abi@hotmail.com

V-6111 A-6201

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Presley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:20:28 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jennifer Presley
Riggs road lot 75
Hubert, NC 28539
jpresley_09@hotmail.com

V-6112 A-6202

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kandi trantham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:20:41 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. kandi trantham
100 Cajun Ln
Waynesville, NC 28786-9714
kanditrantham71@gmail.com

V-6113 A-6203

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jeanne Cina
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:22:09 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jeanne Cina
4101 Hoffmeister Dr
Waxhaw, NC 28173-7045
jeannecina@yahoo.com

V-6114 A-6204

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Alma Victoriano
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:28:08 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alma Victoriano
9605 Fir Knoll Rd
Mint Hill, NC 28227-4142
almav151@gmail.com

V-6115 A-6205

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Gross
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:28:16 PM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Robert Gross
160 Ohle Rd
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-6116 A-6206

mailto:rcgross@yanceync.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Perry Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:34:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Perry Smith

414 N 6th St
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-6117 A-6207

mailto:perrysguitar@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Patricia Lyn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:43:12 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Patricia Lyn
10 Pond St
Arden, NC 28704-8500
plyn26@gmail.com

V-6118 A-6208

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennie Hostetler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:43:43 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jennie Hostetler
129 Belle Boyd Dr
Raeford, NC 28376-6731
jungostetler@gmail.com

V-6119 A-6209

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: drusilla blattermann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:46:01 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. drusilla blattermann
3003 Windsor Chase Dr
Matthews, NC 28105-0776
dblattermann@carolina.rr.com

V-6120 A-6210

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Fowler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:46:17 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Linda Fowler
2621 Old Nc 10 Apt B
Hillsborough, NC 27278-8650
candlhack@aol.com

V-6121 A-6211
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From: Christina Modesto
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:48:13 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Christina Modesto
116 Eisenhower Ave
Greensboro, NC 27406-2916
christinamodesto89@yahoo.com

V-6122 A-6212

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: joe zinich
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:49:00 PM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

joe zinich
306 Mountain laurel
Asheville, NC 28805

V-6123 A-6213

mailto:jzinich@bellsouth.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Robin Bateman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:53:29 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Robin Bateman
11514 Helmond Way
Raleigh, NC 27617-4421
aquagirl.robin@gmail.com

V-6124 A-6214
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From: Rebecca Greene
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:55:08 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rebecca Greene
1814 Fillmore Dr
Creedmoor, NC 27522-7029
becca00053@aol.com

V-6125 A-6215

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Michelle Velcich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:55:49 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michelle Velcich
1100 Falls Creek Ln
Charlotte, NC 28209-4725
mvelcich1230@gmail.com

V-6126 A-6216

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Dawn Berliner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 12:58:11 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dawn Berliner
4217 13th St
Nags Head, NC 27959-9221
dawnberliner@gmail.com

V-6127 A-6217

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jody McClung
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: NC needs a strong set of rules to combat carbon emissions
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 1:01:32 PM

Dear Ms. Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers state incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low-income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 program, but the draft rules do not include the program. Please address this and include language supporting this
 program in your final rule.

Thank you.

Jody McClung
103 Waters Edge Drive
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-6128 A-6218

mailto:odessawellness@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Cassie Gavin
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) draft rules upcoming public hearings - speaker sign up question?
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 1:05:28 PM

Thank you for this information Joelle; that is helpful. I'd guess for the Charlotte hearing a safe bet is that at least 100
 attendees will be there - and some portion will wish to speak. I'm less sure about numbers for Raleigh and
 Wilmington.

Thanks again, Cassie

On Mon, Dec 7, 2015 at 12:45 PM, Burleson, Joelle <joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov> wrote:

Hi Ms. Gavin:

We will have attendees sign in (name, whom they represent, and whether they wish to speak) as
 they come in to the hearing and indicate if they would like to speak at the hearing. Speakers
 present in the order that they sign up. It would be helpful if speakers can arrive a bit early given
 that there is the potential for there to be a greater number of speakers on this topic than we
 typically have at hearings. There is not a predetermined number limit on speakers and the hearing
 officer will determine the amount of time allowed per speaker at the hearing depending on how
 many people there are that sign up to speak. In the past for large hearings I have seen about 3
 minutes per speaker.

I hope this is helpful. How many speakers are you expecting from your organization at the three
 hearings?

Have a nice day.

From: Cassie Gavin [mailto:cassie.gavin@sierraclub.org] 
Sent: Monday, November 30, 2015 2:09 PM
To: Burleson, Joelle <joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov>
Subject: 111(d) draft rules upcoming public hearings - speaker sign up question?

Good afternoon Joelle,

I'm reaching out to see if you might have any info on plans for the process of speaker sign
 ups at upcoming public hearings on the draft state rules to comply with 111(d) (Standards
 of Performance for Carbon Dioxide (C02) Emissions for Existing Electric Utility
 Generating Units (EGUs) Under Clean Air Act Section)?

Will members of the public who wish to speak need to arrive early to sign up? How much
 time will speakers be allowed? And will the number of speakers be limited to a
 predetermined number?

Thanks for anything you can share; I realize that the EMC may still be working these details
 out.

V-6129 A-6219

mailto:cassie.gavin@sierraclub.org
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Thanks!

--

Cassie Gavin, Director of Government Relations

Sierra Club - NC Chapter

cassie.gavin@sierraclub.org

19 W. Hargett Street, Suite 210

Raleigh, NC 27601

919.833.8467 x 104

-- 
Cassie Gavin, Director of Government Relations
Sierra Club - NC Chapter
cassie.gavin@sierraclub.org
19 W. Hargett Street, Suite 210
Raleigh, NC 27601

919.833.8467 x 104

V-6130 A-6220

mailto:cassie.gavin@sierraclub.org
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From: kellie truett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 1:08:05 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. kellie truett
1678 Lowell Bethesda Rd
Gastonia, NC 28056-7348
kelliedst357992@gmail.com

V-6131 A-6221

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rita Frost
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: NC needs a strong set of rules to combat carbon emissions
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 1:30:05 PM

Dear Ms. Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers state incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low-income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 program, but the draft rules do not include the program. Please address this and include language supporting this
 program in your final rule.

Thank you.

Rita Frost
68 Craggy Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-6132 A-6222

mailto:rita@dogwoodalliance.org
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tiffany Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 1:36:35 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tiffany Adams
4384 Terrapin Track Rd
Washington, NC 27889-6925
nickynicole8301994@gmail.com

V-6133 A-6223

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Doris Whitfield
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 1:44:55 PM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Doris Whitfield
109 Renwick Ct.
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-6134 A-6224

mailto:doris.whitfield@att.net
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From: Flavia Crovesi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 1:55:35 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Flavia Crovesi
100 Main Street
Charlotte, NC 28176
flavia11@hotmail.com

V-6135 A-6225

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Webb Gardner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 2:11:18 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Webb Gardner
1300 Leclair St
Chapel Hill, NC 27517-3033
webb@unc.edu

V-6136 A-6226

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lauren Self
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 2:14:33 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lauren Self
8715 Parkland Cir
Charlotte, NC 28227-0623
Selflrose3634@hotmail.com

V-6137 A-6227

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Paula Mazzoccante
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 2:19:33 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Paula Mazzoccante
5422 Sun Coast Dr
Wilmington, NC 28411-6514
pmcarina@hotmail.com

V-6138 A-6228
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From: Care2 on behalf of Rebecca Welborn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 2:20:50 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rebecca Welborn
3 Hodge Ct
Greensboro, NC 27407-6760
Beckawaye@yahoo.com

V-6139 A-6229

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeanine Kimmer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 2:20:55 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jeanine Kimmer
3128 Joyner Rd
Harmony, NC 28634-9473
jeanine.kimmer@gmail.com

V-6140 A-6230

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: SHARON SHIBLEY
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 2:33:30 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. SHARON SHIBLEY
2401 Sandare Dr
Zebulon, NC 27597-7655
NIKKI27616@YAHOO.COM

V-6141 A-6231

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Ursula Campos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 2:36:08 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ursula Campos
79 Clearwater Harbour
Sanford, NC 27332-6601
uhcmapos@yahoo.com

V-6142 A-6232
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From: Carole Larivee
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 3:32:07 PM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Carole Larivee
126 Liberty Church Road
Waynesville, NC 28785

V-6143 A-6233

mailto:larivee@aol.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Robin Mosley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 3:43:09 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Robin Mosley
509 One Half W Henry St
Belmont, NC 28012
r_j_andc@yahoo.com

V-6144 A-6234

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
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From: Nick Foley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 4:18:33 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nick Foley
3425 Glouchester Ln
Greensboro, NC 27410-2415
nafmoomash@yahoo.com

V-6145 A-6235

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: chandra sherrill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 4:18:37 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. chandra sherrill
1720 Village Pl
Winston Salem, NC 27127-5820
sherrillchandra1@gmail.com

V-6146 A-6236

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: tammy livengood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 4:20:44 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. tammy livengood
175 Rosemont Rd
Salisbury, NC 28146-9791
sassypeach66@gmail.com

V-6147 A-6237

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: MARIA MARROQUIN
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 4:27:59 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. MARIA MARROQUIN
227 Zion Church Rd
Mount Olive, NC 28365-9020
M1A2R3Y4MARY@YAHOO.COM

V-6148 A-6238

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sara Vernon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 4:44:13 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sara Vernon
619 Atwater St
Burlington, NC 27215-3601
saravernon@me.com

V-6149 A-6239

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: rhianna collins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 5:08:13 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. rhianna collins
5603 Rush Springs Ct
Summerfield, NC 27358-9747
collinsrhiannam@gmail.com

V-6150 A-6240

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of lisa willingham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 5:08:23 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. lisa willingham
2240 Little Peak Creek Rd
Jefferson, NC 28640-9075
mlwillingham@skybest.com

V-6151 A-6241

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Franklin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 5:12:13 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Stephanie Franklin
15b Cedarwood Dr
Asheville, NC 28803-9666
sfrankli@unca.edu

V-6152 A-6242

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hannah Carothers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 5:17:11 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Hannah Carothers
3590 Stimpson Dr
Pfafftown, NC 27040-8609
hannah.carothers@yahoo.com

V-6153 A-6243

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Goodkind
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 5:36:39 PM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Mary Goodkind
23 Ridgefield Pl
Biltmore Forest, NC 28803

V-6154 A-6244

mailto:mary@lindleyg.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Laping
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 5:46:12 PM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Jane Laping
14 Concord Place
Asheville, NC 28803

V-6155 A-6245

mailto:janelaping@sbcglobal.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lauren Zepp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 6:56:54 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lauren Zepp
6222 Ruffin Ln
Conover, NC 28613-7837
margi101@yahoo.com

V-6156 A-6246

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Sheppard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 7:05:26 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Melissa Sheppard
4927 Legion Rd
Hope Mills, NC 28348-1987
mls1984@nc.rr.com

V-6157 A-6247

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Superior Allah
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 7:12:17 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Superior Allah
2060 Ayrsley Town Blvd
Charlotte, NC 28273-4222
selfuniversal1@aol.com

V-6158 A-6248

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: katrina lazar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 7:14:58 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. katrina lazar
4204 Maple Tree Ct
Colfax, NC 27235-8705
katlazar11@aol.com

V-6159 A-6249

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Henry Ferzola
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 7:35:37 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Henry Ferzola
6077 Blue Ray Dr
Leland, NC 28451-9495
hferzola3@aol.com

V-6160 A-6250

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lauren Walters
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 7:38:45 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lauren Walters
5516 Indian Brook Dr
Matthews, NC 28104-6058
jkdandme@gmail.com

V-6161 A-6251

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Cynthia Tait
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 7:44:20 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cynthia Tait
4185 Appleton Hollow Ave NW
Concord, NC 28027-4502
cynl.tait@gmail.com

V-6162 A-6252

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of NANCY MAINES
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:03:47 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. NANCY MAINES
401 Colington Dr
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948-9568
Burkekatz1@aol.com

V-6163 A-6253

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kierra Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:04:46 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kierra Williams
6014 Albiza Dr
Harrisburg, NC 28075-8373
kierrawilliams0723@gmail.com

V-6164 A-6254

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Holt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:06:31 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sandra Holt
1944 Conners Ct
Burlington, NC 27215-8056
stum.sandra@gmail.com

V-6165 A-6255

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of vin freeman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:12:33 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. vin freeman
5521 Vista View Ct
Raleigh, NC 27612-8701
morgantowntacos@gmail.com

V-6166 A-6256

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elisha Schwabauer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:13:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elisha Schwabauer

1420 James St
Durham, NC 27707

V-6167 A-6257

mailto:lalalaelisha@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tina Kessinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:18:23 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tina Kessinger
6 Waters Rd
Asheville, NC 28805-1334
tkessinger@gmail.com

V-6168 A-6258

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristin Hanrahan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:22:57 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kristin Hanrahan
3707 Tiger Lily Ct
Southport, NC 28461-9097
kristinhanrahan@hotmail.com

V-6169 A-6259

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessika M. Ward
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:23:16 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jessika M. Ward
8201 Lantana Ln
Wilmington, NC 28411-8312
J_salas@hotmail.com

V-6170 A-6260

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Crystal Schlitts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:23:19 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Crystal Schlitts
133 Wood Ct
Winston Salem, NC 27107-8990
knockoutgbs2013@yahoo.com

V-6171 A-6261

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Alex Hartman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:40:07 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alex Hartman
2932 Eagle Crest Ln
Fayetteville, NC 28306-8168
alexhartmanblog@gmail.com

V-6172 A-6262

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Vianca Sanchez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:44:08 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Vianca Sanchez
9892 hwy 705
Eagle Springs, NC 27242
vianky08@gmail.com

V-6173 A-6263

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terri Murphy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:51:17 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Terri Murphy
817 Palmers Grove Church Rd
Hillsborough, NC 27278-9442
terrimurphy817@earthlink.net

V-6174 A-6264

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Lipe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 8:55:22 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sharon Lipe
8808 Webb Rd
Stanfield, NC 28163-9578
zappa11@msn.com

V-6175 A-6265

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Stafford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 9:16:38 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Leslie Stafford
1208 Longleaf Dr
Southport, NC 28461-7703
coastalyoga.om@gmail.com

V-6176 A-6266

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kim Bird
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 9:23:07 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kim Bird
204 Bennington Pkwy
Durham, NC 27713-8668
kimbird246@gmail.com

V-6177 A-6267

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: zoya regensburger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 9:40:51 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. zoya regensburger
3721 Koomen Ln
Raleigh, NC 27606-4437
zoya.c.r.36@gmail.com

V-6178 A-6268

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Millie Allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 9:51:37 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Millie Allen
1000 Acorn Ct
Knightdale, NC 27545-9293
millmill922@gmail.com

V-6179 A-6269

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Ali Bremer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 9:52:02 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ali Bremer
4005 Wright Ave
Charlotte, NC 28211-2474
alisonbremer@yahoo.com

V-6180 A-6270

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Dunkelberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 10:11:05 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jane Dunkelberg
100 Dunks End Rd
Brevard, NC 28712-6558
janewm@embarqmail.com

V-6181 A-6271

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alexandra Akat
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 10:15:27 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alexandra Akat
18416 Harbor Light Blvd
Cornelius, NC 28031-7795
alexandraakat0104@gmail.com

V-6182 A-6272

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rosemarie Sawdon
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 10:33:19 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Rosemarie Sawdon
100 Elderberry Lane
Rougemont, NC 27572

V-6183 A-6273

mailto:sawdon@msn.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of francine keiter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 10:48:10 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. francine keiter
517 Riverwind Dr
Hendersonville, NC 28739-7307
fkeiter@att.net

V-6184 A-6274

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 10:51:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Mitchell

1555 Ferrells Bridge Rd
Louisburg, NC 27549

V-6185 A-6275

mailto:Pegmitch@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Margo MacIntyre
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 11:15:00 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Margo MacIntyre
215 Moonridge Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-9384
margalo215@gmail.com

V-6186 A-6276

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of jamie whitewolf clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 07, 2015 11:23:25 PM

Dec 7, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. jamie whitewolf clark
1844 20th Avenue Dr NE
Hickory, NC 28601-0603
juggafur691@gmail.com

V-6187 A-6277

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kisha smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 1:43:02 AM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. kisha smith
607 N Miller Ave
Statesville, NC 28677-3737
esmith1987@yahoo.com

V-6188 A-6278

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Poole
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 4:41:32 AM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Judith Poole
9010 Highland Hills Dr NE
Leland, NC 28451-8322
jpoole25@bellout.net

V-6189 A-6279

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan Kelly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 5:12:39 AM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Joan Kelly
2112 Ballingarry Dr
Statesville, NC 28625-8292
joane.kelly@hse.ie

V-6190 A-6280

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Natalie unkiewicz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 7:11:56 AM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Natalie unkiewicz
201 Friday Dr
Wilmington, NC 28411-9637
nunkiewicz@yahoo.com

V-6191 A-6281

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: skinner skip
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 8:22:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

skinner skip

3552 tump wilkins road
Stem, NC 27581

V-6192 A-6282

mailto:skijan84@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Hayes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 8:34:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Hayes

147 Spring Hill Lane
Mill Spring, NC 28756

8288948662

V-6193 A-6283

mailto:pnovella@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Sintef
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 8:43:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Sintef

5223 botany bay dr
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-6194 A-6284

mailto:Jaysin1966@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nick Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 8:43:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nick Davis

240 Shady Grove Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-6195 A-6285

mailto:nickdavis80@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mellissa Mader
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 8:58:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.  Even the Ukraine are up and going with their energy programs
 at 95% forward.  I agree -you must start joining the Global Actionaries to pledge health solutions.  It is
 unconscionable able to take the risk with drilling oil in NC Seashore. 

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.
Melissa Mader
21317 Cornelius Street
Cornelius, NC 28031

Sincerely,

Mellissa Mader

21317 Cornelius St
Cornelius, NC 28031

7049879647

V-6196 A-6286

mailto:m_c_mader@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meredith Binder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 9:14:59 AM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Meredith Binder
1100 Andover Rd
Charlotte, NC 28211-1934
mewvet@yahoo.com

V-6197 A-6287

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Carr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 9:15:28 AM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jeff Carr
3101 Seth Williams Blvd
Camp Lejeune, NC 28547-1403
jeffrey.carr@am.dodea.edu

V-6198 A-6288

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Verna
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 9:16:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Verna

1070 Anjanette Lane
Creedmoor, NC 27522

V-6199 A-6289

mailto:katie@r-v-r.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patrick Carney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 9:28:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patrick Carney

6014 Beech Cove Ln
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-6200 A-6290

mailto:Patcarney1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Green
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 9:44:09 AM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Anne Green
312 Old Dutch Rd W
Indian Trail, NC 28079-8761
abgreen@mail.com

V-6201 A-6291

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paula Galwith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 10:12:34 AM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Paula Galwith
1316 Holland Hills Dr
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526-7726
pgalwith1@netzero.com

V-6202 A-6292

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sue Schneider
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 10:17:09 AM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sue Schneider
215 Highview Dr
Youngsville, NC 27596-7910
suz.schneider@hotmail.com

V-6203 A-6293

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julia Murphy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 10:45:41 AM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Julia Murphy
2 Carter Crest Ln
Fletcher, NC 28732-9721
julia.murphy720@gmail.com

V-6204 A-6294

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edward Kensicki
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 10:49:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edward Kensicki

3728 Congeniality Way
Raleigh, NC 27613

9198455005

V-6205 A-6295

mailto:xenographics@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Hennessy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 11:17:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Hennessy

94 Inoli Circle
Brevard, NC 28712

828-877-4961

V-6206 A-6296

mailto:catsathome@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Burns
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 11:42:23 AM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sarah Burns
4402 Harvard Ave
Greensboro, NC 27407-1714
sarahjgolo@gmail.com

V-6207 A-6297

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marcy Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 12:40:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marcy Jackson

157 Shadow Run Road
Hendersonville, NC 28793

V-6208 A-6298

mailto:marcyhr@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Leslie Rowland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 12:48:57 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Leslie Rowland
185 Glendale Ave
Asheville, NC 28803-1337
habitstdesignstudios@yahoo.com

V-6209 A-6299

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martin Hazeltine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 1:01:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martin Hazeltine

7614 Dunbar Dr SW
Sunset Beach, NC 28468

910-575-2546

V-6210 A-6300

mailto:mhazeltine@atmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Styron
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 1:17:08 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lisa Styron
151 Hull Ct
Newport, NC 28570-9424
lisa.styron@gmail.com

V-6211 A-6301

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Starr DiGiacomo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 1:25:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Starr DiGiacomo

Bearwallow Cemetery Rd
Gerton, NC 28735

V-6212 A-6302

mailto:starr1258@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Stephanie Towler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 1:47:47 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Stephanie Towler
1233 Morningside Meadow Ln
Matthews, NC 28104-8553
stephtowler@knights.ucf.edu

V-6213 A-6303

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scott Bornkessel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 2:14:35 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Scott Bornkessel
112 Branchside Ln
Holly Springs, NC 27540-6838
scottbmaps@icloud.com

V-6214 A-6304

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eleni Chouvarda
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 2:21:28 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Eleni Chouvarda
255 Old 19-23
CANDLER, NC 28715
dr_aristea@yahoo.gr

V-6215 A-6305

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Collins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 2:25:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Collins

180 Mountainside Ln
Boone, MA 28607

V-6216 A-6306

mailto:mcrobot1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jason Parsley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 2:41:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jason Parsley

4913 Knob View Court
Winston-Salem, NC 27104

13367936903

V-6217 A-6307

mailto:rjasonparsley@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tina Tinsley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 2:44:28 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tina Tinsley
213 Clayton James Rd
Jacksonville, NC 28540-9587
tinaheather@charter.net

V-6218 A-6308

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: doug franklin
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 2:45:07 PM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

doug franklin
195 D. C. lane
hayesville, NC 28904

V-6219 A-6309

mailto:ldfranklinxx@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: doug franklin
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 2:45:14 PM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

doug franklin
195 D. C. lane
hayesville, NC 28904

V-6220 A-6310

mailto:ldfranklinxx@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Keith Saunders
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 4:22:18 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Keith Saunders
8000 Ives Dr
Oak Ridge, NC 27310-8727
keith.saunders.2001@gmail.com

V-6221 A-6311

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Nickey barn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 4:25:35 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nickey barn
201 Amy Ln
Reidsville, NC 27320-0690
kiowagordon325@gmail.com

V-6222 A-6312

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Zach Whitson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 4:44:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Zach Whitson

182 Normandy Road
Mooresville,  28117

6502699726

V-6223 A-6313

mailto:zach@zwcts.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Monica Bueno
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 4:50:30 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Monica Bueno
1734 Farningham Ln
Burlington, NC 27215-6890
monibueno2@yahoo.com

V-6224 A-6314

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Stephanie Bendfeldt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 4:55:22 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Stephanie Bendfeldt
14120 Lissadell Cir
Charlotte, NC 28277-3137
stephaniebendfeldt@hotmail.com

V-6225 A-6315

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: caryn sumic
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 5:13:05 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. caryn sumic
PO Box 1067
Hildebran, NC 28637-1067
gothicwedding@hotmail.com

V-6226 A-6316

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terry Pope
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 5:21:31 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Terry Pope
393 Lakeside Dr
Aberdeen, NC 28315-5714
tbudpope@yahoo.com

V-6227 A-6317

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Hamza Raja
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 5:23:31 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Hamza Raja
613 Belmont Dr
Archdale, NC 27263-2105
hraja7@yahoo.com

V-6228 A-6318

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ania Syska
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 5:43:40 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ania Syska
1731 Sanridge Wind Ln
Charlotte, NC 28262-3462
asgymnast18@gmail.com

V-6229 A-6319

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ashlee Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 5:45:14 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ashlee Adams
247 Bishop Falls Rd
Wake Forest, NC 27587-1314
ashlee@thesutherland.com

V-6230 A-6320

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randy Whittington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 6:21:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Clean energy is the way to go.

Sincerely,

Randy Whittington

83 Linden Ave
Asheville, NC 28801

V-6231 A-6321

mailto:jrandolphw@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: T S
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 6:43:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

T S

1 ascot point circle
#206
Asheville, NC 28803

V-6232 A-6322

mailto:stakisha@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clair Brake
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 6:55:18 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Clair Brake
537 Cane River School Rd
Burnsville, NC 28714-8104
cbird_3476@yahoo.com

V-6233 A-6323

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scott Jordan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 7:13:32 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Scott Jordan
264 Wildwood Rd
Rutherfordton, NC 28139-6617
wscottjordan@gotmail.com

V-6234 A-6324

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Austin Outlaw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 7:29:47 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Austin Outlaw
21180 Crawford Lake Rd
Laurel Hill, NC 28351-7508
aoutlaw@mail.com

V-6235 A-6325

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Justin Grebe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 7:30:11 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Justin Grebe
297 Brook Glen Dr
Mooresville, NC 28115-7177
ecodieseldynamics@gmail.com

V-6236 A-6326

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Maness
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 7:43:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Maness

111 Walnut Creek Dr
Goldsboro, NC 27534

9197789859

V-6237 A-6327

mailto:mitzi671@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristina Hartwig
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 7:54:22 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kristina Hartwig
127 Lilly Ave
Salisbury, NC 28144-2447
krubyleah@gmail.com

V-6238 A-6328

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sarah Roseboro
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 7:58:37 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sarah Roseboro
12847 Planters Row Dr
Charlotte, NC 28278-0024
sarahroseboro@gmail.com

V-6239 A-6329

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: barbara dougherty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 8:13:29 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. barbara dougherty
1230 Ridgebury Ter
Matthews, NC 28105-8800
docbarb65@mail.org

V-6240 A-6330

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ross Marchese
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 8:16:53 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ross Marchese
203 N Cannon Blvd
Kannapolis, NC 28083-3820
oldskoolrocker24@aol.com

V-6241 A-6331

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Harrison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 9:15:21 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amy Harrison
4025 Forest Oaks Ln
Mebane, NC 27302-9613
amitgood@hotmail.com

V-6242 A-6332

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeannie Hoppenjans
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 9:43:23 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jeannie Hoppenjans
7206 Box Car Ct
Mint Hill, NC 28227-1462
jhoppen@gmail.com

V-6243 A-6333

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald Hughes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 9:44:00 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Donald Hughes
181 Pine Tree Rd
Murphy, NC 28906-5162
donald.hughes89@yahoo.com

V-6244 A-6334

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brianna Greene
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 9:44:59 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Brianna Greene
1326 Bills Creek Rd
Lake Lure, NC 28746-9321
bgreene1990@yahoo.com

V-6245 A-6335

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tracey Crowe
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 10:05:22 PM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Tracey Crowe
3713 Chevington Road
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-6246 A-6336

mailto:traceycrowe@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Erica Jimenez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 10:17:54 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Erica Jimenez
213 Summerlake Dr SW
Concord, NC 28025-5769
ebspears7@gmail.com

V-6247 A-6337

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lee Ann Brumble
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 10:45:28 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lee Ann Brumble
1628 Memorial Dr
Burlington, NC 27215-3592
lbrumble@triad.rr.com

V-6248 A-6338

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Anthony
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 10:46:17 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sarah Anthony
1383 Glen Oaks Rd
Clemmons, NC 27012-9074
chasa200@earthlink.net

V-6249 A-6339

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KnowWho Services
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 10:47:36 PM

Dear NC Division of Air Quality,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ's proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA.  I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina should build upon our state's booming clean energy sector to generate clean, renewable energy that
 will create jobs and investment in our communities.  Unfortunately, the plan put forth by the Department of
 Environmental Quality does not contain any new clean energy requirements. 

Further, our state should take advantage of energy efficiency as the least cost compliance option for reducing carbon
 pollution and, at the same time, help consumers reduce their energy consumption and power bills.  I highly
 encourage DEQ to revise the proposed Clean Power Plan to include clean energy, like solar and wind, as well as
 energy efficiency.

I urge you to take a close look at what has happened in California.  With an economy growing 50% faster than the
 national average, California shows it is possible to increase jobs AND cut harmful emissions-reducing per capita
 energy use and saving citizens money through energy efficiency and cleaner cars.

Thank you and I hope the McCrory administration revises its plan to better protect our communities and make
 significant carbon dioxide reductions.

Sincerely,

Stephen Boletchek 
1106 Elbury Dr
Apex, NC 27502-
sboletchek@gmail.com
9193879588

V-6250 A-6340

mailto:noreply@knowwho.services
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Shawver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 10:49:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Shawver

704 Charlotte Ave
Carolina Beach, NC 28428

V-6251 A-6341

mailto:Shawver@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 11:13:41 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jane Jones
6801 Queensberry Dr
Charlotte, NC 28226-7652
janejones2392@gmail.com

V-6252 A-6342

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherwin Ting
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 11:16:11 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sherwin Ting
8 Fieldcrest Ct
Durham, NC 27713-8110
sherwin.ting@gmail.com

V-6253 A-6343

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ryan Hardin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 11:17:34 PM

Dec 8, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ryan Hardin
601 S College Rd
Wilmington, NC 28403-3201
rmh2363@uncw.edu

V-6254 A-6344

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gerald Roybal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 11:27:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gerald Roybal

2452 Tantelon Pl
Winston-Salem, NC 27127

3365753404

V-6255 A-6345

mailto:xred413x@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Judy Palmieri
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 1:17:23 AM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Judy Palmieri
9553 White Carriage Dr
Wake Forest, NC 27587-6722
tjpalmieri90@gmail.com

V-6256 A-6346

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Fenn Humphrey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 3:14:29 AM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Fenn Humphrey
1000 Spring Garden St
Greensboro, NC 27412-5068
endangeredbydesign@gmail.com

V-6257 A-6347

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Raleigh Stout
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 4:53:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Raleigh Stout

1001 YANCEYVILLE ST APT A
GREENSBORO, NC 27405

V-6258 A-6348

mailto:ac5jw@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Becki Ashford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 8:45:33 AM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Becki Ashford
311 Broad St
Roxboro, NC 27573-5061
gdabfa@gmail.com

V-6259 A-6349

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Desiree Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 8:46:33 AM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Desiree Jackson
5185 Asia Chanel Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27105-9815
alohamoon2169@gmail.com

V-6260 A-6350

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Correa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 9:51:49 AM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kathy Correa
4334 Caney Fork Rd
Cullowhee, NC 28723-8237
pfelegante@frontier.com

V-6261 A-6351

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Cynthia Miles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 9:52:57 AM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cynthia Miles
2765 Scotts Hill Loop Rd
Wilmington, NC 28411-6716
milesclc@hotmail.com

V-6262 A-6352

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hal Trufan
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 10:10:23 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Hal Trufan
6808 Old Forge Dr
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-6263 A-6353

mailto:htrufan@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lanita Breeze
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 10:19:40 AM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lanita Breeze
546 Flat River Church Rd
Roxboro, NC 27574-7882
lanitabreeze82@hotmail.com

V-6264 A-6354

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Maddie Brumble
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 10:21:58 AM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Maddie Brumble
519 Laurel Hill Dr
Burlington, NC 27215-5315
brumble@triad.rr.com

V-6265 A-6355

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eliza Laubach
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 10:50:07 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Eliza Laubach
356 Buckner Branch
Mars Hill, NC 28754

V-6266 A-6356

mailto:eliza@appvoices.org
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie Hansen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:10:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julie Hansen

3340 oaklyn springs dr
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-6267 A-6357

mailto:Julieandpatrick@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lee Andrews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:10:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lee Andrews

1468 Alamance Church Rd
Greensboro, NC 27406

V-6268 A-6358

mailto:lscottandrews@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lorelei Nemcik
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:10:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lorelei Nemcik

605 Runningbrook Lane
Rural Hall, NC 27045

8653135367

V-6269 A-6359

mailto:lnemcik@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anthony Gianoulos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:10:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear sirs
I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anthony Gianoulos

1810 Conley Rd Lot 19
Morganton, NC 28655

8282342329

V-6270 A-6360

mailto:gianoulos@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzan Parrish
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:10:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzan Parrish

713 E. Boyd St Apt. A
Maiden, NC 28650

8284614265

V-6271 A-6361

mailto:sgardella66@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Beger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:11:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Beger

918 Balcombe rd
Rocky Point, NC 28457

9102002030

V-6272 A-6362

mailto:dianebeger1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve O"Neil
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:11:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve O'Neil

134E. Dogwood Ln
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768

8286068939

V-6273 A-6363

mailto:snakesteve@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Valerie Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:12:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Valerie Walker

413 Hurston Circle
Charlotte, NC 28208

V-6274 A-6364

mailto:me@valeriewalker.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Victor Coggins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:12:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Victor Coggins

950 Bruce Coggins rd
Sanford, NC 27332

V-6275 A-6365

mailto:coggins04@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen McConnell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:12:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen McConnell

96 Chestnut Street
Mars Hill, NC 28754

V-6276 A-6366

mailto:Stephenm696@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Hart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:13:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Hart

123 Robin Dr
Advance, NC 27006

V-6277 A-6367

mailto:kimberlyrhart1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tammy Dudley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:13:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tammy Dudley

4211 Murphy School Rd
DURHAM, NC 27705

9194752041

V-6278 A-6368

mailto:tamdudley78@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robyn Cloin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:13:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robyn Cloin

1206 Crows Nest Ct
New Bern, NC 28560

V-6279 A-6369

mailto:robyncloin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Mathews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:13:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Mathews

5100 Tybrook Court Apt 101
Raleigh, NC 27612

9196287338

V-6280 A-6370

mailto:ermathews82@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marl Hendriksen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:13:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

My family, friends, and neighbors support the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise
 in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards
 reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marl Hendriksen

1108 Doverstone
Matthews, NC 28104

V-6281 A-6371

mailto:Soopurstar@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:13:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Allen

1305 Cardinal Pl
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-6282 A-6372

mailto:tallen@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Copley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:13:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Copley

1409 wagon ct
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-6283 A-6373

mailto:Gregcopley@twc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carey Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:13:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carey Scott

7810 Fawnbrook Drive
Hillsborough,  27278

9194773788

V-6284 A-6374

mailto:careygscott@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Junior Wilkinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:13:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Junior Wilkinson

196 Westview rd
Carthage,  28327

6097060024

V-6285 A-6375

mailto:JRCLUBDEAD@AOL.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jerri Andrews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:13:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jerri Andrews

2235 N NC Hwy 87 Lot 23
Elon, NC 27244

3365497605

V-6286 A-6376

mailto:Jerriandrews@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wendy upright
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:13:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wendy upright

183 old mill rd
Penrose, NC 28766

8284214613

V-6287 A-6377

mailto:wendyupright@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emily Shaules
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:13:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Emily Shaules

92 B Louisiana Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-6288 A-6378

mailto:eshaules@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Viral Joshi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:13:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Viral Joshi

4 Starwood Lane
Durham, NC 27712

V-6289 A-6379

mailto:Viralkb210@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maura Egan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:13:41 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maura Egan

1329 woodmanor dr
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-6290 A-6380

mailto:Maeko@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sara Vernon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:13:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed and dismayed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North
 Carolina up to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,'
 the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best
 for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine
 what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. It is your  duty  to protect the
 beautiful natural resources  that have existed in this state for millions of years. Please do the right thing and protect
 our clean air.  Don't sell your soul to the highest bidder.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sara Vernon

619 Atwater Street
Burlington, NC 27215

V-6291 A-6381

mailto:Saravernon@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wendie Arison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:13:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wendie Arison

11 St. Georges Drive
Pinehurst, NC 28374

V-6292 A-6382

mailto:Wendie@arison.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Nelson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:14:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Nelson

2355 Metcalf Drive
Sherrills Ford, NC 28673

V-6293 A-6383

mailto:mcmsvolleyball@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jim Amerault
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:14:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jim Amerault

9209 hunters Greene dr
Zebulon, NC 27597

V-6294 A-6384

mailto:Jamerault@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Finch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:14:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Finch

1414 Carthage St apt 15
Sanford, NC 27330

V-6295 A-6385

mailto:bfinch57@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dan Harvey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:15:15 AM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dan Harvey
35 Henson Cove Rd
Canton, NC 28716-9010
danhar9@gmail.com

V-6296 A-6386

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:15:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Moore

321 Camellia Drive
Washington, NC 27880

V-6297 A-6387

mailto:cathymoore56@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Blair Walter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:15:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Blair Walter

4309 Timberwood Drive
Raleigh, NC 27612

919-880-3211

V-6298 A-6388

mailto:Blairgwalter@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Grace Egly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:15:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Grace Egly

12401 Glanlivet Way
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-6299 A-6389

mailto:gegly99@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Hadlock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:15:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Hadlock

1525 Luther St
Charlotte, NC 28204

15404215862

V-6300 A-6390

mailto:jmhadlock@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacqueline9 White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:16:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacqueline9 White

1231 chronicle ave
Gastonia, NC 28052

7276471876

V-6301 A-6391

mailto:pax4all5@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian Keck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:16:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the EPA's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
 childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to
 increase, we should be working towards REDUCING our carbon emissions.

I am VERY DISAPPOINTED that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up
 to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail. The DEQ is
 denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for us, our community, our energy mix, and
 instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please DO THE RIGHT
 THING and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian Keck

40 Pinedale Rd
Asheville, NC 28805

V-6302 A-6392

mailto:Mrkeckb@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Bernett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:16:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Bernett

10636 Rippling Stream Dr NW
Concord, NC 28027

980-248-1734

V-6303 A-6393

mailto:cvalderrey@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Rayle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:16:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Rayle

15 Borden Ave
Wilmington, NC 28403

910-612-9955

V-6304 A-6394

mailto:Krayle@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ashley Bailey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:16:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ashley Bailey

714 Industrial Ave NE
Wilson, NC 27893

V-6305 A-6395

mailto:ashley_rn09@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mr Murphy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:16:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mr Murphy

PO Box 36
Nashville, NC 27856

V-6306 A-6396

mailto:murphybrnb@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annie McCann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:18:27 AM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Annie McCann
1326 Bills Creek Rd
Lake Lure, NC 28746-9321
annieapplchks@aol.com

V-6307 A-6397

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: S. frazier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:19:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

S. frazier

1220 W. Northwood St
greensboro, NC 27408

3367728889

V-6308 A-6398

mailto:sfrazier127@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rea Lachney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:21:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rea Lachney

2209 Wilmore Dr
Charlotte, NC 28203

7049654916

V-6309 A-6399

mailto:fineline920@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ben Inskeep
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:21:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ben Inskeep

3220 Shire Ln
Apt K
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-6310 A-6400

mailto:bdinskee@gma.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bel Purcell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:24:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bel Purcell

3025 Rice Rd
Matthews, NC 28105

V-6311 A-6401

mailto:idreamajik@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Penny Hooper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:25:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Penny Hooper

PO Box 186
273 East City Rd
smyrna, NC 28579

252-7292521

V-6312 A-6402

mailto:pjhooper@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Corinne Yip
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:25:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Corinne Yip

5128 Nicholas creek circle
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-6313 A-6403

mailto:Chyme@ec.re.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Lane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:28:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Lane

3904 Brandt Lake Ct
Greensboro, NC 27410

3362024869

V-6314 A-6404

mailto:lanedesign@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pam Alterman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:31:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pam Alterman

308 Frenchmans bluff dr
Cary,  27513

V-6315 A-6405

mailto:Pamgator@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angelique Dean
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:31:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angelique Dean

2740 NC 126
Morganton, NC 28655

V-6316 A-6406

mailto:Princessdean10@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: LD Kranz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:31:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

LD Kranz

Pobox 13
Whittier, NC 28789

8287365971

V-6317 A-6407

mailto:kranzla@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jana Albritton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:31:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jana Albritton

7001 Wax Myrtle Court
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-6318 A-6408

mailto:ncjana13@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jill Solow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:32:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jill Solow

3021 Heathstead Place Unit E
Charlotte, NC 28210

7049753300

V-6319 A-6409

mailto:hijilly@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Collins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:32:14 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cindy Collins

PO Box 1625
Sparta, NC 28675

3365291184

V-6320 A-6410

mailto:ccollins50cc27@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Gilliam
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:32:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debra Gilliam

3700 Stonecrest Ct
Raleigh, NC 27612

9198054238

V-6321 A-6411

mailto:debby_gilliam@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Crothers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:35:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

At this point, given the environmental lack of stewardship in NC and poor air quality and heavily-
 polluting,gridlocked "infrastructure" in Charlotte area, I would not want my grandchildren to leave the more
 environmentally healthy State they now live in. 

It is a shame because we had hoped that our daughter and her husband would consider re-locating to Charlotte
 area..but with asthma in the family and award-winning public education, and cleaner water and air where they live;
 we in NC can't compete at this time.  

Please at least raise our environmental standards of behavior for now.  Perhaps in a few years, given stewardship,
 our schools here can compete as well!!  For now, NC won't be getting an engineer who makes state of the art
 medical equipment or an award-winning tech savvy optimization and marketing specialist.  :(  How many more
 educated, productive transplants will NC continue to miss out on? Please raise our standards of expected
 environmental stewardship.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Crothers

273 Castles Gate Drive
Mooresville,  28117

V-6322 A-6412

mailto:Katherinecrothers@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Halverson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:37:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Halverson

13002 peacock lane
Charlotte, NC 28215

7048779195

V-6323 A-6413

mailto:Liberty@sharpdull.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Abbie Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:40:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Abbie Wilson

106 Chatburn Cir
Cary,  27513

V-6324 A-6414

mailto:Wilsonabbie08@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel Scharfenberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:42:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rachel Scharfenberg

2818 Crest Street
Durham, NC 27705

9286790808

V-6325 A-6415

mailto:Sing.sew.love.21@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terah Graybeal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:43:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terah Graybeal

210 seacrest drive
Wrightsville beach, NC 28480

V-6326 A-6416

mailto:Terahgraybeal@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lincoln Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:43:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lincoln Miller

1121 US Hwy 21
Hamptonville, NC 27020

3364687515

V-6327 A-6417

mailto:mlomiller@yadtel.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frances Pinkston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:43:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frances Pinkston

P.O.Box 1748
Weaverville,  28787

828 319 7766

V-6328 A-6418

mailto:Ralph2504@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ethan Campbell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:45:57 AM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ethan Campbell
3106 N Main St
Tarboro, NC 27886-1900
aparkedprius@gmail.com

V-6329 A-6419

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Abby Hancock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:48:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Abby Hancock

165 Simpson Rd
Barco, NC 27917

V-6330 A-6420

mailto:momsmess@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mae Arant
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:49:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mae Arant

106 Morganscliff
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-6331 A-6421

mailto:Dumplingsforobama@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joe Horn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:50:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joe Horn

PO Box 68
Woodleaf, NC 27054

V-6332 A-6422

mailto:togojoe70@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Bunch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:51:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cindy Bunch

PO Box 38
Marshallberg, NC 28553

2523422771

V-6333 A-6423

mailto:ciwibunch@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Froelich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:55:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Froelich

204 Michigan Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

8282061774

V-6334 A-6424

mailto:frodaddy125@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vesta Burnett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:55:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vesta Burnett

pob 2246
banner elk, NC 28604

8288988111

V-6335 A-6425

mailto:organichairdesign@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Lewis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:58:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Lewis

4005 Stoney Creek Church Road
Elon, NC 27244

V-6336 A-6426

mailto:lewisk007@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darragh Fertitta-Boutis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:58:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darragh Fertitta-Boutis

801 Gordon Ct
Pilot Mtn, NC 27041

3362933637

V-6337 A-6427

mailto:dfboutis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tracy Warfield
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 12:04:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tracy Warfield

142 east canvasback dr
Currituck, NC 27929

V-6338 A-6428

mailto:Jtbayville@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Corcoran
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 12:19:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Corcoran

2332 western pk Ln
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-6339 A-6429

mailto:sarahbethcorcoran@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeffrey Egerton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 12:26:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Egerton

207 Sedalia Road
Gibsonville, NC 27249

V-6340 A-6430

mailto:jeff.r.egerton@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Nye
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 12:27:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Nye

1715 Pharview Dr
Ocean Isle Beach, NC 28469

9105407324

V-6341 A-6431

mailto:Cgnyeoib@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emily Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 12:31:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Emily Scott

352 Sandhill Drive
Goldsboro, NC 27530

V-6342 A-6432

mailto:somechicknamedemily@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy LeFevre
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 12:31:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy LeFevre

605 Jones Ferry Rd. Apt. V V-3
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-6343 A-6433

mailto:klefevre.kl@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eileen Litchfield
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 12:34:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eileen Litchfield

6300 Terrace Verde DR.. UNIT 116
Raleigh, NC 27604

9197714133

V-6344 A-6434

mailto:luvspirit@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joy Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 12:38:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joy Smith

26 peace street
Asheville, NC 28806

V-6345 A-6435

mailto:joy.ash333@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: BILLY TAYLOR
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 12:43:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

BILLY TAYLOR

9315 VIRGILINA RD
ROXBORO, NC 27574

V-6346 A-6436

mailto:roxborot@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Virginia Connor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 12:48:08 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Virginia Connor
2178 Sharon Ln
Charlotte, NC 28211-3736
virginiaconnor@carolina.rr.com

V-6347 A-6437

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ashlee Bonham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 12:49:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ashlee Bonham

Po box 341
Knightdale, NC 27545

V-6348 A-6438

mailto:Wynnash330@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Hall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 12:49:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Hall

1200 Memory Ln
Monroe, NC 28112

V-6349 A-6439

mailto:Augustmoon.mwhall@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Josie Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 12:55:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Josie Smith

478 West Hills Drive
Henderson, NC 27537

V-6350 A-6440

mailto:Josiemsmith3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patrick Carney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 1:01:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patrick Carney

6014 Beech Cove Ln
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-6351 A-6441

mailto:Patcarney1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Wheeler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 1:08:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Wheeler

1403 Laurel St
New Bern, NC 28562

V-6352 A-6442

mailto:sndwhlr@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: laura martin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 1:16:03 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. laura martin
2945 Baxter Deaton Ln
Lincolnton, NC 28092-7235
eternallife4me@aol.com

V-6353 A-6443

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Thomas Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 1:20:35 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Thomas Moore
750 Williamsburg Ct NE
Concord, NC 28025-2539
thomasfmoore3@gmail.com

V-6354 A-6444

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Motta
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 1:21:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Motta

22 Yadkin St
Clayton, NC 27520

V-6355 A-6445

mailto:maccagirl1953@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Melissa Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 1:21:46 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Melissa Wilson
8009 Hebron Church Rd
Garner, NC 27529-9162
madntad@aol.com

V-6356 A-6446

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Wells
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 1:25:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Wells

113 Modena Dr
Cary, NC 27513

V-6357 A-6447

mailto:mmwells@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Wells
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 1:26:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Wells

113 Modena Dr
Cary, NC 27513

9196490700

V-6358 A-6448

mailto:mmwells@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leon Penny
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 1:31:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leon Penny

509 Glenwood Ave., #1304
Raleigh,  27603

V-6359 A-6449

mailto:noel99m@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jenny Edwards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 1:37:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jenny Edwards

507 Edney Ridge Road
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-6360 A-6450

mailto:Jenny.edwards@danriver.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: June Gregor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 1:43:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

June Gregor

3506 Ridge Ct
Morganton, NC 28655

828-391-8225

V-6361 A-6451

mailto:gregorsbetterhealth@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Princip
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 1:43:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Princip

2662 Merry Oaks Trl
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-6362 A-6452

mailto:Sprincip22@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: edna schroeer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 1:44:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

edna schroeer

21 shady lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-6363 A-6453

mailto:schroeerb@rocketmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keith Stone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 1:48:31 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Keith Stone
294 W End Blvd
Winston Salem, NC 27101-1234
kstone@crewstone.com

V-6364 A-6454

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ahmed Omar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 1:53:00 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ahmed Omar
942 Athens Dr
Raleigh, NC 27606-1575
Ah900@hotmail.com

V-6365 A-6455

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: carmen Ramos-Kennedy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 2:10:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

carmen Ramos-Kennedy

24 curve st
Asheville, NC 28801

V-6366 A-6456

mailto:carramken@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristen Sampsell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 2:13:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kristen Sampsell

120 Linbrook Drive
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-6367 A-6457

mailto:Ksampsell@nyc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stefanie Milovic
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 2:18:24 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Stefanie Milovic
100 Campus Dr
Elon, NC 27244-9423
sportsycrystal@aol.com

V-6368 A-6458

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Xiaoying Li
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 2:18:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Xiaoying Li

3800 Hobbs Rd
Palnyra Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-6369 A-6459

mailto:xiaoyingli10@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Deirdre Haj
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 2:20:51 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Deirdre Haj
300 Parkview Cres
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-4024
dshine1@earthlink.net

V-6370 A-6460

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bill Carley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 2:22:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bill Carley

8605 Golf Ridge Drive
Charlotte, NC 28277

9104653925

V-6371 A-6461

mailto:billcarleysf@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bobbi Beck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 2:25:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bobbi Beck

3501 J C Galloway Rd
Greenville, NC 27858

2527171813

V-6372 A-6462

mailto:bobbibuehrerbeck@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Morgan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 2:33:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Morgan

105 Mishoe road
Castle Hayne, NC 28429

V-6373 A-6463

mailto:aam1206@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anna Swaringen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 2:45:34 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Anna Swaringen
1131 Bird Dog Trl
Rockwell, NC 28138-8512
Annaswaringen@gmail.com

V-6374 A-6464

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 2:49:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Scott

152 Christopher dr
Kitty hawk, NC 27949

7576500783

V-6375 A-6465

mailto:Qnhnyb7@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Walter Wood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 3:00:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Walter Wood

304 Hedrick St
Beaufott, NC 28516

3019070170

V-6376 A-6466

mailto:Walt@wrwood.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kim Hombs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 3:00:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kim Hombs

16303 Farmchase Court
Charlotte, NC 28277

704-543-8513

V-6377 A-6467

mailto:taoanimal@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Siobhan Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 3:16:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Siobhan Wilson

2010 Fall Dr. Apt h
Wilmington,  28401

V-6378 A-6468

mailto:Siobhanneila@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Hawkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 3:16:07 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mary Hawkins
3614 Hope Valley Rd
Durham, NC 27707-5127
maryhawkins08@gmail.com

V-6379 A-6469

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Liz Shinohara
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 3:49:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Liz Shinohara

69 Greenview Lane
Bath, NC 27808

V-6380 A-6470

mailto:Shinoharaliz@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lashonna Geter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 4:01:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lashonna Geter

460 York Road
Salisbury, NC 28147

V-6381 A-6471

mailto:breanneg84@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Lorch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 4:43:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frank Lorch

1522 Lynway Dr
Charlotte, NC 28203

(704) 442-2539

V-6382 A-6472

mailto:franklorch@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christie Driscoll
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 4:43:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christie Driscoll

2117 Bay St
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-6383 A-6473

mailto:ChristiE.driscoll@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 4:47:11 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Patricia Jones
224 Bloomington Ln
Wilmington, NC 28411-7155
pixiediver1@yahoo.com

V-6384 A-6474

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betty Kluttz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 4:47:32 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Betty Kluttz
109 Wee Loch Dr
Cary, NC 27511-3885
bettykluttz@mindspring.com

V-6385 A-6475

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Wade
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 5:09:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Wade

4317 Woodlawn Dr
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-6386 A-6476

mailto:scwade1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Evan Kirk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 5:14:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Evan Kirk

205 Barnes St
Carrboro, NC 27614

V-6387 A-6477

mailto:emkirk@live.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Laurinda Ammerman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 5:27:12 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Laurinda Ammerman
1200 Brecken Ct
Kannapolis, NC 28081-5783
michelleinwyo@gmail.com

V-6388 A-6478

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Bill Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 5:28:27 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bill Harris
1680 Parham St
Henderson, NC 27536-3979
nitsnatsmusic@gmail.com

V-6389 A-6479

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alvin Gravley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 5:38:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alvin Gravley

pobox346
Rosman, NC 28772

V-6390 A-6480

mailto:dalejarrett1973@Yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Virginia Kellum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 5:46:53 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Virginia Kellum
5308 Baywood Forest Dr
Knightdale, NC 27545-8915
ginkellum@aol.com

V-6391 A-6481

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Monica Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 5:46:58 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Monica Jackson
106a Golda Ave
Asheboro, NC 27203-3316
jackson3488@gmail.com

V-6392 A-6482

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leo Roberson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 6:31:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leo Roberson

3 Wingate Court
Pinehurst, NC 28374

V-6393 A-6483

mailto:lroberson21@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: theresa mcaskill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 7:02:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

theresa mcaskill

3112 lassiter st
durham, NC 27707

V-6394 A-6484

mailto:theresa.mcaskill@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sharon D"Andrea
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 7:04:42 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sharon D'Andrea
1937 Larkhill Dr
Kernersville, NC 27284-8643
shrn37@yahoo.com

V-6395 A-6485

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret (Molly) Urquhart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 7:17:33 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Margaret (Molly) Urquhart
3104 Hillmer Dr
Raleigh, NC 27609-7812
murquharmears@gmail.com

V-6396 A-6486

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Walsh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 7:17:36 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Debra Walsh
8308 Stone Mason Dr
Raleigh, NC 27613-6940
dwalsh1007@aol.com

V-6397 A-6487

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laure Ragen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 7:19:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laure Ragen

118 W Ninth St
Greenville, NC 27834

V-6398 A-6488

mailto:lbrahen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine Evans
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 7:19:43 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Christine Evans
590 Axton Pl NW
Concord, NC 28027-6790
chrisbutchcodyo@gmail.com

V-6399 A-6489

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hen Nills
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 7:46:47 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Hen Nills
1212 little rock Rd
Charlotte, NC 28212
mills1@gmail.com

V-6400 A-6490

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of angela carter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 7:49:59 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. angela carter
1045 Adams Creek Rd
Cherokee, NC 28719-8214
angie.sitel@hotmail.com

V-6401 A-6491

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel Shoemaker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 8:46:32 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rachel Shoemaker
2013 Fall Dr
Wilmington, NC 28401-6842
r.shoemaker21@gmail.com

V-6402 A-6492

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Harrison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 8:55:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Harrison

3634 Sugar Tree Pl
Durham, NC 27713

V-6403 A-6493

mailto:artemisharrison@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sara altshuler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 9:16:28 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. sara altshuler
1714 Valley Ridge Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28303-3365
inuse419@live.com

V-6404 A-6494

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Jude
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 9:16:53 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Patricia Jude
91b Circle Dr
Pittsboro, NC 27312-9303
stpatti1945@gmail.com

V-6405 A-6495

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Charbonneau
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 9:37:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Charbonneau

614 Lakeshore Drive
Goldsboro, NC 27534

V-6406 A-6496

mailto:scharbonneau@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anna Madson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 9:47:29 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Anna Madson
123 Classic Ln
Statesville, NC 28625-2308
illyria@yahoo.com

V-6407 A-6497

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Holt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 9:47:36 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Margaret Holt
8003 McKee Dr
Raleigh, NC 27616-5997
mmolliesangel@aol.com

V-6408 A-6498

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elisabeth Villano
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 9:48:39 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elisabeth Villano
410 Liberty St
Durham, NC 27701-3408
lisavillano69@yahoo.com

V-6409 A-6499

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Nicole Stewart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 9:49:44 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nicole Stewart
4401 Sharon Chase Dr
Charlotte, NC 28215-4922
eventplannernicole@gmail.com

V-6410 A-6500

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: peggy bayless
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 10:17:34 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. peggy bayless
1751 8th Street Dr NE
Hickory, NC 28601-2336
soldbypeggy@surewest.net

V-6411 A-6501

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tracy Mallon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 10:18:34 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tracy Mallon
12$ wild primrose lane
Chapel hill, NC 27514
tracymallon@gmail.com

V-6412 A-6502

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristin Nakajima
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 10:19:38 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kristin Nakajima
1210 Bowfin Ln
Carolina Beach, NC 28428-5567
krisml582@gmail.com

V-6413 A-6503

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ian Kane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 10:46:44 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ian Kane
2-1120 Armisted Rd
Fort Bragg, NC 28310-0001
imk0001@yahoo.com

V-6414 A-6504

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Hostetler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:18:28 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lisa Hostetler
4221 United St
Greensboro, NC 27407-1309
lucyhere@aol.com

V-6415 A-6505

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Roxanne Bush
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 09, 2015 11:20:00 PM

Dec 9, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Roxanne Bush
418 Deerhaven Ln
Hendersonville, NC 28791-8613
roxbush03@gmail.com

V-6416 A-6506

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Victoria Bounds
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 1:20:02 AM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Victoria Bounds
4 robin wood ave
Asheville, NC 28806
bictoriabound@gmail.com

V-6417 A-6507

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: angela hill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 1:31:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

angela hill

3894 old county home rd
nashville, NC 27856

2529074954

V-6418 A-6508

mailto:ahillnashville@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Smathers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 3:47:25 AM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sandra Smathers
1923 Pisgah Hwy
Candler, NC 28715-7139
blackbear1934@gmail.com

V-6419 A-6509

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sally Gray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 4:17:23 AM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sally Gray
3014 Medlin Rd
Monroe, NC 28112-7474
sallygray@carolina.rr.com

V-6420 A-6510

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Conda Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 5:37:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Conda Jones

PO Box 681508
Charlotte, NC 28216

704-516-4867

V-6421 A-6511

mailto:Conda.jones@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amber Lee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 6:48:27 AM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amber Lee
219 Prong Rd
Dunn, NC 28334-7772
estrellia007@Yahoo.com

V-6422 A-6512

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mallory Sutton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 7:18:44 AM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mallory Sutton
2538 Amber Creste Ln
Charlotte, NC 28212-6311
mrhyansutton@gmail.com

V-6423 A-6513

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Godfrey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 7:18:54 AM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jessica Godfrey
103 Cow Trail Ln
Cameron, NC 28326-9251
tigerfish21@hotmail.com

V-6424 A-6514

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dianne Morris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 7:19:01 AM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dianne Morris
PO Box 275
Stanley, NC 28164-0275
ldymorris@bellsouth.net

V-6425 A-6515

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Camila Hanisch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 7:31:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Camila Hanisch

5209 Oakbrook Dr
Durham, NC 27713

9193816807

V-6426 A-6516

mailto:camila.hanisch@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary jo Bacorn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 7:47:47 AM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mary jo Bacorn
2028 Verde Creek Rd
Charlotte, NC 28214-3140
Mjbacorn@gmail.com

V-6427 A-6517

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Virginia Maldonado
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 8:19:35 AM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Virginia Maldonado
3102 Kool Park Rd NE
Hickory, NC 28601-9203
martinlovesginny@aol.com

V-6428 A-6518

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christy Garcia
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 8:19:50 AM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Christy Garcia
1945 Hinshaw Rd
Yadkinville, NC 27055-5211
lovenme3.cg@gmail.com

V-6429 A-6519

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sherry Richey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 8:20:43 AM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sherry Richey
506 W 7th St
Newton, NC 28658-3804
strichey44@yahoo.com

V-6430 A-6520

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Catherine Chickos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 8:20:50 AM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Catherine Chickos
5200 Hallmark Rd
Durham, NC 27712-2058
maurovisioncare@yahoo.com

V-6431 A-6521

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of joan Naylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 8:20:54 AM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. joan Naylor
12 Spruce st.
Barnardsville, NC 28709
joannaylor@gmail.com

V-6432 A-6522

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 9:09:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Baker

1381 CBH Lodge Rd
Washington,  27889

V-6433 A-6523

mailto:Tmbaker669@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: MICHAEL FILIPCIC
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 9:19:29 AM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. MICHAEL FILIPCIC
410 Loma Linda Dr
Cape Carteret, NC 28584-9274
m_filipcic@yahoo.com

V-6434 A-6524

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marty Madsen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 9:19:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marty Madsen

401 homepage circle
Apez
Apex, NC 27502

V-6435 A-6525

mailto:rmmadsen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Oliveira
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 9:20:03 AM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Patricia Oliveira
129 Ridgewood Dr
Boone, NC 28607-6207
oliveirapa@email.appstate.edu

V-6436 A-6526

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Mayer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 10:07:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Mayer

3723 Huffine Mill Rd
Gibsonville, NC 27249

V-6437 A-6527

mailto:catluvr7@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jamie Gaudette
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 10:21:19 AM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jamie Gaudette
13535 Cleveland Rd
Garner, NC 27529-7926
jamiesuecerice@hotmail.com

V-6438 A-6528

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Sullivan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 10:49:34 AM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Donna Sullivan
2513 Old Concord Rd
Salisbury, NC 28146-1335
roger_donna@ymail.com

V-6439 A-6529

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ellen Fugere
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 11:18:10 AM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ellen Fugere
22 Whisper River Ct
Sapphire, NC 28774-4507
lefugere@gmail.com

V-6440 A-6530

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rhonda Gibson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 11:21:07 AM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rhonda Gibson
153 Beaver Run S
Canton, NC 28716-3200
rhondagibson18@yahoo.com

V-6441 A-6531

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Helms
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 11:25:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Helms

3340 York Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-6442 A-6532

mailto:kathyhelms1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alex Lewison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 11:50:11 AM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alex Lewison
3208 Central Ave
Charlotte, NC 28205-5521
alexlewison@yahoo.com

V-6443 A-6533

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chelsea Summers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 12:19:34 PM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Chelsea Summers
431 Christian Creek Pl
Cary, NC 27519-6547
xslashizmiherox@aol.com

V-6444 A-6534

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kate Hanline
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 12:29:04 PM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kate Hanline
16211 Hollingbourne Rd
Huntersville, NC 28078-5732
katehanline@gmail.com

V-6445 A-6535

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clare Curtis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 12:57:26 PM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Clare Curtis
717 Carl Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-9359
clare.curtis36@gmail.com

V-6446 A-6536

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Darlene Wallace
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 1:19:52 PM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Darlene Wallace
501 Bridle Ridge Ln Apt 201
Raleigh, NC 27609-2781
dar@thewallaces.cc

V-6447 A-6537

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Dollar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 1:21:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve Dollar

6428 Wilkinson Blvd
#131
Belmont, NC 28012

V-6448 A-6538

mailto:steve@three-dollars.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Walz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 2:51:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Walz

1116 Culpepper Ln
RALEIGH, NC 27610

9198247802

V-6449 A-6539

mailto:pwalz73@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christie Jahn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 2:55:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christie Jahn

1172 Stone Creek Dr
Greenville, NC 27858

V-6450 A-6540

mailto:Cljahn75@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Marty Armstrong
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 3:09:47 PM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marty Armstrong
PO Box 366
Knightdale, NC 27545-0366
martya1226@hotmail.com

V-6451 A-6541

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dana Davi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 3:10:31 PM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dana Davi
3808 Holly Oak Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28314-1285
apashoshit@walla.co.il

V-6452 A-6542

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Amy Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 3:34:00 PM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amy Smith
6 Marsh Landing Ct
Durham, NC 27703-6717
greyghost919@gmail.com

V-6453 A-6543

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Mery Krause
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 3:40:43 PM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mery Krause
22 Old Camby Rd
Asheville, NC 28805-9707
merykrause@mac.com

V-6454 A-6544

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of BRODY DELGADO
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 6:27:48 PM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. BRODY DELGADO
501 Jones Ferry Rd
Carrboro, NC 27510-2189
edelgado@Email.unc.edu

V-6455 A-6545

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Barbour
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 6:39:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Barbour

1526 Tamworth Drive
Charlotte, NC 28210

7049966046

V-6456 A-6546

mailto:bartley.jessica@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynn Burklow
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 7:05:16 PM

I am writing because DEQ must do more to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan by including clean
 zero-emission energy, energy-efficiency, and input from low-income communities in NC’s state implementation
 plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on North Carolina’s state plan to reduce carbon pollution from
 power plants. The federal Clean Power Plan is a tremendous opportunity for the State to not only reduce carbon
 pollution that contributes to climate change but to also improve public health, generate new clean energy jobs, and
 reduce consumers’ electricity bills.

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to
 achieving the carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality
 consider my comments on the draft rules to comply with Section 111 (d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

·         Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.North Carolina
 is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our zero-emission renewable
 energy successes (i.e. wind, solar). Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy must
 be zero-emission. This means  no woody biomass as studies have proven biomass is worse for our climate than
 coal.
·        The state plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community
 involvement, including engagement with vulnerable communities.  The Department of Environmental Quality has
 failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The draft rules do not include this
 documentation.
·         The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean
 energy and energy efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in
 the EPA Program, and should include the voices of NC communities impacted by dangerous pollution caused by
 woody biomass facilities.. The draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment as North Carolina develops its state Clean Power Plan.

Lynn Burklow
17 Trellis cr.
Asheville, NC 28806

V-6457 A-6547

mailto:nanalynn4u@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Debbie Tellman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 7:21:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debbie Tellman

42 S Broad St
Brevard, NC 28712

V-6458 A-6548

mailto:Brackenbak@citcom.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Colleen Musser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 7:29:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Colleen Musser

131 skipwyth circle
Cary, NC 27513

V-6459 A-6549

mailto:Cppsmiles@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Krissy Barber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 7:59:46 PM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Krissy Barber
7716 Arboretum Dr
Charlotte, NC 28270-2363
krissybarber46@outlook.com

V-6460 A-6550

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Southcott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 8:12:38 PM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Paul Southcott
59 Eden Glen Rd
Black Mountain, NC 28711-7721
paranoidepiphany@gmail.com

V-6461 A-6551

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Boyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 8:21:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Boyer

51 Enochs Way
Fletcher,  28732

V-6462 A-6552

mailto:cboyer623@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Gina Nash
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 8:37:22 PM

Dec 10, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gina Nash
311 Walker St
Kannapolis, NC 28081-5417
gina3701@yahoo.com

V-6463 A-6553

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Harold Lorentson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 8:55:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Harold Lorentson

200 Echo Valley Dr
Bryson City, NC 28713

V-6464 A-6554

mailto:hlorentson@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Morgan
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Thursday, December 10, 2015 11:50:21 PM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Michael Morgan
501 Dennis Street
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-6465 A-6555

mailto:bigdog0002000@hotmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 2:45:01 AM

Dec 11, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mark Smith
506 Davie Rd
Carrboro, NC 27510-1912
markthehobo@yahoo.com

V-6466 A-6556

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christina Powers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 3:03:23 AM

Dec 11, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Christina Powers
514 Meredith Ct
Concord, NC 28025-8407
hammocklife1028@gmail.com

V-6467 A-6557

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Robin Pentek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 3:34:14 AM

Dec 11, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Robin Pentek
408 Briarwood Ln
New Bern, NC 28560-9370
robinann92760@yahoo.com

V-6468 A-6558

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marvin Rogers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 4:44:40 AM

Dec 11, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marvin Rogers
2575 Foxfire Ln
Burlington, NC 27217-7085
marvulus55@yahoo.com

V-6469 A-6559

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 4:48:40 AM

Dec 11, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Julie Jones
2334 Arbor View Dr
Cary, NC 27519-7381
radala26@hotmail.com

V-6470 A-6560

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dagney Helms
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 4:57:19 AM

Dec 11, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dagney Helms
6206 Birkdale Valley Dr
Charlotte, NC 28277-4533
dagneyhelms@hotmail.com

V-6471 A-6561

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terri Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 5:07:21 AM

Dec 11, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Terri Smith
311 Brown St
Rockwell, NC 28138-7533
Tpsmith17@aol.com

V-6472 A-6562

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of crystal harlan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 5:07:58 AM

Dec 11, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. crystal harlan
1861 Woodridge Cir
Hickory, NC 28602-5513
christy.harlan@yahoo.com

V-6473 A-6563

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erica Danak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 5:26:21 AM

Dec 11, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Erica Danak
105 Whitechapel Ln
Raeford, NC 28376-8247
edanak@aol.com

V-6474 A-6564

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JAMES GALLMAN
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 5:34:04 AM

Dec 11, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. JAMES GALLMAN
3792 Worthington Pl
Southport, NC 28461-8221
Jim.gallman@gmail.com

V-6475 A-6565

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Mueller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 5:48:28 AM

Dec 11, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jennifer Mueller
235 Springside Dr
Holly Springs, NC 27540-8535
jjjj29@gmail.com

V-6476 A-6566

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patsy King
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 6:47:07 AM

Dec 11, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Patsy King
1288 Gus Hill Rd
Clemmons, NC 27012-7345
kingp98@yahoo.com

V-6477 A-6567

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Valerie Bower
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 6:53:58 AM

Dec 11, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Valerie Bower
PO Box 3482
Boone, NC 28607-0782
valeriebower@gmail.com

V-6478 A-6568

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Fitzpatrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 7:27:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Fitzpatrick

3612 Briarthorne Dr
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-6479 A-6569

mailto:elizaro@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of mark muniz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 7:29:29 AM

Dec 11, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. mark muniz
12326 Jessica Pl
Charlotte, NC 28269-1600
markmuniz69@gmail.com

V-6480 A-6570

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Skylar Dove
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 8:00:33 AM

Dec 11, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Skylar Dove
213 Forest Brook Dr
Cary, NC 27519-5837
sedove@ncsu.edu

V-6481 A-6571

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Robin darch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 8:04:57 AM

Dec 11, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Robin darch
13109 Bold Run Hill Rd
Wake Forest, NC 27587-8003
robin.darch@allentate.com

V-6482 A-6572

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rose Mary Santori
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 8:14:27 AM

Dec 11, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rose Mary Santori
21 W Cotton Ave
Black Mountain, NC 28711-3072
roaldie@juno.com

V-6483 A-6573

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jenne Cogen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 8:19:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jenne Cogen

4790 Winchelsea rd
Winston salem, NC 27104

V-6484 A-6574

mailto:mellomama@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Michelle Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 8:22:38 AM

Dec 11, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michelle Johnson
PO Box 533
High Point, NC 27261-0533
johnsonmichelle528@gmail.com

V-6485 A-6575

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ANDREA AZCARATE
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 9:21:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ANDREA AZCARATE

606 ROSEMONT AVE
Raleigh,  27607

V-6486 A-6576

mailto:andrea_azcarate@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 10:16:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Davis

57 Miller Rd
Candler
Candler, NC 28715

8283297150

V-6487 A-6577

mailto:davisreb@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erin Doyle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 10:37:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erin Doyle

258 Jones Rd
Leicester, NC 28748

V-6488 A-6578

mailto:erindoyle@datasolutionsplus.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dhijana Scott-harmony
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 11:03:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dhijana Scott-harmony

2036 edgewater drive
Harmony Gardens
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-6489 A-6579

mailto:Dhijana@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Makenzie green
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 11:21:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Makenzie green

p.o.box 2834
Boone, NC 28607

8287197205

V-6490 A-6580

mailto:Makenziegreen65@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kim Jacobson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 11:44:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kim Jacobson

6035 Currituck rd
Kitty Hawk, NC 27949

V-6491 A-6581

mailto:Kj12408@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Adams
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 1:50:17 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Amy Adams
2903 Broadstone Rd
Banner Elk, NC 28604

V-6492 A-6582

mailto:ocracoma75@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Lauren Brockman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 2:37:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lauren Brockman

7353 Newport Ave
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-6493 A-6583

mailto:Ltbrockman@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Hughes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 6:37:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Hughes

34 Pleasant Street
Apt. 5A
Woodstock, VT 05091

V-6494 A-6584

mailto:jdh8941@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Haywood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 11, 2015 10:55:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Haywood

501 Oak Island
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-6495 A-6585

mailto:jwalton@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: randy knotts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 8:29:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

randy knotts

105 auburn cove
mt holly, NC 28120

V-6496 A-6586

mailto:dbarandy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Strickland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 8:43:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Strickland

9 BESSEMER CT
GREENSBORO, NC 27401

3362544134

V-6497 A-6587

mailto:paulymonnc@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 4:27:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy White

4005 Waldenbrook Ct
Greensboro, NC 27407

V-6498 A-6588

mailto:judywhite@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Curtis Lee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 8:32:28 PM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Curtis Lee
177 W Trade Rd
Mount Olive, NC 28365-8344
lee408@bellsouth.net

V-6499 A-6589

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tina Baisden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 10:08:53 PM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tina Baisden
530 Brewer Rd
Seagrove, NC 27341-7263
daisychain732002@yahoo.com

V-6500 A-6590

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pattie Treece
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 10:14:26 PM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Pattie Treece
1303 Prospectors Ct
Monroe, NC 28110-9675
pstreece@ymail.com

V-6501 A-6591

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gesila Hargrove
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 10:18:46 PM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gesila Hargrove
45 Ransdell Ln
Louisburg, NC 27549-6807
htickles1@gmail.com

V-6502 A-6592

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Shade
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 10:20:47 PM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cynthia Shade
1408 Hartsfield Forest Dr
Wake Forest, NC 27587-4223
horse.fly@hotmail.com

V-6503 A-6593

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Aila Sundelin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 10:29:13 PM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Aila Sundelin
10 Mint Ln
Asheville, NC 28806-7450
sundelinaila@gmIl.com

V-6504 A-6594

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
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From: Rev. Kevin Baker-Rooks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 10:31:01 PM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rev. Kevin Baker-Rooks
9535 Hinson Dr
Matthews, NC 28105-5557
revkevdoc@gmail.com

V-6505 A-6595

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ralph DeMaria
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 11:01:01 PM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ralph DeMaria
5072 Swinging Bridge Rd
Conover, NC 28613-8431
rfdin2003@aol.com

V-6506 A-6596

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Coleen Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 11:14:56 PM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Coleen Clark
434 Old Causeway Rd
Beaufort, NC 28516-8614
wyonana@hotmail.com

V-6507 A-6597

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
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From: todd papaleo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 11:19:53 PM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. todd papaleo
8309 Raintree Ln
Charlotte, NC 28277-9864
tmpapa@ymail.com

V-6508 A-6598

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maiah Cope
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 11:27:30 PM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Maiah Cope
907 Clay Hill Dr
Knightdale, NC 27545-9285
sillyhat24@gmail.com

V-6509 A-6599

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Don Ward
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 11:30:06 PM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Don Ward
1623 Haw Branch Rd
Chocowinity, NC 27817-9207
familyguy71@live.com

V-6510 A-6600

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Mountz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 11:32:32 PM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Heather Mountz
5516 Scenic Brook Ln
Raleigh, NC 27616-6184
hlmountz@gmail.com

V-6511 A-6601

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Stephen Davidson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 11:35:34 PM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Stephen Davidson
265 Harbor Town Dr
Taylorsville, NC 28681-7644
stevedav@aol.com

V-6512 A-6602

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Timothy Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 11:44:36 PM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Timothy Smith
227 Harbor Landing Dr
Mooresville, NC 28117-9444
timothysmith4654@aol.com

V-6513 A-6603

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Rachel Mecimore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 11:45:36 PM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rachel Mecimore
2629 US 70 East Stonehaven H-5
Valdese, NC 28690
rachel@mecimore.com

V-6514 A-6604

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of angel silvers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 11:46:15 PM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. angel silvers
121 N New Hope Rd
Gastonia, NC 28054-4706
notsuchan_angel@hotmail.com

V-6515 A-6605

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: levie lepinski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 11:50:41 PM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. levie lepinski
43 Pirates Cove Dr
Swansboro, NC 28584-8362
levielepinski21@gmail.com

V-6516 A-6606

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jessica McGee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 12, 2015 11:50:50 PM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jessica McGee
1919 Hornbeck Ct
Raleigh, NC 27614-7049
ourbathtubpoems@gmail.com

V-6517 A-6607

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: loria lowery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 12:01:35 AM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. loria lowery
6121 Cain Forest Dr
Walkertown, NC 27051-9316
lorialowery@yahoo.com

V-6518 A-6608

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of pamela clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 12:01:59 AM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. pamela clark
1804 Piperwood Ct
Durham, NC 27713-4351
busterboysmom@gmail.com

V-6519 A-6609

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lynne Herbst
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 12:03:06 AM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lynne Herbst
103 Spearwood Dr
Goldsboro, NC 27534-8361
lynne.herbst@yahoo.com

V-6520 A-6610

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Breanner Wall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 12:11:30 AM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Breanner Wall
125 Webster Ave
Rockingham, NC 28379-6871
breanner.wall@gmail.com

V-6521 A-6611

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tom Wyble
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 12:18:55 AM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tom Wyble
3017 Oak Ridge Rd
Summerfield, NC 27358-9105
tomwyble@yahoo.com

V-6522 A-6612

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of ginger godard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 12:29:03 AM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. ginger godard
21 Winston Ave
Asheville, NC 28803-1036
ginger.godard@gmail.com

V-6523 A-6613

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Abram Elam
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 12:35:10 AM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Abram Elam
4108 Spring St
Matthews, NC 28105-7220
abelamkms@gmail.com

V-6524 A-6614

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of ROBIN DAVIS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 12:38:20 AM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. ROBIN DAVIS
3307 Burgess Dr
Mebane, NC 27302-9608
DAVISFAMILEY63@HOTMAIL.COM

V-6525 A-6615

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Ben Tzinberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 12:44:20 AM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ben Tzinberg
5 Woodrow Pl
Asheville, NC 28801-1215
btzinberg1@gmail.com

V-6526 A-6616

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Felicetti
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 12:48:51 AM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michelle Felicetti
20 Jefferson Dr
Asheville, NC 28801-3115
mfelic90@gmail.com

V-6527 A-6617

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jessie Birckhead
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 12:54:02 AM

Dec 12, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jessie Birckhead
25 Current Ln
Durham, NC 27712-8964
jessieleebirckhead@gmail.com

V-6528 A-6618

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annadell Sinclair
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 1:10:34 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Annadell Sinclair
7840 Dogwood Dr
Laurinburg, NC 28352-7887
anna_sinclair@alumni.baylor.edu

V-6529 A-6619

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of denetra staton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 1:13:17 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. denetra staton
1402 Taylor St Apt 1
Durham, NC 27703-3044
dstaton0408@yahoo.com

V-6530 A-6620

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandy Windelspecht
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 1:13:38 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sandy Windelspecht
1221 Niley Cook Rd
Blowing Rock, NC 28605-9558
sandyw@ricochetprod.com

V-6531 A-6621

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Erin Schalow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 1:23:43 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Erin Schalow
PO Box 923
Hendersonville, NC 28793-0923
rnsweetbriar@outlook.com

V-6532 A-6622

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of D.M. Pearson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 1:28:14 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. D.M. Pearson
207 Crestline Blvd
Greenville, NC 27834-6815
dpearson20@suddenlink.net

V-6533 A-6623

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Henry Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 1:35:49 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Henry Smith
16 Parkside Pl
Asheville, NC 28804-1324
janehenry1991@gmail.com

V-6534 A-6624

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kevin Tillett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 1:42:52 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kevin Tillett
143 Holly Ridge Rd
Manteo, NC 27954-9360
tkm953@gmail.com

V-6535 A-6625

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: delima mccann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 1:47:47 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. delima mccann
462 Pisgah De
BREVARD, NC 28712-8919
mccnn.lee@gmail.com

V-6536 A-6626

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dorothy Philbrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 1:56:25 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dorothy Philbrick
1832 Wilmore Dr
Charlotte, NC 28203-4619
dvphilbrick@yahoo.com

V-6537 A-6627

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lauren Cannon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 1:59:20 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lauren Cannon
3676 Lake Spring Ave NW
Concord, NC 28027-8183
l.e.connon7@gmail.com

V-6538 A-6628

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of chrs bennett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 2:04:04 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. chrs bennett
412 Dingler Ave
Mooresville, NC 28115-3314
ttennebbc@att.net

V-6539 A-6629

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: joey harrington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 2:07:32 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. joey harrington
32 Lookout Dr
Asheville, NC 28804-3330
joey_h@mac.com

V-6540 A-6630

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Shane McCarthy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 2:07:43 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Shane McCarthy
104 McFalls Rd Apt 1
Asheville, NC 28805-9273
shanemccarthy1994@gmail.com

V-6541 A-6631

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Huguette Meadows
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 2:15:58 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Huguette Meadows
1299 Zion Hill Rd
Marion, NC 28752-9670
pnutboiler@yahoo.com

V-6542 A-6632

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kristen Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 2:23:59 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kristen Anderson
3336 Armstrong Creek Rd
Marion, NC 28752-6576
keschreibs@yahoo.com

V-6543 A-6633

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Randell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 2:27:48 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elizabeth Randell
5033 Junaluska Rd
Boone, NC 28607-7571
icons_er@yahoo.com

V-6544 A-6634

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ania A A
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 2:31:03 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ania A A
2116 McClintock Rd
Charlotte, NC 28205-5157
aapicionek@gmail.com

V-6545 A-6635

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Linda Kanupps
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 2:31:23 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Linda Kanupps
908 Turrentine St
Burlington, NC 27215-6546
lmkanupps0429@yahoo.com

V-6546 A-6636

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kerry Brust
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 2:31:27 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kerry Brust
910 N Saylor St
Southern Pines, NC 28387-3233
kerrybrust66@gmail.com

V-6547 A-6637

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tonyah Gwyn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 2:34:51 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tonyah Gwyn
507 Linville St
Newland, NC 28657-9758
tonyah.gwyn@yahoo.com

V-6548 A-6638

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lisa Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 2:36:15 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lisa Harris
PO Box 491
Stokesdale, NC 27357-0491
Lharris@velocityairinc.net

V-6549 A-6639

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: steven walter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 2:38:26 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. steven walter
222 Kingsport Dr NE
Concord, NC 28025-2986
paintballer2375@gmail.com

V-6550 A-6640

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of grant smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 2:43:55 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. grant smith
7316 Sparhawk Rd
Wake Forest, NC 27587-5493
grant.smith1993@gmail.com

V-6551 A-6641

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Ed Mathis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 2:59:09 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ed Mathis
9 Hawthorne Ln
Youngsville, NC 27596-2083
emathis2015@att.net

V-6552 A-6642

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diana Seward
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:03:39 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Diana Seward
4144 Willow Haven Ct
Raleigh, NC 27616-8703
dsewa4@aol.com

V-6553 A-6643

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sheila jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:04:35 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. sheila jackson
466 Vail Dr
Greenville, NC 27834-0797
syjackson64@yahoo.com

V-6554 A-6644

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Amanda cushman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:08:15 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amanda cushman
1639 Marion Ave
Durham, NC 27705-5808
amandascooking@gmail.com

V-6555 A-6645

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Debbie Nickel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:08:41 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Debbie Nickel
9221 McAlwaine Preserve Ave
Charlotte, NC 28277-5710
debbienickel@ymail.com

V-6556 A-6646

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: renee machel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:08:52 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. renee machel
477 Gable Dr
Raeford, NC 28376-6925
nee8160@yahoo.com

V-6557 A-6647

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emily Sears
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:13:08 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Emily Sears
117 Icenhower Rd
Leicester, NC 28747
mollywolly620@yahoo.com

V-6558 A-6648

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Whitney Clarke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:13:53 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Whitney Clarke
216 Bracken Ct
Raleigh, NC 27615-6101
whitneyclarke@nc.rr.com

V-6559 A-6649

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lori Tse
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:15:11 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lori Tse
73 Hardee Rd
Enfield, NC 27823
lorijtse@cs.com

V-6560 A-6650

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:15:25 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Karen Walker
651 Summit St
Winston Salem, NC 27101-1141
kwalker983@gmail.com

V-6561 A-6651

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of zack young
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:20:04 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. zack young
51 Green Park Ln
Spruce Pine, NC 28777-8240
Zackyoung67@yahoo.com

V-6562 A-6652

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenneth Bend
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:22:02 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kenneth Bend
928 Farmington Rd
Mocksville, NC 27028-7643
kbend928@gmail.com

V-6563 A-6653

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stormy Beveridge
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:24:06 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Stormy Beveridge
2525 Piney Rd
Morganton, NC 28655-9779
wulybunny@yahoo.com

V-6564 A-6654

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kayla Benton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:26:14 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kayla Benton
3520 Stratford Blvd
Wilmington, NC 28403-2635
ncackgrl@Gmail.com

V-6565 A-6655

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Johnny Kroll
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:32:41 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Johnny Kroll
2043 Slick Fisher Rd
Lake Toxaway, NC 28747-8743
pandaseoul@yahoo.com

V-6566 A-6656

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Althea McMinn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:33:07 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Althea McMinn
45 Joyner Ave
Asheville, NC 28806-4307
altheamcminn@thefsi.us

V-6567 A-6657

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Suarez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:41:25 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michael Suarez
1320 Londonderry Cir
Raleigh, NC 27610-4236
miketopia101@gmail.com

V-6568 A-6658

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Gooding
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:44:11 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Joseph Gooding
273 Morning Chase Ln
Clayton, NC 27527-9702
tcboot@aol.com

V-6569 A-6659

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katrina Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:45:34 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Katrina Miller
6717 Arnish Ct
Fayetteville, NC 28306-4541
pebbles1126@hotmail.com

V-6570 A-6660

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: GLENN TAYLOR
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:49:18 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. GLENN TAYLOR
PO Box 1363
Randleman, NC 27317-2363
ediemae39@aol.com

V-6571 A-6661

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of James Sydenstricker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:49:20 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. James Sydenstricker
6215 Dumont Ln
Charlotte, NC 28269-6223
jts1178@gmail.com

V-6572 A-6662

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Watts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:49:40 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michael Watts
2346 Smyre Farm Rd
Newton, NC 28658-8699
wattsmichaelw@gmail.com

V-6573 A-6663

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of James Goodwin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:49:50 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. James Goodwin
8 Sunset Dr
Weaverville, NC 28787-9462
clatu53@hotmail.com

V-6574 A-6664

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Debra Tobin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:50:07 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Debra Tobin
3757 English Oak Dr
Lincolnton, NC 28092-8107
tritobin@charter.net

V-6575 A-6665

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christina Brewer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:51:50 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Christina Brewer
9625 Berryville Ct
Raleigh, NC 27617-7607
christina.m.brewer@aol.com

V-6576 A-6666

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Patricia Hall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:53:05 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Patricia Hall
886 Webb Mill Rd
Four Oaks, NC 27524-8287
pmoore030@gmail.com

V-6577 A-6667

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katina Rodis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:53:31 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Katina Rodis
126 Nordic Trl
Asheville, NC 28804-1970
katinar@aol.com

V-6578 A-6668

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of April Hawkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:53:44 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. April Hawkins
5611 Startown Rd
Newton, NC 28658-8751
ahawkgal@gmail.com

V-6579 A-6669

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Puett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:58:47 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Pamela Puett
1796 Person Rd
Louisburg, NC 27549-7936
ldodge113@aol.com

V-6580 A-6670

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: rusty aven
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:01:15 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. rusty aven
PO Box 202
Kitty Hawk, NC 27949-0202
rusty_aven@yahoo.com

V-6581 A-6671

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julia Wiltshire
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:03:25 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Julia Wiltshire
5544 Sunlight Dr
Durham, NC 27707-9066
jcwiltshire@yahoo.com

V-6582 A-6672

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Terry Cx
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:06:55 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Terry Cx
3418 Balsam Tree Dr
Charlotte, NC 28269-0694
tccox@bellsouth.net

V-6583 A-6673

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Stephanie Barclay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:08:25 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Stephanie Barclay
7250 Pegram Rd
Belews Creek, NC 27009-9789
greeneggs_n_ham72@yahoo.com

V-6584 A-6674

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Howe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:12:06 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Angela Howe
60 Thistle Ln
Fletcher, NC 28732-9488
a_brickey@yahoo.com

V-6585 A-6675

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Matthew Kauppila
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:19:34 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Matthew Kauppila
114 Woodsway Ln
Morganton, NC 28655-9039
mattakauppila@gmail.com

V-6586 A-6676

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Molly Rosch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:20:47 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Molly Rosch
20 Harris Ave
Asheville, NC 28806-2504
molly.rosch@gmail.com

V-6587 A-6677

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kate Duffy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:24:26 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kate Duffy
8829 Rayners Hill Dr
Charlotte, NC 28277-1634
katidid.duffy23@gmail.com

V-6588 A-6678

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Raymond Purton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:27:52 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Raymond Purton
309 Marsh Ct
Raeford, NC 28376-6056
rapurton@nc.rr.com

V-6589 A-6679

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Carol Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:32:12 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Carol Harris
2039 Horizon Ct
Matthews, NC 28104-7280
charris721@aol.com

V-6590 A-6680

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Whitney Walls
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:32:15 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Whitney Walls
1916 Austin Chaney Rd
Wingate, NC 28174-9762
wnwalls.2012@mymail.jcsu.edu

V-6591 A-6681

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Deborah Wampler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:32:51 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Deborah Wampler
935 Flat Rock Church Rd
Louisburg, NC 27549-9183
wampler.deborah@yahoo.com

V-6592 A-6682

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of emilie gallagher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:32:52 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. emilie gallagher
1845 Scotts Hill Loop Rd
Wilmington, NC 28411-6637
coastalgallagher@yahoo.com

V-6593 A-6683

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of jay Robbins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:37:04 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. jay Robbins
1008 Chadwell St
Wake Forest, NC 27587-3701
jayrobbins1@gmail.com

V-6594 A-6684

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of reggie watson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:40:07 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. reggie watson
5214 Eastcrest Rd
Mc Leansville, NC 27301-9676
filbertsbakery@gmail.com

V-6595 A-6685

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: connie shadeed
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:40:40 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. connie shadeed
297 Forest Grove Ave
Jacksonville, NC 28540-5718
conniemarlene@embarqmail.com

V-6596 A-6686

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carra Bastien
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:42:28 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Carra Bastien
326 McCotter Blvd
Havelock, NC 28532-1712
pieceofheaven89@yahoo.com

V-6597 A-6687

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of fitz hamrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:42:57 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. fitz hamrick
17 Arborvale Rd
Asheville, NC 28801-2105
hamrickf@yahoo.com

V-6598 A-6688

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Abril Garma
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:43:50 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Abril Garma
3143 Kelsey Plz
Kannapolis, NC 28081-6500
abygm7@yahoo.com

V-6599 A-6689

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Owens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:45:02 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Barbara Owens
660 S Main St
Jonesville, NC 28642-2728
barbara_owens@ymail.com

V-6600 A-6690

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Melanie Shapiro
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:48:06 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Melanie Shapiro
81 Carolina Shores Dr
Carolina Shores, NC 28467-2602
mojohowitz3330@yahoo.com

V-6601 A-6691

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of GEORGE SPURLOCK
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:51:31 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. GEORGE SPURLOCK
205 Pelican Ln
Clemmons, NC 27012-6984
gspurlock@triad.rr.com

V-6602 A-6692

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie barry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:53:28 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Leslie barry
8207 Lake Providence Dr
Matthews, NC 28104-9540
lahbarry@windstream.net

V-6603 A-6693

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kelly McLucas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:54:09 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kelly McLucas
11616 Charnwood Ct
Charlotte, NC 28277-5652
kamclucas@gmail.com

V-6604 A-6694

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jackie Baumann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:54:46 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jackie Baumann
48 Ocean Blvd
Kitty Hawk, NC 27949-3611
iackie.baumann@gmail.com

V-6605 A-6695

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of ,Nancyann Kershaw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:56:03 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. ,Nancyann Kershaw
112 Summer Dr
Boone, NC 28607-6104
goofball1125@yahoo.com

V-6606 A-6696

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sakshi Sharma
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:56:05 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sakshi Sharma
12925 Darby Chase Dr
Charlotte, NC 28277-2652
sakshi0512@ymail.com

V-6607 A-6697

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Tillett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 5:01:56 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kathryn Tillett
3500 Oleander Dr
Wilmington, NC 28403-0811
kathryntillett@gmail.com

V-6608 A-6698

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: barbara knowles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 5:03:06 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. barbara knowles
701 Hill St
Pineville, NC 28134-6555
aknowles1@PINEVILLEDSL.NET

V-6609 A-6699

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Victoria Nicpon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 5:05:21 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Victoria Nicpon
7510 Southforty Rd
Bahama, NC 27503-9792
vnicpon@nc.rr.com

V-6610 A-6700

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Julie Lupella
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 5:07:47 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Julie Lupella
600 Jordan narron
Selma, NC 27576
jrlupella@gmail.com

V-6611 A-6701

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Bunny Barly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 5:09:19 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bunny Barly
7115 Taunton Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410-8665
bonnieandyoda@gmail.com

V-6612 A-6702

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Casey First
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 5:14:03 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Casey First
23 Jarnaul Ave
Asheville, NC 28804-2219
kc1st@mac.com

V-6613 A-6703

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cari Mustard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 6:11:36 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cari Mustard
3606 Broad Oak Dr
Charlotte, NC 28273-3765
cari@carolina.rr.com

V-6614 A-6704

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Alison Lane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 7:11:23 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alison Lane
7916 Timber Commons Ln
Charlotte, NC 28212-8634
kalisonlane@yahoo.com

V-6615 A-6705

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Walters
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 8:33:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Walters

418 Chapel Point Rd
Lake Lure, NC 28746

V-6616 A-6706

mailto:jandjwalters@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Joe Oliver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 8:41:15 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Joe Oliver
122 High Oak Ct
Pinnacle, NC 27043-9006
Joecreature@gmail.com

V-6617 A-6707

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of John Morris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 9:12:00 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. John Morris
110 Cumberland Ave
Asheville, NC 28801-1712
john@jqmorris.com

V-6618 A-6708

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Maureen Cecchino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 9:12:05 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Maureen Cecchino
20 Mayo St
Raleigh, NC 27603-1532
mrcecchino@hotmail.com

V-6619 A-6709

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Adriana Henderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 9:41:26 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Adriana Henderson
100 Traylee Dr
Wake Forest, NC 27587-5559
thender841@aol.com

V-6620 A-6710

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Julie Tampa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 10:11:51 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Julie Tampa
265 Fairway Dr
Southern Pines, NC 28387-2711
julietampa@nc.rr.com

V-6621 A-6711

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Julie Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 10:47:33 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Julie Smith
5628 Old Pearce Rd
Wake Forest, NC 27587-7279
Julie@steampronc.com

V-6622 A-6712

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: MC Carrigan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 11:03:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

MC Carrigan

1330 5th St NE
NC,  28601

V-6623 A-6713

mailto:Mariacarrigan@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kate Vickery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 11:12:34 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kate Vickery
10101 Grafton Rd
Raleigh, NC 27615-1142
knvickery@gmail.com

V-6624 A-6714

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of MELODY HOWELL
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 11:16:12 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. MELODY HOWELL
2775 Harbour Pointe Ct
Sherrills Ford, NC 28673-9294
melh14@hotmail.com

V-6625 A-6715

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Casey McGuire
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 11:42:12 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Casey McGuire
119 Parkwood Dr
Wilmington, NC 28409-5111
fontsacant.cm@gmail.com

V-6626 A-6716

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dan Gottlieb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 12:15:49 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dan Gottlieb
27 Hillcreek Dr
Asheville, NC 28804-9793
dangottlieb1@gmail.com

V-6627 A-6717

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Howell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 12:16:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Howell

113 Arbor Dr
Greenville, NC 27858

V-6628 A-6718

mailto:susanhowell2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Russ Root
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 12:45:08 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Russ Root
29 Crescent St
Asheville, NC 28801-1905
li4fun1@aol.com

V-6629 A-6719

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacob Garrison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 1:46:05 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jacob Garrison
94 Beale Rd Apt 8
Arden, NC 28704-8602
jacob.97.97.garrison@gmail.com

V-6630 A-6720

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jennifer Behbehani
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 2:42:57 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jennifer Behbehani
PO Box 393
Harrisburg, NC 28075-0393
jbbnad@yahoo.com

V-6631 A-6721

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: martha oneill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 2:44:24 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. martha oneill
334 Caswell Beach Rd
Oak Island, NC 28465-8443
mo@ec.rr.com

V-6632 A-6722

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tabitha Rogers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:11:51 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tabitha Rogers
152 Daisy St
Jacksonville, NC 28546-5105
Tdrogers912@gmail.com

V-6633 A-6723

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of susan snyder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:12:56 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. susan snyder
62 Glenberry Way
Mills River, NC 28759-7412
twinbrud@yahoo.com

V-6634 A-6724

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jason Rush
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 3:14:55 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jason Rush
5161 Windsbury Ridge Rd
Clemmons, NC 27012-7158
jasonbrush1@yahoo.com

V-6635 A-6725

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of lisa farmer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:12:23 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. lisa farmer
12021 Regent Ridge Ln
Charlotte, NC 28278-0016
lisamfarmer@hotmail.com

V-6636 A-6726

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Simpson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:13:03 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mary Simpson
103 S Arcadian Way
Mooresville, NC 28117-9220
Girlloveslife@aol.com

V-6637 A-6727

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Henderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 4:44:50 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amy Henderson
12600 Parks Farm Ln
Charlotte, NC 28277-5628
amy.henderson1122@gmail.com

V-6638 A-6728

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Natalie Gasperini
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 5:12:19 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Natalie Gasperini
G 65 Bear Creek Lane
Asheville, NC 28806
ngasperini@hotmail.com

V-6639 A-6729

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Carol Orr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 5:42:26 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Carol Orr
159 Princeton Ct
Advance, NC 27006-7898
hawkspirit1@gmail.com

V-6640 A-6730

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Olyvia Knight
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 5:44:17 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Olyvia Knight
202 Huffstetler Rd
Gastonia, NC 28056-8556
olyvia.knight064@gaston.k12.nc.us

V-6641 A-6731

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ray Reed
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 6:12:27 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ray Reed
139 Oak Grove Church Rd
Gaston, NC 27832-9031
Denisrdreed@aol.com

V-6642 A-6732

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Julian Van Hoy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 6:12:31 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Julian Van Hoy
132 Buffalo Meadows Rd
West Jefferson, NC 28694-7144
rustyashley@skybest.com

V-6643 A-6733

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Sheets
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 6:12:32 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Linda Sheets
16908 Landings Dr
Huntersville, NC 28078-4984
llsheets@aol.com

V-6644 A-6734

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of pamela messer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 6:43:50 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. pamela messer
PO Box 781
Mooresville, NC 28115-0781
pMesser2015@Gmail.com

V-6645 A-6735

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anna Sadler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 6:43:54 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Anna Sadler
3121 Compatible Way
Raleigh, NC 27603-3175
anna-sadler1@hotmail.com

V-6646 A-6736

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marcy Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 6:45:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marcy Jackson

157 Shadow Run Road
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-6647 A-6737

mailto:marcyhr@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanne Napoli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 6:58:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joanne Napoli

1001 Prologue Road
Durham, NC 27712

9194779315

V-6648 A-6738

mailto:joanne2950@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Waugh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 7:01:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Waugh

250 Lentz Harness Shop Rd N
Mount Pleasant, NC 28124

V-6649 A-6739

mailto:lisa.j.m.waugh@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Ellen Glenn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 7:12:30 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ellen Glenn
104 Deer Run
Asheville, NC 28805-8751
nellecreative@yahoo.com

V-6650 A-6740

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brenda Young
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 7:44:21 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Brenda Young
7316 Winery Ln
Charlotte, NC 28227-8147
byoung2426@carolina.rr.com

V-6651 A-6741

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Verna
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 8:19:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Verna

1070 Anjanette Lane
Creedmoor, NC 27522

9197649209

V-6652 A-6742

mailto:katie@r-v-r.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelly Foster
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 8:43:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kelly Foster

4613 Pine Hollow Road
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-6653 A-6743

mailto:Kdf_11@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Thames
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 9:13:11 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Eric Thames
217 Glensford Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28314-0892
chaosed2@yahoo.com

V-6654 A-6744

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jayne worth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 9:15:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jayne worth

802 n boylan ave
raleigh, NC 27605

9196212253

V-6655 A-6745

mailto:worthjay@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel Ackerman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 9:44:03 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rachel Ackerman
64 Middlemont Ave
Asheville, NC 28806-2557
littleblugrasshopper@yahoo.com

V-6656 A-6746

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 10:42:59 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Deborah Moore
PO Box 5384
Asheville, NC 28813-5384
da_moore3@juno.com

V-6657 A-6747

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Asia Watts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 11:13:59 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Asia Watts
5819 Cherrycrest Ln
Charlotte, NC 28217-4029
madeinasia7@gmail.com

V-6658 A-6748

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Hannah Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 11:43:53 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Hannah Moore
1413 Townsend St
Lumberton, NC 28358-4254
hamichellemo@gmail.com

V-6659 A-6749

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dazah Falls
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 11:43:58 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dazah Falls
901 Echo Glen Rd
Charlotte, NC 28213-5911
dazahfalls@icloud.com

V-6660 A-6750

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Destiny Castro
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 13, 2015 11:44:18 PM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Destiny Castro
4516 Carriage Drive Cir
Charlotte, NC 28205-4918
destiny112597@gmail.com

V-6661 A-6751

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Yajaira Chavez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 12:14:00 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Yajaira Chavez
1406 Wembley Dr
Charlotte, NC 28205-5534
yajaira1228@yahoo.com

V-6662 A-6752

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Evan Grimm
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 12:14:22 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Evan Grimm
10519 Brawley Ln
Charlotte, NC 28215-7350
ib.henrikibsen@gmail.com

V-6663 A-6753

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leona Yohn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 12:43:44 AM

Dec 13, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Leona Yohn
115 Redman Ct
La Grange, NC 28551-7657
leona.yohn@gmail.com

V-6664 A-6754

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katie Grice
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 1:13:42 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Katie Grice
300 S Elliott Rd Ste C
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-5886
elizabee.kg@icloud.com

V-6665 A-6755

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Angela Manning
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 2:14:06 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Angela Manning
PO Box 3324
Huntersville, NC 28070-3324
twoangie@msn.com

V-6666 A-6756

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Kerr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 4:49:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Kerr

6900 North Ridge Dr
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-6667 A-6757

mailto:Ckerr1@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Restrepo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 5:43:40 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Laura Restrepo
7025 Sycamore Grove Ct
Charlotte, NC 28227-3019
l.restrepo98@gmail.com

V-6668 A-6758

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Zila Sanchez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 5:44:10 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Zila Sanchez
5834 Cedars East Ct
Charlotte, NC 28212-0102
zilasanchez1@gmail.com

V-6669 A-6759

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lizette Cabrera
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 6:13:24 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lizette Cabrera
3932 Irvington Dr
Charlotte, NC 28205-4630
Lizette.cabrera0418@gmail.com

V-6670 A-6760

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Angela Izquierdo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 6:13:30 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Angela Izquierdo
3259 Shamrock Dr
Charlotte, NC 28215-3086
gangela1105@gmail.com

V-6671 A-6761

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Orvin Romero
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 6:13:33 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Orvin Romero
7810 Hereford St
Charlotte, NC 28213-5195
orvin16@icloud.com

V-6672 A-6762

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angel Rodriguez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 6:13:46 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Angel Rodriguez
3100 Edsel Pl
Charlotte, NC 28205-4351
rodriguezjovanni10671@gmail.com

V-6673 A-6763

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jasmin Castaneda
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 7:13:57 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jasmin Castaneda
5641 Starkwood Dr
Charlotte, NC 28212-3619
jasmin.castaned@yahoo.com

V-6674 A-6764

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jonathan Lopez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 7:13:58 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jonathan Lopez
2717 Dora Dr
Charlotte, NC 28215-3000
jonathanlopez310@yahoo.com

V-6675 A-6765

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bunni Donohue
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 7:14:07 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bunni Donohue
111 Seaview Ct
Bath, NC 27808-9189
hrlyrabbit56@yahoo.com

V-6676 A-6766

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jeffrey Rhudy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 7:43:36 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jeffrey Rhudy
2715 Rockwood Rd
Greensboro, NC 27408-3233
tio.orso@gmail.com

V-6677 A-6767

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jackie Hernandez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 7:44:07 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jackie Hernandez
6114 Gold Worthy Ct
Charlotte, NC 28212-6999
jackie.hernandez81@yahoo.com

V-6678 A-6768

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine McElwee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:07:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christine McElwee

122 Southern Drive
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-6679 A-6769

mailto:chrismcelwee@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kim Dobesh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:10:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kim Dobesh

386 Rickard Road
Winston Salem, NC 27101

3367259981

V-6680 A-6770

mailto:kim_dobesh@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanne Bunch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:13:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joanne Bunch

1077 Woodland Church Road
Wake Forest, NC 27587

919-570-1692

V-6681 A-6771

mailto:jbunch@us.ibm.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sharon Freeman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:14:05 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sharon Freeman
81 Westwood Pl
Asheville, NC 28806-4223
worldgadabout@yahoo.com

V-6682 A-6772

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: tucker bailey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:16:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

tucker bailey

8175 bean acres road
belews creek, NC 27009

V-6683 A-6773

mailto:tuckerbailey@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barry Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:25:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barry Walker

308 Roxbury Pl
Arden,  28704

828 244-9487

V-6684 A-6774

mailto:watsonwalker@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: tawania davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:26:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

tawania davis

3628 contentnea park lane
griffon, NC 28530

2524954315

V-6685 A-6775

mailto:freeyourself98@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: M.K. Ramm
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:27:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

M.K. Ramm

234 Crawford Road
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-6686 A-6776

mailto:mk.ramm@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles A Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:30:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles A Miller

621 Preston Andrews Rd
Bahama, NC 27503

9199086401

V-6687 A-6777

mailto:cam51@pacbell.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Myers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:31:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pamela Myers

716 Golf House Rd W
Whitsett,  27377

V-6688 A-6778

mailto:Pamela.myers1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Morgan Widmaier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:37:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Morgan Widmaier

10404 Pickerel Lane
Charlotte, NC 28213

V-6689 A-6779

mailto:Grkgoddessm@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Windsor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:39:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Windsor

4335 Sienna Ter
Apt 1D
High Point, NC 27265

V-6690 A-6780

mailto:adataghost@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pokyes Kromtit
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:44:28 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Pokyes Kromtit
109 Chattaroy Dr
Charlotte, NC 28214-9272
pokyeskromtit@gmail.com

V-6691 A-6781

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Motta
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:46:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Motta

22 Yadkin St
Clayton, NC 27520

V-6692 A-6782

mailto:Maccagirl1953@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Colleen Mashburn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:51:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Colleen Mashburn

205 church view dr
Greensboro, NC 27455

V-6693 A-6783

mailto:Colmash19@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Coln
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:51:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Coln

mnalsfkho
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-6694 A-6784

mailto:annescoln@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice Heisey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:55:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janice Heisey

39 River Stone Trail
Asheville, NC 28805

8282790311

V-6695 A-6785

mailto:jnheisey@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Lebing
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 9:01:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Lebing

p.O. Box 462
Waves,  27982

V-6696 A-6786

mailto:Klinnlebing@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Weaver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 9:07:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Weaver

119 W Devonshire St
Winston Salem, NC 27127

V-6697 A-6787

mailto:Everflowingstream@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JOHN OKSANISH
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 9:09:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JOHN OKSANISH

803 MELROSE ST
Apt/Suite
Winston Salem,  27103

9788551806

V-6698 A-6788

mailto:JMOKSBIZ@GMAIL.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Bill Richards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 9:13:45 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bill Richards
530 Planters Ridge Dr
Sunset Beach, NC 28468-6169
cpecdr@atmc.net

V-6699 A-6789

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jean Hart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 9:14:52 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jean Hart
63 Janice Ln
Clinton, NC 28328-8923
finnicum97@hotmail.com

V-6700 A-6790

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Rogelio Gallegos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 9:15:10 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rogelio Gallegos
4308 Somerdale Ln
Charlotte, NC 28205-4679
rogelio.gallegos.05@gmail.com

V-6701 A-6791

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Roth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 9:15:13 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kimberly Roth
305 Woodberry Pl
Jacksonville, NC 28540-4265
fitwithkim@yahoo.com

V-6702 A-6792

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jaime Lowe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 9:22:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jaime Lowe

11829 Pump Station Road
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-6703 A-6793

mailto:jllowe2003@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Hudgens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 9:27:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Hudgens

104 Eastgreen Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-6704 A-6794

mailto:mbhudgens@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Waslo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 9:45:14 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Leslie Waslo
7728 Orchard Park Cir
Harrisburg, NC 28075-8725
leslie@cruisecaptives.com

V-6705 A-6795

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ocean Priselac
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 9:46:18 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ocean Priselac

2004 Pender Avenue
Wilmington, NC 28403

9102332167

V-6706 A-6796

mailto:inthebarrel63@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brinkley Steelhammer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 9:51:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brinkley Steelhammer

116 Ski Haven Place
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-6707 A-6797

mailto:Fightducks@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Samantha Thomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 10:19:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Samantha Thomas

736 N Forest Hills School Rd
Marshville, NC 28103

V-6708 A-6798

mailto:smt3407@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Portia McCracken
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 10:25:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As usual, NC's governing body never fails to miss an opportunity to fail.

I am disappointed but not surprised that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina
 up to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is designed to fail, the
 Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for
 North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what
 is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Portia McCracken

917 Forest Hill Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-6709 A-6799

mailto:prmccracken@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martin Hazeltine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 10:31:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martin Hazeltine

7614 Dunbar Dr SW
Sunset Beach, NC 28468

910-575-2546

V-6710 A-6800

mailto:mhazeltine@atmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Olivia Mungal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 10:37:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Olivia Mungal

806 Englewood St
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-6711 A-6801

mailto:omungal@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 10:49:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Williams

16 Vance Circle
Lexington, NC 27292

3362486530

V-6712 A-6802

mailto:judithjw@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jane kopecky
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 11:07:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jane kopecky

112 drake rd
hampstead, NC 28443

V-6713 A-6803

mailto:jmkopecky@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jannette Lopez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 11:14:15 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jannette Lopez
2717 Dora Dr
Charlotte, NC 28215-3000
jilopez264@gmail.com

V-6714 A-6804

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alice Bestman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 11:16:28 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alice Bestman
4610 Pruett Dr
Morganton, NC 28655-7907
ajbstmn@gmail.com

V-6715 A-6805

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Danyell Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 11:23:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Danyell Scott

PO Box 333
Williamston, NC 27892

V-6716 A-6806

mailto:blindhearted@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ralph Gardner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 11:34:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ralph Gardner

1300 LeClair St
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-6717 A-6807

mailto:rwgii@unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Williemae Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 11:47:22 AM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Williemae Harris
2994 Penny Hill Rd
Greenville, NC 27834-6632
williemharris@hotmail.com

V-6718 A-6808

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kelley Crawford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 12:47:09 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kelley Crawford
12330 Creektree Ct
Charlotte, NC 28278-7221
evekel7@gmail.com

V-6719 A-6809

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Katie Sauerbrey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 12:49:33 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Katie Sauerbrey
487 N Ashe St
Southern Pines, NC 28387-5507
katie.sauerbrey@gmail.com

V-6720 A-6810

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


New signatures

From: mail@changemail.org
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 100 more people signed “Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start protecting clean air”
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 12:57:47 PM

Joelle Burleson – This petition addressed to you on Change.org has new
 activity. See progress and respond to the campaign's supporters.

Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start
 protecting clean air
Petition by NORTH CAROLINA CONSERVATION NETWORK ·
 100 supporters

100 more people signed

View petition activity

RECENT SUPPORTERS

Hassan Abdallah

Indian Trail, NC ·  Dec 14, 2015

Mariesha Crews

Hickory, NC ·  Dec 14, 2015

ted midgett

Manteo, NC ·  Dec 14, 2015

Peter Raines

Greensboro, NC ·  Dec 14, 2015

V-6721 A-6811

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9AA/390KAA/t.1sy/SdoqhLkkQGqbO34cKzIxXw/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLHJORydXxns32cC9EN38di4-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9AA/390KAA/t.1sy/SdoqhLkkQGqbO34cKzIxXw/h0/PI4QvBL3l-2BOH9SHmwuDwC3pIPhGMqPrc16-2B8O81vTP0-3D
mailto:mail@changemail.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9AA/390KAA/t.1sy/SdoqhLkkQGqbO34cKzIxXw/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLHJORydXxns32cC9EN38di4-3D


Lauren Smith

Raleigh, NC ·  Dec 14, 2015

View all 100 supporters

CHANGE.ORG FOR DECISION MAKERS

On Change.org, decision makers like you connect directly with people
 around the world to resolve issues. Respond to let the people petitioning
 you know you're listening, say whether you agree with their call to action,
 or ask them for more information. Learn more.

This notification was sent to daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov, the address listed as
 the decision maker contact by the petition starter. If this is incorrect, please post a
 response to let the petition starter know.

Change.org ·  548 Market St #29993, San Francisco, CA 94104-5401, USA

V-6722 A-6812

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9AA/390KAA/t.1sy/SdoqhLkkQGqbO34cKzIxXw/h2/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLHJORydXxns32cC9EN38di4-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9AA/390KAA/t.1sy/SdoqhLkkQGqbO34cKzIxXw/h3/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDX0-2BGtvfuKANZy6q-2Fgt-2FRi5S8HT6eRej1Fy9iCZx0V-2BVzRWZAbix3xCTUIMuQilsnUG-2BmrFp44SvAYb0jKaOh642JeZo60zJhWr3K6PbjcWmD-2FbPL39f5DLDW-2FG72-2FdQA-3D-3D
mailto:daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9AA/390KAA/t.1sy/SdoqhLkkQGqbO34cKzIxXw/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4MsXID9xTDvzfC7O9-2FHp4CYfwncoX-2Fz9SE-2FEvLZoRZAojrmpNTzc74IWQBW3r6hjdEGhLu66yTj-2FhKcYFYeqBC
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9AA/390KAA/t.1sy/SdoqhLkkQGqbO34cKzIxXw/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4MsXID9xTDvzfC7O9-2FHp4CYfwncoX-2Fz9SE-2FEvLZoRZAojrmpNTzc74IWQBW3r6hjdEGhLu66yTj-2FhKcYFYeqBC


From: susan steffe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 1:01:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

susan steffe

19 willow rd
asheville, NC 28804

V-6723 A-6813

mailto:ststeffe@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelsey Sheehan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 1:13:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kelsey Sheehan

1364 Beaufort Dr
Graham, NC 27253

9195394858

V-6724 A-6814

mailto:kelsey.sheehan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Nancy Morales
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 1:14:23 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nancy Morales
6611 Trammel Ln
Charlotte, NC 28227-8063
nancyamorales98@gmail.com

V-6725 A-6815

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of gretchen coll
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 1:16:34 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. gretchen coll
4 Oakview Pl
Whispering Pines, NC 28327-9472
gretchen.coll@gmail.com

V-6726 A-6816

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thaddeus Szostak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 1:20:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thaddeus Szostak

1103 Dover Rd
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-6727 A-6817

mailto:ted@trctech.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: susan reynolds
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 1:49:41 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. susan reynolds
1115 Grovewood Dr
Charlotte, NC 28208-1619
susanandrew07@yahoo.com

V-6728 A-6818

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Rana Fahey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 2:19:37 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rana Fahey
1513 Heritage Links Dr
Wake Forest, NC 27587-3820
ranakhan0618@aim.com

V-6729 A-6819

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lisa Croyle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 2:19:38 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lisa Croyle
1110 Casey Dr
Wake Forest, NC 27587-7890
lbuote@yahoo.com

V-6730 A-6820

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lashonna Geter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 2:25:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lashonna Geter

460 York Road
Salisbury, NC 28147

V-6731 A-6821

mailto:breanneg84@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Hicks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 2:26:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Hicks

2930 Eddystone Ln
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-6732 A-6822

mailto:gmrichhicks@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Abbie Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 2:31:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Abbie Wilson

106 Chatburn Cir
Cary,  27513

V-6733 A-6823

mailto:Wilsonabbie08@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Josh London
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 2:32:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Josh London

5115 Partha Ln
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-6734 A-6824

mailto:Lelandncinsurance@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: karen callahan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 2:44:37 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. karen callahan
2539 Evans Frazier Rd
Oxford, NC 27565-8007
kcallahan@vancecounty.org

V-6735 A-6825

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Benjamin Burns
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 2:49:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Benjamin Burns

437 N. Broad ST
Seagrove,, NC 27341

3368738066

V-6736 A-6826

mailto:bburns4@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Xavier Parks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 2:50:14 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Xavier Parks
2711 Chari Park Ln
Walkertown, NC 27051-9023
xavierparks@gmail.com

V-6737 A-6827

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Chaika
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 3:03:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Chaika

1016 Hillside Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-6738 A-6828

mailto:perdu93971@mypacks.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Janet Quate
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 3:16:48 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Janet Quate
PO Box 2791
Asheville, NC 28802-2791
quate7@bellsouth.net

V-6739 A-6829

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Greeff-Hansen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 3:48:31 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Linda Greeff-Hansen
2420 Kimberly Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28306-2345
lgreeffhansen1@nc.rr.com

V-6740 A-6830

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lynn Cole
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 3:52:44 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lynn Cole
PO Box 185
Jacksonville, NC 28541-0185
lynncole757@gmail.com

V-6741 A-6831

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jory Froggatt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 3:55:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jory Froggatt

5411 Ashbey Lane
Summerfield, NC 27358

V-6742 A-6832

mailto:Jory.froggatt@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kate Fields
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 4:35:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kate Fields

223 Straight Br
Robbinsville, NC 28771

V-6743 A-6833

mailto:kate@mountainwayrealty.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Monica McKay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 4:44:37 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Monica McKay
101 R and B Ct
Chinquapin, NC 28521-8853
cherokee_80_19@yahoo.com

V-6744 A-6834

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice Palmer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 4:53:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janice Palmer

1800 US 70 W
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-6745 A-6835

mailto:janice.b.palmer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of pauline gleason
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 5:18:13 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. pauline gleason
366 Rose Hill Rd
Asheville, NC 28803-8542
paulinegleason@gmail.com

V-6746 A-6836

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of mike bodenheimer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 5:19:00 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. mike bodenheimer
6919 Aspen Ct
Denver, NC 28037-5439
slixit_99@yahoo.com

V-6747 A-6837

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lauren Coplin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 5:19:01 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lauren Coplin
6910 Woody Ridge Rd
Snow Camp, NC 27349-9125
lcopli55@gmail.com

V-6748 A-6838

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: chelsea vesely
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 5:54:09 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. chelsea vesely
209 Eucalyptus Ln
Wilmington, NC 28412-7515
vesely.chelsea@gmail.com

V-6749 A-6839

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Marlene Devito
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 5:55:28 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marlene Devito
809 Saint Vincent Dr
Wilmington, NC 28412-3468
marld@bellsouth.net

V-6750 A-6840

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lilian Ringlein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 5:56:33 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lilian Ringlein
587 Friendship Ln
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768-9887
duliza@citcom.net

V-6751 A-6841

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pam Nelligan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 5:58:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pam Nelligan

102 dron place
Wilmington, NC 28409

910-398-4334

V-6752 A-6842

mailto:Pamynell@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ellen Suthard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 6:04:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ellen Suthard

1649 Wolf Rd
Iron Station, NC 28080

V-6753 A-6843

mailto:2ellabella@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andy Griffin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 6:30:19 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Andy Griffin
289 Anchor Dr
Alexander, NC 28701-9700
bosoxs10@yahoo.com

V-6754 A-6844

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Caten Murphy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 6:51:48 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Caten Murphy
209 Riverchase Ln
Mooresville, NC 28115-8337
catennmariee@gmail.com

V-6755 A-6845

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: richard bisher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 6:55:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

richard bisher

932 maple ridge rd
asheboro, NC 27203

V-6756 A-6846

mailto:rechargexr@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brett Brenton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 7:01:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brett Brenton

2725 Halfhitch Trail
Raleigh, NC 27615

9194496267

V-6757 A-6847

mailto:bwbrenton@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth McPherson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 7:13:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth McPherson

3801 Wade Coble Drive
Burlington, NC 27215

336-538-1467

V-6758 A-6848

mailto:Lib.mcpherson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jan French
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 7:26:52 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jan French
3106 Ithaca St
Durham, NC 27707-3836
jfrench6@gmail.com

V-6759 A-6849

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ramona Smerz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:01:26 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ramona Smerz
2907 Tesie Trl
New Bern, NC 28562-9160
Satorei@aol.com

V-6760 A-6850

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Savanah Hopper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:44:44 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Savanah Hopper
PO Box 1926
Cullowhee, NC 28723-1926
luvscuba101@yahoo.com

V-6761 A-6851

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Friscia
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:54:12 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amanda Friscia
3293 E 10th St
Greenville, NC 27858-8589
amandafriscia@aol.com

V-6762 A-6852

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DeeAnn Shade
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 8:59:22 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. DeeAnn Shade
PO Box 130
Winterville, NC 28590-0130
maypop2698@gmail.com

V-6763 A-6853

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beverly Bull
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 9:01:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beverly Bull

PO Box 46
Frisco, NC 27936

2529955684

V-6764 A-6854

mailto:bfbull@rocketmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Teresa Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 9:17:15 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Teresa Johnson
9200 Oceangate Plaza Ext
Leland, NC 28451-6002
betagirl1114@gmail.com

V-6765 A-6855

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kellis Dryer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 9:49:27 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kellis Dryer
528 SE Maynard Rd
Cary, NC 27511-5716
pianokel@nc.rr.com

V-6766 A-6856

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shirlee Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 10:01:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shirlee Miller

309 Somers Ave
Apt. A
Burlington, NC 27215

V-6767 A-6857

mailto:shirleem55@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Guedalia
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 10:50:14 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Linda Guedalia
5118 Jefferson St
Stedman, NC 28391-9500
lindaganddaffy@hotmail.com

V-6768 A-6858

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dawson Wall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 10:51:35 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dawson Wall
5847 Bass Mountain Rd
Snow Camp, NC 27349-9665
banchourataz@gmail.com

V-6769 A-6859

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Virginia Baysden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 11:05:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Virginia Baysden

102 Mills Street
Richlands, NC 28574

9102007555

V-6770 A-6860

mailto:virginiabaysden@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mariah Huffman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 11:15:27 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mariah Huffman
3701 Waterton Leas Ct
Charlotte, NC 28269-1226
mhuffm18@uncc.edu

V-6771 A-6861

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry Medlin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 11:21:32 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Larry Medlin
4902 Unionville Rd
Monroe, NC 28110-9437
larrymedlin1946@gmail.com

V-6772 A-6862

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lindsey Decarlo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 11:23:04 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lindsey Decarlo
300 Palisades Cir
Asheville, NC 28803-0112
ljdecs21@aol.com

V-6773 A-6863

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of lannette moran
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 14, 2015 11:52:25 PM

Dec 14, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. lannette moran
8600 Kelly Lee Dr
Stokesdale, NC 27357-9289
lsmoran2727@gmail.com

V-6774 A-6864

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Johnny Rice
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 12:26:15 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Johnny Rice

613 Allstar Lane
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-6775 A-6865

mailto:yungdaddie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Graham Sr.
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 1:48:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frank Graham Sr.

107 East Peyton ave. Apt. 8n
Kinston, NC 28501

V-6776 A-6866

mailto:frankpgraham@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Hackney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 2:17:57 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Beth Hackney
424 Craven St
Durham, NC 27704-2944
bthhackney@gmail.com

V-6777 A-6867

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of luann justice
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 2:45:33 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. luann justice
3427 Beaux Ct
Raleigh, NC 27616-8934
pixiej677@gmail.com

V-6778 A-6868

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kirsten Wiechmann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 2:46:01 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kirsten Wiechmann
527 Groves Point Dr
Hampstead, NC 28443-3158
kisstenw918@gmail.com

V-6779 A-6869

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peggy Holliday
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 7:26:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Holliday

209 Wetherburn Lane
Raleigh,  27615

V-6780 A-6870

mailto:wordsbypeg@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Filipowski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 7:55:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Filipowski

5260 Wilson Hill Ct
Winston-Salem, NC 27104

V-6781 A-6871

mailto:jfilipowski@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sandra Smyre
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 8:16:09 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sandra Smyre
1316 Wandering Way Dr
Charlotte, NC 28226-5728
sandysmyre@gmail.com

V-6782 A-6872

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chad click
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 8:16:44 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Chad click
1521 W Sugar Creek Rd
Charlotte, NC 28262-4943
odmegamusic@gmail.com

V-6783 A-6873

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather McKay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 8:17:16 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Heather McKay
2027 Gillingham Cir
Fayetteville, NC 28304-5659
0704hcm1986@gmail.com

V-6784 A-6874

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Molly Nauman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 8:17:35 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Molly Nauman
429 Neill Ridge Rd
Matthews, NC 28105-2001
66molly@gmail.com

V-6785 A-6875

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacob Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 8:55:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacob Johnson

815 Old Welcome Rd
Lithia,  33547

V-6786 A-6876

mailto:jacob51johnson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice Heisey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 9:01:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janice Heisey

39 River Stone Trail
Asheville, NC 28805

8282790311

V-6787 A-6877

mailto:jnheisey@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Kalies
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 9:17:00 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elizabeth Kalies
2125 N Lakeshore Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-2026
elizabeth.kalies@tnc.org

V-6788 A-6878

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Melanie Shive
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 9:17:01 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Melanie Shive
4624 Logan Creek Rd
East Bend, NC 27018-8618
melshive@gmail.com

V-6789 A-6879

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rhyanna Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 9:17:10 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rhyanna Davis
1101 Coyote Dr
Boonville, NC 27011-8477
rhya69@gmail.com

V-6790 A-6880

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicole Kellum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 9:46:43 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nicole Kellum
162 Carver Dr Lot 22
Midway Park, NC 28544-1155
nicolekellum15@gmail.com

V-6791 A-6881

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marian Davies
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 9:47:27 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marian Davies
3012 Ed Reid St
Charlotte, NC 28216-6759
daviesmarian1@gmail.com

V-6792 A-6882

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Leslie Fleckenstein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 9:49:26 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Leslie Fleckenstein
966 Green Mountain Dr
Burnsville, NC 28714-7111
lesfleck13@gmail.com

V-6793 A-6883

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennie Stencel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 9:52:07 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jennie Stencel
3005 Landing Ct
Jamestown, NC 27282-7520
jennie.stencel@gmail.com

V-6794 A-6884

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pete Key
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 9:59:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

When I voted for you Pat, I expected you would protect the best interest of the people of NC. I can't see how your
 energy policies are keep us as your first priority. I'd love to see a statement from your office that connects the dots
 towards long term improvements for the people who elected you. Sincerely.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pete Key

238 NE 38th Street
Oak Island, NC 28465

V-6795 A-6885

mailto:Pete@keybythesea.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bernice Peltier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 10:01:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

From the coast to the mountains, North Carolina is a jewel of the east. Every time we fail to protect our
 environmental treasure we chip away at the facets on our jewel. Please stop devaluing what we have!

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bernice Peltier

31 Knoll Ridge Drive
Asheville, NC 28804

V-6796 A-6886

mailto:bmpeltier@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barry Loehr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 10:07:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barry Loehr

362 old Mars hill hwy
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-6797 A-6887

mailto:Loehrbarry@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Sparacino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 10:16:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the EPA's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP).  Virtually
 all climate scientists agree that the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, and we should be
 working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Sparacino

3209 Jennifer Dr
Durham, NC 27705

V-6798 A-6888

mailto:csparacino@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erin Flower
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 10:19:02 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Erin Flower
206 Poplar St
Belmont, NC 28012-3841
eflower324@yahoo.com

V-6799 A-6889

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Piper Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 10:20:10 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Piper Parker
221 London Rd
Asheville, NC 28803-2709
pparker@ashevillehabitat.org

V-6800 A-6890

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Stacey Frady
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 10:24:28 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Stacey Frady
43 Tipperary Dr
Asheville, NC 28806-2154
staceyfrady79@gmail.com

V-6801 A-6891

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 10:47:08 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mark Smith
506 Davie Rd
Carrboro, NC 27510-1912
fleetwoodmarc@gmail.com

V-6802 A-6892

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Black
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:08:06 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Janet Black
12 Warren Creek Rd
P.O. Box
Candler, NC 28715

V-6803 A-6893

mailto:ecochristian@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Morgan Crawford
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:08:07 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Morgan Crawford
3101 sun dr
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-6804 A-6894

mailto:Captainmorgan10@hotmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: brian halliday
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:08:51 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

brian halliday
603 29 th ave n.e.
unit 212
hickory, NC 28601

V-6805 A-6895

mailto:larbenzheit@charter.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenneth A Byrd
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:08:53 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Kenneth A Byrd
3300 Robin Hood Drive
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-6806 A-6896

mailto:kenbyrd917@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Ullmer
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:09:09 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Beth Ullmer
23 North Barclay Dr
Asheville, NC 28801
Candler, NC 28715

V-6807 A-6897

mailto:blullmer@live.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Barry Anderson
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:09:23 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Barry Anderson
111 W Oregon Ave
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948

V-6808 A-6898

mailto:barry@gcp.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Marilyn Constine
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:10:18 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Constine
337 Lake Knoll Ct
Lewisville, NC 27023

V-6809 A-6899

mailto:mgconstine@aol.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Hoke
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:10:54 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Carol Hoke
5092 Gold Leaf Trail
None
Conover, NC 28613

V-6810 A-6900

mailto:carolhoke08@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Kellogg
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:11:22 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Sarah Kellogg
1434 Hwy 321
Sugar Grove, NC 28679

V-6811 A-6901

mailto:skellogg89@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice McMurry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:13:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janice McMurry

111 Wildwood Forest LN
Mills River, NC 28759

V-6812 A-6902

mailto:janice.mcmurry@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Abigail West
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:14:22 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Abigail West

Abigail West
296 Turnpike Rd
Brevard, NC 28712

V-6813 A-6903

mailto:abigailwwest@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrea Thompson
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:16:30 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Andrea Thompson
179 Swannanoa Ave
Asheville, NC 28730

V-6814 A-6904

mailto:toby_jumps@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Stanberry
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:19:36 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Beth Stanberry
PO Box 468
Asheville, NC 28802

V-6815 A-6905

mailto:rdtrtle@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Lauren Essick
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:22:46 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,
Lauren Essick

Lauren Essick
3390 Mountain Dale Rd
Vilas, NC 28692

V-6816 A-6906

mailto:laurenmessick@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert K MORGAN
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:24:22 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Robert K MORGAN
15 Eastwood Road
asheville, NC 28803

V-6817 A-6907

mailto:rkmsfo@prodigy.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Candace L
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:25:09 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Candace L
103 twisted oak
Durham, NC 27705

V-6818 A-6908

mailto:Vt_cmonster@hotmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Ruth Miller
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:28:12 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Ruth Miller
1819 Billabong Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-6819 A-6909

mailto:ruthmiller@me.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Erica Gunnison
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:29:02 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Erica Gunnison
68 Kentucky Dr
Apt C
Asheville, NC 28806

V-6820 A-6910

mailto:therevolutoionhasbegun@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Isabel Clinard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:29:39 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Isabel Clinard
1602 Wendover Dr, High Point, NC
High Point, NC 27262-2440
isaziga10@yahoo.com

V-6821 A-6911

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steven Tracy
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:33:22 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Steven Tracy
1118 Heatherloch Dr.
Gastonia, NC 28054

V-6822 A-6912

mailto:stevepath1@aol.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: ALLAN WAGNER
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:35:06 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

ALLAN WAGNER
PO Box 3473
Boone, NC 28607

V-6823 A-6913

mailto:POPSGRAM@BELLSOUTH.NET
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Mike Przykucki
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:35:06 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Mike Przykucki
10351 Kirkmont Dr.
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-6824 A-6914

mailto:aprzykucki@carolina.rr.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Loven
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:44:02 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Michael Loven
4915 Mill Hill Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-6825 A-6915

mailto:mdloven@msn.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Loven
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:44:07 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Michael Loven
4915 Mill Hill Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-6826 A-6916

mailto:mdloven@msn.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:49:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Anderson

7242 Kinley Commons Ln
Charlotte, NC 28278

V-6827 A-6917

mailto:kathycarreanderson@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of SUSAN CRABILL
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:50:52 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. SUSAN CRABILL
2720 Cedar Creek Dr
Durham, NC 27705-5931
crabi001@mail.duke.edu

V-6828 A-6918

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Doyle Graham
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:51:24 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Doyle Graham
5106 Murphy School Rd
Durham, NC 27705

V-6829 A-6919

mailto:doyle.g.graham@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Doug Wingeier
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:53:07 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Doug Wingeier
36 Bust-O-Dawn
Waynesville, NC 28785

V-6830 A-6920

mailto:dcwing@main.nc.us
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: M Huggins
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:54:31 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

M Huggins
77 W Fox Chase Rd
Asheville, NC 28804

V-6831 A-6921

mailto:tlrmeh@mindspring.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzanne McKenna
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:57:43 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Suzanne McKenna
910 Tryon Hill Drive
apt 536
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-6832 A-6922

mailto:suemck2@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Penny Lebenson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 12:25:57 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Penny Lebenson
2212 Upper Valley Ct
Cary, NC 27518-8931
pennyl158@aol.com

V-6833 A-6923

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeffrey Secrest
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 12:26:42 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Secrest
30 Green Hill Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-6834 A-6924

mailto:JS65983@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: William, Margaret & Scott Holcomb
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 12:27:19 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

William, Margaret & Scott Holcomb
190 HAWKS' HAUNT LN
TRYON, NC 28782

V-6835 A-6925

mailto:doslobos@charter.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Ken Goldsmith
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 12:37:07 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Ken Goldsmith
2231 Cloud Cover Ln
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-6836 A-6926

mailto:kenconserv@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Phoenix
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 12:45:13 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Judith Phoenix
1241 Deck Hill Rd
Boone, NC 28607

V-6837 A-6927

mailto:judithgphoenix@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Miller
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 12:52:09 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Steve Miller
419 Upper Grassy Branch Rd
Asheville, NC 28805

V-6838 A-6928

mailto:kbmw94@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Auen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 12:57:27 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gary Auen
110 Lake Clair Pl
Fayetteville, NC 28304-3348
majglauen@hotmail.com

V-6839 A-6929

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Naualie Olson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 1:00:08 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Naualie Olson
101 Roseberry Way
Holly Springs, NC 27540-9483
natalie.olson@yahoo.com

V-6840 A-6930

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William &Barbara Cunningham
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 1:17:25 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

William &Barbara Cunningham
1550 Old Town Way
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-6841 A-6931

mailto:Bcunningster@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: David Jones
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 1:18:02 PM

I strongly support a strong state Clean Power Plan. I am willing to have my utility rates rise if that is a side effect of
 the Clean Power Pla.  Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current proposed rules do
 not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to engage stakeholders as
 required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the following comments on the
 draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

David Jones
1027 Beaver Dam Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-6842 A-6932

mailto:djexpertinspections@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Bobbi Dancy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 1:27:03 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bobbi Dancy
122 Canfield Dr
Olin, NC 28660-9502
bjdancy22@gmail.com

V-6843 A-6933

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Smith
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 1:51:06 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Joseph Smith
2401 NC 181
Morganton, NC 28655

V-6844 A-6934

mailto:smithjw@go.wpcc.edu
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Swing
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 1:51:44 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Carol Swing
223 Dula Springs Road
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-6845 A-6935

mailto:23butterflies@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Janett Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 1:58:49 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Janett Anderson
2730 Hampton Glen Ct
Matthews, NC 28105-6612
homecrew@live.com

V-6846 A-6936

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maryam F
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 1:59:14 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Maryam F
4348 Halliwell Dr
Raleigh, NC 27606-6403
anamumeenah@yahoo.com

V-6847 A-6937

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anita Nielsen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 2:24:36 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Anita Nielsen
3380 Hickory Hwy
Statesville, NC 28677-1373
cheezyrat@hotmail.com

V-6848 A-6938

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Rebecca Rockis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 2:25:27 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rebecca Rockis
203 E Wilkinson St
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948-7772
becrockis@gmail.com

V-6849 A-6939

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elvira Alger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 2:25:29 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elvira Alger
12241 Silveroak Ln
Charlotte, NC 28277-1582
algerelvira@yahoo.com

V-6850 A-6940

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Barbara Dull
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 2:50:50 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Barbara Dull
4218 Batiste Rd
Raleigh, NC 27613-5352
basia726@gmail.com

V-6851 A-6941

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hugh Ashcraft
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 2:51:54 PM

PLEASE cut the monkey business and do right for our state!

Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a federal
 plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Hugh Ashcraft
2334 Ainsdale Rd
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-6852 A-6942

mailto:hugh@firstchoicesigns.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Walsh, Joan F
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Meet or exceed EPA target
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 3:03:17 PM

Dear Ms. Burleson: 

2015 is on track to be the hottest year on record.  Our planet and our very survival as a species are at risk.  It's time
 and past time to get serious about cutting emissions and minimizing further warming.  I was dismayed to hear of
 Gov. McCrory's suit against the EPA, whose target is very reasonable, and less than many other states plan to do. 
 What can the Governor be thinking?  Doesn't he have children, and perhaps grandchildren?  He and I will be gone
 before the worst consequences arrive, but our descendants will be suffering horribly if more is not done now.

Please tell him his constituents don't want more illness, more sea level rise, more wars, famines, and "natural"
 disasters.  We can avert at least some of these consequences of climate change by making genuine, serious efforts to
 reduce emissions.  NC needs to do our part.

Thank you.

Joan Walsh
2403 Prince St.
Durham, NC 27707

V-6853 A-6943

mailto:walshj@email.unc.edu
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Molly Moore
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 3:46:15 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Molly Moore
215 Incline Dr
Vilas, NC 28692

V-6854 A-6944

mailto:mollyfrancesmoore@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of kathy gray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 3:47:23 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. kathy gray
6554 Derby Ln NW
Concord, NC 28027-5213
cindell77@hotmail.com

V-6855 A-6945

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Josh Gambrel
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 4:04:15 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Josh Gambrel
238 Berton st
Boone, NC 28607

V-6856 A-6946

mailto:Joshgambrel@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Roderic Mullen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 4:31:21 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Roderic Mullen
305 North St
Norlina, NC 27563-9379
R_L_Mullen@hotmail.com

V-6857 A-6947

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Rachel Lamd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 4:33:29 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rachel Lamd
3999 Sterling Pointe Dr
Winterville, NC 28590-7898
ellisetl@hotmail.com

V-6858 A-6948

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lois Bollinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 4:36:31 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lois Bollinger
230 Dogwood Dr
Sunset Beach, NC 28468-4212
loitamay@hotmail.com

V-6859 A-6949

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: john slater
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 4:49:10 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

john slater
98 brushey creek circle
2527 Greendale Pl.
linville falls, NC 28647

V-6860 A-6950

mailto:jackslater2128@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lori Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 4:51:01 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lori Jones
335 Lazy Creek Rd
Rutherfordton, NC 28139-7399
ljones83169@gmail.com

V-6861 A-6951

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Denise Gillespie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 5:20:19 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Denise Gillespie
120 Thomas Rock Dr
Harmony, NC 28634-9041
chinadolldn@yahoo.com

V-6862 A-6952

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lakyna Watts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 5:22:10 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lakyna Watts
418 Central Dr
Statesville, NC 28677-3000
lakyna106@aol.com

V-6863 A-6953

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Kinsey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 5:22:11 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. James Kinsey
501 Oakridge Ave
Fayetteville, NC 28305-4623
rettkinsey@gmail.com

V-6864 A-6954

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Ashley Stevenson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 5:25:15 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ashley Stevenson
905 Marshall St
Statesville, NC 28677-6774
riri_mommie07@yahoo.com

V-6865 A-6955

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Herron
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 5:58:03 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

John Herron
PO Box 34201
Charlotte, NC 28234

V-6866 A-6956

mailto:jmherron@webtv.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: kendra rocap
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 6:03:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kendra rocap

1602 glendale ave
Durham, NC 27701

V-6867 A-6957

mailto:kendrarocap@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of William Brandon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 6:17:45 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. William Brandon
508 Boger St
Mooresville, NC 28115-2226
chillwill32.wb@gmail.com

V-6868 A-6958

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Dennis lassiter jr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 6:47:21 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dennis lassiter jr
612 N Bost St
Statesville, NC 28677-3323
deejaylassiter@gmail.com

V-6869 A-6959

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Marcella Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 6:47:58 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marcella Jackson
315 Branchwood Rd
Statesville, NC 28625-8172
sue.jackson95@yahoo.com

V-6870 A-6960

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of ashley gillespie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 6:49:18 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. ashley gillespie
612 N Bost St
Statesville, NC 28677-3323
ash_2372@yahoo.com

V-6871 A-6961

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of kayla scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 6:50:00 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. kayla scott
1434 Huggins St
Statesville, NC 28677-5016
anyae31@gmail.com

V-6872 A-6962

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Shahidi Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 6:57:06 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Shahidi Williams
123 Ashley Brooke Ln
Statesville, NC 28677-9687
shahidiw02@gmail.com

V-6873 A-6963

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kendra taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 6:57:16 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. kendra taylor
634 N Bost St
Statesville, NC 28677-3323
kendrataylor40@yahoo.com

V-6874 A-6964

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Monique Maddox
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 7:19:06 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Monique Maddox
3125 Harris Houston Rd
Charlotte, NC 28262-9194
mmonique240@gmail.com

V-6875 A-6965
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From: Iris Mayfield
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 7:20:06 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Iris Mayfield
545 S Green St
Statesville, NC 28677-6171
mayfieldiris@yahoo.com

V-6876 A-6966

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Brittany Varner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 7:20:08 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Brittany Varner
920 Berkley Rd
Kernersville, NC 27284-8188
Varnerbrittany26@gmail.com

V-6877 A-6967

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Simmons
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 7:21:14 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Nancy Simmons
470 Banner Grande Lane
Banner Elk, NC 28604

V-6878 A-6968

mailto:Nancyliberis@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Marianne Balfe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 7:27:55 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marianne Balfe
1234 Won't Give
Asheville, NC 28815
marianne.balfe@gmail.com

V-6879 A-6969

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lenore Madeleine
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 7:46:40 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Lenore Madeleine
700 Vista Lake drive, #308
Apartment 308
Candler, NC 28715

V-6880 A-6970

mailto:lenorekw@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Denise White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 7:51:02 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Anne Denise White
45 Libbey Ln
Mills River, NC 28759-8512
farmgoddess@outlook.com

V-6881 A-6971

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Church
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 7:55:19 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Patricia Church
3501 Cliffdale Dr
Concord, NC 28025-9467
skyblupat@msn.com

V-6882 A-6972

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Heather Bingham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 7:57:07 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Heather Bingham
9327 Camberwell Rd
Mint Hill, NC 28227-0454
bingham1974@gmail.com

V-6883 A-6973

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Annette amarose
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 7:58:32 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Annette amarose
11726 US Highway 258
Scotland Neck, NC 27874-8636
dstssrukaa@gmail.com

V-6884 A-6974

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paula Finck
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 8:16:18 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Paula Finck
571 Bairds Creek Road
Vilas, NC 28692

V-6885 A-6975

mailto:finckpaula@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: James Schall
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 8:42:50 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

James Schall
31 Elizabeth St
Asheville, NC 28801

V-6886 A-6976

mailto:tchapi@icloud.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: nancy moore
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 8:48:18 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

nancy moore
po box 621
asheville, NC 28802

V-6887 A-6977

mailto:nanmoore1@juno.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Gerrick White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 8:48:57 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gerrick White
1105 Lerain Ct
Statesville, NC 28677-6817
gerrick73@gmail.com

V-6888 A-6978

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lititia Watts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 8:50:26 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lititia Watts
1856 Simonton Rd Apt G
Statesville, NC 28625-4371
lititiaalexander@att.net

V-6889 A-6979

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: romento evans
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 8:52:36 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. romento evans
1413 10th St
Statesville, NC 28677-6580
romentoevans@yahoo.com

V-6890 A-6980

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: tomeka smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 8:55:43 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. tomeka smith
167 Lockhart Farm Ln
Statesville, NC 28677-2001
tomekahouser@gmail.com

V-6891 A-6981

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Gala Minter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 9:17:47 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gala Minter
155 Christine Dr
Garner, NC 27529-8661
gtbridges@hotmail.com

V-6892 A-6982

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: asha handville
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 9:54:21 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. asha handville
622 Fitzsimmons St
Hendersonville, NC 28792-6326
ashashark@gmail.com

V-6893 A-6983

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jan blume
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 10:21:25 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jan blume
2411 Pine Cape Ct
Kannapolis, NC 28083-6484
blumesfarm@gmail.com

V-6894 A-6984

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Toni Watts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 10:28:07 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Toni Watts
1130 Adams St
Statesville, NC 28677-6785
tawatts593@gmail.com

V-6895 A-6985

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Lorch
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 10:47:52 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Frank Lorch
1522 Lynway Dr.
Charlotte, NC 28203

V-6896 A-6986

mailto:franklorch@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise DerGarabedian
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 10:55:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise DerGarabedian

20137 Joe Brown Hwy
Murphy, NC 28906

V-6897 A-6987

mailto:ddergara@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edna parks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:20:45 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Edna parks
427 S Race St
Statesville, NC 28677-5743
parksedna38@yahoo.com

V-6898 A-6988

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Mandi Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:24:31 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mandi Smith
164 West
Nags head, NC 27949
georgiapeach1197@aol.com

V-6899 A-6989

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Letisha Lewis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 15, 2015 11:48:09 PM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Letisha Lewis
2555 E Broad St
Statesville, NC 28625-4409
letisha_l@yahoo.com

V-6900 A-6990

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Holly Rocherolle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 12:20:57 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Holly Rocherolle
130 Barcroft Ct
Southern Pines, NC 28387-7151
hollysark@yahoo.com

V-6901 A-6991

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tammy Godley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 12:21:01 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tammy Godley
123 Harvette Rd
Washington, NC 27889-8817
oohay2249@yahoo.com

V-6902 A-6992

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of essence whitesides
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 12:23:03 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. essence whitesides
465 10th Avenue Dr NE Apt 9
Hickory, NC 28601-2652
essencewhitesodes@gmail.com

V-6903 A-6993

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cody Killian
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 12:24:02 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cody Killian
9475 Old Beatty Ford Rd
Rockwell, NC 28138-7668
codyminaj75@Yahoo.com

V-6904 A-6994

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Quintin Blackmon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 12:48:38 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Quintin Blackmon
1320 Rankin Rd
Cleveland, NC 27013-8770
queblackmon@gmail.com

V-6905 A-6995

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tiylisa Smyre
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 12:49:58 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tiylisa Smyre
160 Dutchman Rd
Harmony, NC 28634-9424
tiylisas@yahoo.com

V-6906 A-6996

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randall Carr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 12:50:55 AM

Dec 15, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Randall Carr
644 Salisbury Rd
Statesville, NC 28677-6206
scanran@yahoo.com

V-6907 A-6997

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Calvin Daniels
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 1:19:15 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Calvin Daniels
188 Oak Knoll Dr
Statesville, NC 28677-9336
buff2276@gmail.com

V-6908 A-6998

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Willie Parks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 1:50:22 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Willie Parks
280 Jaycee Park Loop
Taylorsville, NC 28681-6242
parkswillie54@yahoo.com

V-6909 A-6999

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Anya Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 3:48:38 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Anya Scott
2113 Ballingarry Dr
Statesville, NC 28625-8292
adscott2001@yahoo.com

V-6910 A-7000

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sophie Capshaw-Mack
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 4:18:26 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sophie Capshaw-Mack
438 Dartmouth Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27104-2043
capshawm@live.unc.edu

V-6911 A-7001

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Oscar Revilla
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 4:43:35 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan.

Accept the following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Oscar Revilla
Juan de Herrera
San Sebastian de los Reyes, NC 28024

V-6912 A-7002

mailto:e490f4ec@opayq.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Douglas Blackwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 5:18:27 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Douglas Blackwell
329 Winchester Rd
Troutman, NC 28166-9644
blackwellslugger@gmail.com

V-6913 A-7003

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Cam Pass
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 6:19:21 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cam Pass
1134 Caldwell St
Statesville, NC 28677-6624
Cpass704@gmail.com

V-6914 A-7004

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of robert stackhouse
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 6:48:57 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. robert stackhouse
166 Marcel Rd
Statesville, NC 28625-8891
stackhouserobert185@yahoo.com

V-6915 A-7005

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tracy Ramseur
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 6:49:13 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tracy Ramseur
433 W Bell St
Statesville, NC 28677-5715
tracylramseur78@gmail.com

V-6916 A-7006

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Joyce Johnson Mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 7:48:40 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Joyce Johnson Mitchell
902 Unity Dr
Statesville, NC 28625-6281
jmhoneybun@gmail.com

V-6917 A-7007

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Ebony Stevenson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 7:48:58 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ebony Stevenson
1346 Lerain Ct
Statesville, NC 28677-6822
ebonystevenson00@yahoo.com

V-6918 A-7008

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Donna Timberman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 7:49:14 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Donna Timberman
14909 Pawnee Trl
Matthews, NC 28104-5151
dtimbergirl@aol.com

V-6919 A-7009

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of sherrod jordan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 8:18:42 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. sherrod jordan
1011 Knox Ave
Statesville, NC 28677-4902
dogpound1@yahoo.com

V-6920 A-7010

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Maria Stevenson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 8:18:42 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Maria Stevenson
1129 Well Spring Dr
Charlotte, NC 28262-3265
mariastevenson57@yahoo.com

V-6921 A-7011

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tammy Tiffany
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 8:18:48 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tammy Tiffany
5212 Duraleigh Rd
Raleigh, NC 27612-7630
colourstylist@usa.net

V-6922 A-7012

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of john simpson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 8:19:08 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. john simpson
93 American Ave NE
Concord, NC 28025-3201
johnsimpson112877@gmail.com

V-6923 A-7013

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Ebony Lassiter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 8:49:20 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ebony Lassiter
107 Greylin Loop Apt 102
Statesville, NC 28625-2806
nicoleebony704@icloud.com

V-6924 A-7014

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of April Chambers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 8:50:10 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. April Chambers
2214 Klein Rd
Wilmington, NC 28405-2722
Apes73superbettle@gmail.com

V-6925 A-7015

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sarah Weil
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 8:50:12 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sarah Weil
106 Lindsey St
Pittsboro, NC 27312-9301
splashrider@earthlink.net

V-6926 A-7016

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Valerie Reynolds
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 9:16:27 AM

ENOUGH IS ENOUGH!I am tired of having to explain to my children and my students why our Governor refuses
 to improve the state of our environment and our future. It is abhorrent that you will put your own interests above
 those of others. Just who, exactly, are you listening to anyway? I have never been so happy to know there is an
 election next year. This is truly sickening the way you have chosen to abandon our rights to clean water and air.

Dr. Valerie Reynolds
UNC Charlotte Geology Lecturer

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Valerie Reynolds
21225 Pine  Ridge Dr.
Cornelius, NC 28031

V-6927 A-7017

mailto:vsreynolds@hotmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Patrice Stevenson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 9:19:27 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Patrice Stevenson
1105 Lerain Ct
Statesville, NC 28677-6817
stevensonpatrice@aol.com

V-6928 A-7018

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shannon Price
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 9:36:02 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Shannon Price
7525 Old Concord Rd.
Charlotte, NC 28213

V-6929 A-7019

mailto:southernviking88@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sharon Ashburn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 9:49:23 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sharon Ashburn
1909 Middlewood Ct
High Point, NC 27265-1438
sharon.ashburn@yahoo.com

V-6930 A-7020

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marsha Ferguson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 9:51:58 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marsha Ferguson
7208 Bulb Rd
Julian, NC 27283-9202
mferguson7208@gmail.com

V-6931 A-7021

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brenda McGee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 9:53:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brenda McGee

208 Castle Ridge Rd
New Bern, NC 28562

2526339552

V-6932 A-7022

mailto:bmcgee213@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kathe Hoffman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 10:19:11 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kathe Hoffman
201 Hampton Lee Ct Apt 1c
Cary, NC 27513-2454
kathe.with.an.e@gmail.com

V-6933 A-7023

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dawn Crawley
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 10:27:36 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Dawn Crawley
2930 Colon Rd
Sanford, NC 27330

V-6934 A-7024

mailto:dccdancin@aol.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeremy Webb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 10:58:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeremy Webb

Pisgah dr
Canton, NC 28716

V-6935 A-7025

mailto:jermathon@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Serena Johns
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 11:07:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Serena Johns

2585 Bradford Ln
Maiden, NC 28650

V-6936 A-7026

mailto:serenarjohns@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steven Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 11:13:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steven Johnson

Po box 955
Swansboro, NC 28584

V-6937 A-7027

mailto:steval@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kate marks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 11:13:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kate marks

211 split rail lane
hillsborough, NC 27278

919.619.0737

V-6938 A-7028

mailto:kloganscully@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of CYNTHIA MILLER
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 11:19:03 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. CYNTHIA MILLER
1128 S Meeting St
Statesville, NC 28677-6658
M.CYNT@YAHOO.COM

V-6939 A-7029

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Rick Dixon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 11:19:49 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rick Dixon
5975 Beaver Creek Rd
New Hill, NC 27562-9032
bdog2000r@gmail.com

V-6940 A-7030

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan Bathanti
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 11:49:10 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Joan Bathanti
2118 Linville Creek Road
Vilas, NC 28692

V-6941 A-7031

mailto:bathantijc@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Shatara Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 11:52:08 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Shatara Jones
2106 Kennedy Dr
Statesville, NC 28677-4821
ssjones90@icloud.com

V-6942 A-7032

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jenny Lee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 12:19:46 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jenny Lee
1845 Pinelog Ln
Greenville, NC 27834-4749
jennyrosaliex@yahoo.com

V-6943 A-7033

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Samantha Torres
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 12:21:51 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Samantha Torres
165 Post Oak Ln
Sanford, NC 27330-9600
samiik@icloud.com

V-6944 A-7034

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Melody Beach
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 12:49:44 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Melody Beach
1812 Lowder St
Albemarle, NC 28001-4429
melody@ramcoapparel.com

V-6945 A-7035

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jessica Curry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 12:49:56 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jessica Curry
705 Shady Meadow Ct
Winterville, NC 28590-8319
jessica.curry90@gmail.com

V-6946 A-7036

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kyle Stoudt
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 1:17:35 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Kyle Stoudt
2815 Meeting St
Gastonia, NC 28054

V-6947 A-7037

mailto:stoudtjk@appstate.edu
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of marquita wellman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 1:19:40 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. marquita wellman
1521 W Sugar Creek Rd
Charlotte, NC 28262-4943
marquita.wellman@gmail.com

V-6948 A-7038

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jessica Michels
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 1:19:45 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jessica Michels
373 Lytle Cove Rd
Swannanoa, NC 28778-3706
jessica.michels87@gmail.com

V-6949 A-7039

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Laticia White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 1:19:47 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Laticia White
317 Vernon Ln
Statesville, NC 28677-7179
whitelaticia@yahoo.com

V-6950 A-7040

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tracey Wasson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 1:20:05 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tracey Wasson
812 Enwood Ct
Statesville, NC 28677-3776
traceywasson42@gmail.com

V-6951 A-7041

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marissa Cyr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 1:22:37 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marissa Cyr
237 Hunter Ln
Zebulon, NC 27597-5103
9166mc@gmail.com

V-6952 A-7042

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: George Barnes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 2:31:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

George Barnes

P o box 14
Nags Head, NC 27959

V-6953 A-7043

mailto:Gvkbarne248@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Courtney Mayes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 3:22:38 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Courtney Mayes
860 Lynchburg Dr
Jacksonville, NC 28546-6010
courtney.nicole@hotmail.com

V-6954 A-7044

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Leah Cummings
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 3:51:44 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Leah Cummings
667 Martin Rd
Saint Pauls, NC 28384-6836
cummingsleah16@yahoo.com

V-6955 A-7045

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Cartrell Eberhart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 4:21:04 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cartrell Eberhart
930 Faye St
Statesville, NC 28677-3584
trezzy34eberhart@gmail.com

V-6956 A-7046

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kaitlin Pope
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 4:22:56 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kaitlin Pope
130 Kanuga Chapel Dr
Hendersonville, NC 28739-9520
kaitlinpope@gmail.com

V-6957 A-7047

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jeanne Ruder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 5:22:08 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jeanne Ruder
10412 Fairbrook Ter Apt 202
Raleigh, NC 27617-1849
dogonet@earthlink.net

V-6958 A-7048

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelly Bullard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 5:22:45 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kelly Bullard
477 Green Street
Fayetteville, NC 28313
kda0008@gmail.com

V-6959 A-7049

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jen russell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 6:22:07 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jen russell
4 Casabelle Ct
Durham, NC 27713-8679
jen.m.russell@gmail.com

V-6960 A-7050

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Brenda Reese
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 7:21:48 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Brenda Reese
197eeason dr
ROCKINGHAM, NC 28379
brendareese67@gmail.com

V-6961 A-7051

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jamee Warfle
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 7:36:26 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Jamee Warfle
30 Ocala St
Arden, NC 28704

V-6962 A-7052

mailto:Buffy12242@aol.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of D Coleman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 7:51:02 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. D Coleman
106 Hanford Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-7703
coleman.daniel.a@gmail.com

V-6963 A-7053

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Vernia Dulin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 8:20:33 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Vernia Dulin
341 Deaton St
Statesville, NC 28677-3819
verniadulin@gmail.com

V-6964 A-7054

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Paul Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 8:21:17 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Paul Taylor
3519 Brentwood Rd
Raleigh, NC 27604-1649
pjtaylor7766@gmail.com

V-6965 A-7055

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of carryn kliesen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 8:22:03 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. carryn kliesen
4500 Cheshire Ct
Durham, NC 27705-1817
ponyonaboat@earthlink.net

V-6966 A-7056

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Colleen Ripley
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 8:25:03 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Colleen Ripley
1755 Camden Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-6967 A-7057

mailto:colleendripley@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Anthony Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 9:51:06 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Anthony Scott
4505 Tesla Park Dr
Wilmington, NC 28412-6964
bo1980scott@yahoo.com

V-6968 A-7058

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of kim davison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 9:51:39 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. kim davison
187 Coston Rd Lot 10
Richlands, NC 28574-7150
kimmedd@yahoo.com

V-6969 A-7059

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: dru quarles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 9:53:28 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. dru quarles
1700 Queens Rd
Charlotte, NC 28207-2508
druquarles@carolina.rr.com

V-6970 A-7060

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Ann-Kathrin Cabanaa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 10:20:30 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ann-Kathrin Cabanaa
625 Ravenhurst Cir
Spring Lake, NC 28390-3286
anka_hieke@gmx.de

V-6971 A-7061

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Stephanie Burke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 10:21:16 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Stephanie Burke
4519 Providence Rd
Charlotte, NC 28226-5111
sburke@globalbroadband.net

V-6972 A-7062

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Test Rabit
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 10:21:22 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Test Rabit
9125 Twin Trail Dr
Huntersville, NC 28078-6801
huntersvillerental@gmail.com

V-6973 A-7063

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of lisette cornwall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 10:21:29 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. lisette cornwall
1015 arn palm dr
sunset beach, NC 28468
lolkoops@yahoo.om

V-6974 A-7064

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: HK GUNN
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 11:21:03 PM

Please clean up your environmental policy & finally do something we North Carolinians can be proud of instead of
 staying your dangerous &backwards & Nationally embarrassing course of protecting & promoting polluters.

We need you to do your job to PROTECT OUR PRECIOUS ENVIRONMENT.

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

HK GUNN
PROTECT OUR AIR & WATER WAY
Little Switzerland, NC 28749

V-6975 A-7065

mailto:hkgunn@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Heather Gilmore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 11:21:23 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Heather Gilmore
514 S Kerr Ave
Wilmington, NC 28403-8419
haynepearish@gmail.com

V-6976 A-7066

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Wanda Faulk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 11:21:44 PM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Wanda Faulk
214 Mohawk Trl
Wilmington, NC 28409-3415
w.b.faulk@hotmail.com

V-6977 A-7067

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: rclemenzi@geothermaldesigncenter.org
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 12:10:45 AM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and effective state Clean Power Plan.  We can meet all of the carbon pollution reductions required
 by EPA’s new regulations with good leadership.  I am told that DEQ’s proposed rules for complying with Section
 111(d) of the Clean Air Act fall well short of achieving the level of leadership required to meet the carbon reduction
 goals.  That would be unfortunate, and I respectfully ask that the state’s draft rules be changed to comply with the
 Clean Air Act.

We support a full conversion of our energy economy to Renewable Energy in North Carolina.  We are already doing
 this in our Renewable Energy companies every day, and completely affordable Green Bond financing is readily
 available to fully convert our buildings to Geothermal Heating and Cooling and PV power.  We can do this now and
 we should start now.  And, if we start now, we can completely succeed.

We invite the NC DEQ to join with Net Zero Foundation (http://netzerofoundation.org/) and PACE-NC (http://pace-
nc.org/) to make this change to Renewable Energy.  We can definitely show DEQ how to meet the EPA's Clean Air
 Act -- the law of our land.

Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan!

Thank you.

Richard A. Clemenzi, PE, CGD
Geothermal Design Center Inc.
828-772-5277
rclemenzi@geothermaldesigncenter.com
Certified GeoExchange Designer

NC 28814

V-6978 A-7068

mailto:rclemenzi@geothermaldesigncenter.org
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov
http://netzerofoundation.org/
http://pace-nc.org/
http://pace-nc.org/


From: Care2 on behalf of Betsy Stratemeyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 12:20:38 AM

Dec 16, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Betsy Stratemeyer
9620 Bartons Creek Rd
Raleigh, NC 27615-9702
bstratemeyer@nc.rr.com

V-6979 A-7069

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Beth OHara
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:21:04 AM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Beth OHara
PO Box 2358
Atlantic Beach, NC 28512-2358
beohara@gmail.com

V-6980 A-7070

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Michelle Heinen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:21:26 AM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michelle Heinen
13019 Lake Erie Ln
Charlotte, NC 28273-7146
michellemazoo@gmail.com

V-6981 A-7071

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lucy Harrison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:31:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lucy Harrison

257 Winners Circle
Clyde, NC 28721

V-6982 A-7072

mailto:lucyhar1959@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Yarosis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:33:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Yarosis

2375 Godwin Lake Rd
BENSON
Benson, NC 27504

2033647509

V-6983 A-7073

mailto:snowstorm65@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David l
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:49:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David l

1037 FLT
Sylva, NC 28779

V-6984 A-7074

mailto:davidlx@hughes.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Gallina Fiedler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:51:41 AM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gallina Fiedler
6723 Woodthrush Dr
Charlotte, NC 28227-1059
protecthem4ever@gmail.com

V-6985 A-7075

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Montgomery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:20:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Montgomery

269 Pleasant Hill Loop Road
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

8282875405

V-6986 A-7076

mailto:nkoonemont@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzanne Stanton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:37:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Stanton

321 Silverberry Ct
Cary, NC 27513

V-6987 A-7077

mailto:suzannestanton16@yahoo.co
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Hunter Powell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:52:06 AM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Hunter Powell
1272 Brecken Ct
Kannapolis, NC 28081-5783
hpowell1@gmail.com

V-6988 A-7078

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Elizabeth Utley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:52:11 AM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elizabeth Utley
232 Alphin Rd
Dunn, NC 28334-6076
reply@none.com

V-6989 A-7079

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lisa Parra
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:52:23 AM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lisa Parra
3740 The Plaza
Charlotte, NC 28205-1242
lisaparra3@hotmail.com

V-6990 A-7080

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Autumn Geisinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:21:51 AM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Autumn Geisinger
13 Macie Ln
Candler, NC 28715-8704
a_geisinger@hotmail.com

V-6991 A-7081

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Karen Groce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:22:07 AM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Karen Groce
8201 Legacy Oaks Pl
Asheville, NC 28803-4616
karen_groce@hotmail.com

V-6992 A-7082

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ken Winter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:39:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ken Winter

705 Glosson Rd
Siler City, NC 27344

V-6993 A-7083

mailto:copperjohn07@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald Dawson
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:49:38 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.
. The current "head in the sand " cause that's what your financial backers require of you is not going to help your
 personal wealth enough to overcome the devastating effects of climate change.Your children and grand children are
 going to wonder what the f*** you were thinking. This is more important than your personal benefit. Clean energy
 presents an opportunity for our state to excell economically but ya'll are too hung up on the diet of misinformation
 fed to you by the ALEC. Come on people!
Sincerely,

Donald Dawson
1288 Garren Creek Rd.
Fairview, NC 28730

V-6994 A-7084

mailto:garrencreek@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of taj Keaton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:52:02 AM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. taj Keaton
922 S Meeting St
Statesville, NC 28677-6654
tajh942tk@gmail.com

V-6995 A-7085

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert du Rivage
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:52:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert du Rivage

38 hurst dr
candler, NC 28715

8286332683

V-6996 A-7086

mailto:bobdurivage@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Peg Snider
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:52:52 AM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Peg Snider
25 Sycamore St
Asheville, NC 28804-2722
dbl.latte7@gmail.com

V-6997 A-7087

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kathleen Berry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:53:49 AM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kathleen Berry
104 Cypress Knee Dr
Richlands, NC 28574-8389
sgtberryka@yahoo.com

V-6998 A-7088

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Overman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:01:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Overman

2403 Swans Rest Way
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-6999 A-7089

mailto:dmoverma@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randy Harrison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:39:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Randy Harrison

3942 NW Currawong Court
Camas, WA 98607

V-7000 A-7090

mailto:rhgm2012@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of kathy ferri
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:52:35 AM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. kathy ferri
1001 River Dee Ct
Apex, NC 27502-4153
stuart59@aol.com

V-7001 A-7091

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lisa Gonzalez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:53:17 AM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lisa Gonzalez
4452 Piedmont Trace Dr
Greensboro, NC 27409-9200
lisamgonzalez85@gmail.com

V-7002 A-7092

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anamaria Moreno
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:13:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anamaria Moreno

7220 Eastover Dr
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-7003 A-7093

mailto:A.moreno.123190@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sharon Shipwash
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:22:30 AM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sharon Shipwash
1752 First St
Asheboro, NC 27205-7426
sshipwash@gmail.com

V-7004 A-7094

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Mills
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:31:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Mills

224 Shady Summit Road
Hendersonville, NC 28792

(828) 216-3030

V-7005 A-7095

mailto:sharonmills@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Claudine Cremer
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 12:38:16 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Claudine Cremer
260 Dula Springs Road
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-7006 A-7096

mailto:cremer1@frontier.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Lillian Spiller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 12:49:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lillian Spiller

1206 Hill St
Durham, NC 27707

V-7007 A-7097

mailto:llps70@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Ansley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 12:56:19 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Susan Ansley
PO Box 402
Saluda, NC 28773-0402
sdansley@yahoo.com

V-7008 A-7098

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Bernard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:21:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Bernard

120-A Kingston Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-7009 A-7099

mailto:danielbernard@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amber Beckler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:21:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amber Beckler

9303 Tabriz pt
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-7010 A-7100

mailto:Momrd2me@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hanna Kiebel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:21:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hanna Kiebel

2830 16th Street NE
Apt. 95
Hickory, NC 28601

V-7011 A-7101

mailto:hanna.kiebel@alumni.lr.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larissa Bowman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:21:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larissa Bowman

425 Flat Top Mountain Rd
Fairview, NC 28730

V-7012 A-7102

mailto:mvp@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Solomita
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:21:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Solomita

1010 Leesburg Dr
Leland, NC 28451

V-7013 A-7103

mailto:solomitak@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Stilwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:21:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Stilwell

70 Timber Ridge Rd
Franklin, NC 28734

V-7014 A-7104

mailto:tom@cbmusa.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Turnage
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:22:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Turnage

90 Fred McLeod Ln
Coats, NC 27521

V-7015 A-7105

mailto:jdturnag@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brett Wiegand
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:22:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brett Wiegand

307 King St
3H
Greensboro, NC 27406

3362126419

V-7016 A-7106

mailto:baw311@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: terry lansdell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:22:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

terry lansdell

421 minuet lane
charlotte, NC 28217

9802136446

V-7017 A-7107

mailto:terry@cleanaircarolina.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Zalaznik
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:23:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Zalaznik

2861 Skye drive
Fayetteville, NC 28303

V-7018 A-7108

mailto:mzalaznik@crr-mc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Levi Acuff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:23:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air for our children and grandchildren.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Levi Acuff

3158 Rabbit Ridge Road
Morganton, NC 28655

V-7019 A-7109

mailto:levi.acuff@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanne Franklin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:23:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joanne Franklin

305 West Church Street
Elizabeth City, NC 27909

V-7020 A-7110

mailto:franklinabstracting@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Cynthia James
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:23:38 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cynthia James
3314 Glenn Rd
Durham, NC 27704-3512
gatorbait@nc.rr.com

V-7021 A-7111

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Rebecca Cool
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:24:59 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rebecca Cool
106 E B St
Newton, NC 28658-3306
Rebeccabarnhardt@yahoo.com

V-7022 A-7112

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Susan Drury
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:24:59 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Susan Drury
417 Heather Ln
Statesville, NC 28677-6040
susan.drury@yahoo.com

V-7023 A-7113

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: WJ Richardson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

WJ Richardson

3712 Bryn Mawr Ct
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-7024 A-7114

mailto:wjr131@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Gentle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Gentle

405 Uwharrie St
Asheboro, NC 27203

V-7025 A-7115

mailto:gentlereddragon@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Williams

115 Estelle Park Drive
Asheville, NC 28806

V-7026 A-7116

mailto:designwithx@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amber Graul
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:27 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amber Graul
255 Edgewood Rd S
Asheville, NC 28803-1862
lousyhunter2@yahoo.com

V-7027 A-7117

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ruben Orozco
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ruben Orozco

860 Jarman Dr
Jamestown, NC 27282

V-7028 A-7118

mailto:rorozcom@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandi Spier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandi Spier

2127 bluff oak dr
Cary, NC 27519

V-7029 A-7119

mailto:Sandi@patsan.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Jones

290 Gary Dr
Angier, NC 27501

V-7030 A-7120

mailto:rbjeans58@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Summer Causby
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Summer Causby

113 rural lane
Shelby, NC 28152

V-7031 A-7121

mailto:summercausby99@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kirk Herrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kirk Herrick

165 Broadview Cir
Mooresville, NC 28117

7045284821

V-7032 A-7122

mailto:herrickkirk@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dena Verdesca
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dena Verdesca

509 N Elizabeth ST
Durham, NC 27701

7187818089

V-7033 A-7123

mailto:dena.verdesca@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brenda Denton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brenda Denton

30 Lawterdale Rd
Asheville, NC 28804

8282548650

V-7034 A-7124

mailto:BBelle2001@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Bray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Bray

1029 W South St
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-7035 A-7125

mailto:bray.catherine@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Sons
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Sons

7010 Monroe rd
charlotte, NC 28212

V-7036 A-7126

mailto:rsons78@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joshua Kricker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joshua Kricker

224 Buteo Ridge
Pittsboro,  27312

V-7037 A-7127

mailto:jokr1822@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Bengel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Bengel

20 Canterbury Ct
Wendell, NC 27591

V-7038 A-7128

mailto:jbengel@brandenburg3.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Rowe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Rowe

300 E Meadow Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-7039 A-7129

mailto:jrowe@amerizon.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kim Thomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kim Thomas

103 south 4th street
wilmington, NC 28401

3108741699

V-7040 A-7130

mailto:kpaigethomas@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Pagan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Pagan

105 NE 4th St
Oak Island, NC 28465

V-7041 A-7131

mailto:immapagan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hannah Borababy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hannah Borababy

96 Louisiana Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

2404607174

V-7042 A-7132

mailto:hmborababy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Francis Penkava
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Francis Penkava

9120 Post Canyon Ln
Apt 5108
Charlotte, NC 28213

V-7043 A-7133

mailto:fpenkava@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erica Bagwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erica Bagwell

100 Kilgore Rd
Waynesville, NC 28785

V-7044 A-7134

mailto:enbagwell2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cornelia Cornils
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:25:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cornelia Cornils

218 seminole ave
Concord, NC 28925

V-7045 A-7135

mailto:Kuhleeah@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: michele polzer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:26:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

michele polzer

5634 cottingham lane
charltte
Charlotte, NC 28221

7045762621

V-7046 A-7136

mailto:mpolzer9@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Delois High
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:26:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Delois High

512 Tabb Dr
Gaston, NC 27832

V-7047 A-7137

mailto:delois.high@eastersealsucp.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel Stein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:26:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rachel Stein

94 Pearson Dr
Asheville, NC 28801

V-7048 A-7138

mailto:nrachelstein@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy McLaughlin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:26:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy McLaughlin

934 W 5th St
winston Salem,  27101

V-7049 A-7139

mailto:clgdjm@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Danny Post
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:26:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Danny Post

2329 Hunter Davis Ct
Monroe, NC 28110

7044419710

V-7050 A-7140

mailto:yayotters@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: thomas carlson-reddig
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:26:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

thomas carlson-reddig

5815 westpark drive
charlotte, NC 28217

7046493045

V-7051 A-7141

mailto:tcarlson-reddig@littleonline.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Cozzolino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:26:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gary Cozzolino

104 Glenhigh Ct
Cary, NC 27511

V-7052 A-7142

mailto:gary.cozz@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jeremy kearney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:28:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jeremy kearney

1312 pagan rd
Raleigh, NC 27603

7142332391

V-7053 A-7143

mailto:jwkjackrabbit@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Applewhite
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:28:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Applewhite

25 Ballard Court
Durham, NC 27712

9196203695

V-7054 A-7144

mailto:jeff.applewhite@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Adrienne Reilly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:28:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Adrienne Reilly

338 Brookstone Lane
Columbus, NC 28722

V-7055 A-7145

mailto:adriennelreilly@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sara Hardy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:28:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sara Hardy

300 W Hargett St
Apt 217
Raleigh, NC 27601

V-7056 A-7146

mailto:sarahardy80@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ingrid Fromm
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:28:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ingrid Fromm

6601 Keystone Drive
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-7057 A-7147

mailto:ingrid.fromm@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Mckenzie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:29:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Mckenzie

3430 Kirklees Road
Winston Salem, NC 27104

V-7058 A-7148

mailto:Pattymckenzie2001@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Bennett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:29:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Bennett

4 Tilbury Court
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-7059 A-7149

mailto:barbara.bennett88@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:29:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

and basically you sorry gd excuse for a governor shoot yourself ...you greedy arrogant  EVIL cocksucker

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Johnson

538 Stonemason Drive
Myrtle Beach, SC 29579

7345317873

V-7060 A-7150

mailto:senorpescado@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wayne Mickel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:31:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wayne Mickel

178 Richland St
Asheville, NC 28806

8283670302

V-7061 A-7151

mailto:wayneomico@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Burt Melton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:31:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Burt Melton

112 Stone Point Court
Mooresvillee, NC 28117

V-7062 A-7152

mailto:burtphyllis@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bob Coleman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:31:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bob Coleman

103 Candlelight Ct
Durham, NC 27707

919 490 6876

V-7063 A-7153

mailto:namelocrp@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Aaron Allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:31:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Aaron Allen

3601 Dogwood Dr
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-7064 A-7154

mailto:aaron.s.allen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Phillippi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:31:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Phillippi

101 Dove Street
Carrboro, NC 27510

9199323369

V-7065 A-7155

mailto:stephanie.phillippi@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Elkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:31:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Elkins

674 Pressley Creek Road
Cullowhee, NC 28723

V-7066 A-7156

mailto:carolynelkins@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Jo Fohner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:31:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Jo Fohner

1160 Peppertree Drive
Mount Holly, NC 28120

V-7067 A-7157

mailto:johnmary47@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristy Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:31:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kristy Thompson

5733 Furman Lane
Durham, NC 27712

V-7068 A-7158

mailto:kristy.thompson@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Webb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:31:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Webb

PO Box 1381
Bryson City, NC 28713

8287125599

V-7069 A-7159

mailto:editor@thesmokymountaintimes.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Atherton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:31:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Atherton

32 Spears Ave
Asheville, NC 28801

V-7070 A-7160

mailto:paixeamor@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Nice
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:31:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Nice

2812 Silver Stirrup Lane
Apex, NC 27502

V-7071 A-7161

mailto:nancy@thenices.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christy Kitson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:31:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christy Kitson

7633 summer pines way
Wake forest, NC 27587

V-7072 A-7162

mailto:C.kitson@sbcglobal.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathleen Zeren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:31:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Zeren

24 Morgan St
Candler, NC 28715

V-7073 A-7163

mailto:kzeren53@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bill Lea
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:31:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bill Lea

108 Enchanted Lane
Franklin, NC 28734

828/508-1751

V-7074 A-7164

mailto:bears@dnet.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gail Dragon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:31:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gail Dragon

114 East Street
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526

9196126021

V-7075 A-7165

mailto:gaidragon@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Victoria Hagemeister
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:32:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Victoria Hagemeister

115 Scotland Rd
Camden, NC 27921

2523312026

V-7076 A-7166

mailto:vhagemeister@mchsi.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jan Zollars
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:32:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jan Zollars

105 Scottlyn Ct
Asheville, NC 28806

V-7077 A-7167

mailto:Warreallysucks@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randy Bernard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:32:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Randy Bernard

18 Plateau Rd
Asheville, NC 28805

8282982566

V-7078 A-7168

mailto:rbwnc@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Herbert Perry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:33:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Herbert Perry

7286 Finch Rd
Bailey, ND 27807

V-7079 A-7169

mailto:herb7286@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roger Belanger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:33:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roger Belanger

523 meadowmont village circle
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

9195251965

V-7080 A-7170

mailto:rogerbelan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eliza Root
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:33:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eliza Root

5111-F Strawberry Hill Drive
Charlotte, NC 28211

9802971112

V-7081 A-7171

mailto:eliza.root@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Floyd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:33:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Floyd

60 Caledonia Road
#107
Asheville, NC 28803

2024945612

V-7082 A-7172

mailto:cfloyd07@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Cooper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:33:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Cooper

1050 Amity Rd
Asheboro, NC 27203

3369639145

V-7083 A-7173

mailto:patcooper25@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Bentley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:33:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Bentley

2232-A Shade Valley Road
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-7084 A-7174

mailto:cabonbike@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joy Fields
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:33:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.  My son and
 husband suffer from asthma and we feel the effects of poor air quality. 

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are not supporting cleaner air for your constituents
 and the citizens of NC. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality
 is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our
 energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about
 this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joy Fields

3500 Normandy Rd
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-7085 A-7175

mailto:joyfields123@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian Bordeaux
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:33:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian Bordeaux

188 Tree Cutters
Sanford, NC 27332

V-7086 A-7176

mailto:bordeauxbrian@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Raina SCOTT
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:33:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Raina SCOTT

17 North St
Asheville, NC 28801

V-7087 A-7177

mailto:queenrainalee@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacelyn Eckman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:33:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacelyn Eckman

15 Maybury Ct
Arden, NC 28704

V-7088 A-7178

mailto:jacelyn1111@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scott Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:33:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Scott Brown

2204 gordon road
High Point, NC 27265

V-7089 A-7179

mailto:scott@exportgrains.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Palinski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:33:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Palinski

600 Preston Village Way
Cary, NC 27519

V-7090 A-7180

mailto:mtpal@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Stover
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:33:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Stover

628 Tina Dr
Shelby, NC 28152

V-7091 A-7181

mailto:tstover624@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rana Halawani
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:34:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rana Halawani

201 Trackers Road
Cary,  27513

V-7092 A-7182

mailto:Rannoon2@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald motley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:34:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donald motley

po box 383
thomasville, NC 27361

3364754485

V-7093 A-7183

mailto:donmotsr@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carlos Reyes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:34:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carlos Reyes

218 north tenth st
218 north tenth st
Sanford, NC 27330

9197993362

V-7094 A-7184

mailto:Carlosdanielreyes22@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edward Stoddard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:34:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edward Stoddard

5805 Contour Dr
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-7095 A-7185

mailto:stoddard@ncsu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Henry More
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:34:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Henry More

7010 Rock Creek Circle
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-7096 A-7186

mailto:hsmore91810@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Wild
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:34:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Wild

591 Nickel Creek Ct
Kernersville, NC 27284

V-7097 A-7187

mailto:mwildakita@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kieran Wright
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:35:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kieran Wright

5063 Tall Pines Ct
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-7098 A-7188

mailto:kieranwright@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ebony Demory
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:35:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ebony Demory

2918 Catalina Road
Fayetteville, NC 28306

V-7099 A-7189

mailto:Ebony.demory@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erica Walk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:35:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erica Walk

303 Ashwood Drive
Jacksonville, NC 28546

V-7100 A-7190

mailto:bananastrudle@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Koenig
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:35:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

North Carolina has no real fossil fuels. We have plenty of flat terrain, sunshine and predictable wind and our
 electricity rate are waaaay too high. It only makes sense. I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently
 proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to
 rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working
 towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Koenig

482 Chicod St
Grimesland, NC 27837

2529451623

V-7101 A-7191

mailto:ginjaninja564@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frances Armstrong
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:35:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frances Armstrong

264 Teachs Cove
Bath, NC 27808

252-923-1041

V-7102 A-7192

mailto:francesroy1@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scott Bradley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:37:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Scott Bradley

Box 402
Ocracoke, NC 27960

V-7103 A-7193

mailto:sbardley@igc.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annie Whitted
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:37:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Annie Whitted

3236 Dearborn Drive
Durham, NC 27704

9199282698

V-7104 A-7194

mailto:anniewhitted@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Hindson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:37:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Hindson

5507 Harbor Gate Ct
Greensboro, NC 27455

V-7105 A-7195

mailto:jeff.all.state.restequip@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Ziesmer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:37:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Ziesmer

2016 Planters Knoll Dr
Monroe, NC 28110

2679423738

V-7106 A-7196

mailto:rex.tech.guy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Fisher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:37:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Fisher

P O Box 173 112 Holly Hill Dr
Columbus, NC 28722

V-7107 A-7197

mailto:fisherann453@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Thornton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:37:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Thornton

4704 Wilsham Court
Charlotte, NC 28226

704-998-8012

V-7108 A-7198

mailto:chrysalisseeker@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carl Shipes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:37:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carl Shipes

310 Ferguson St
Randleman, NC 27317

3364957674

V-7109 A-7199

mailto:ruttinbuck06@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matt Elliott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:37:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Matt Elliott

108 Dwelling Place
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-7110 A-7200

mailto:Matte2440@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Gray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:37:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Gray

539 W Wilkinson St
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948

8289641597

V-7111 A-7201

mailto:booniegrays@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Barton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:37:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Barton

180 Broadmoor Lane Apt. R
Winston Salem, NC 27104

V-7112 A-7202

mailto:tom.bartom2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rabbi Philip Bentley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:37:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a scholar who has studied environmental ethics for over forty years, I know that our role vis a vis nature is one of
 stewardship rather than ownership.  This is true in Jewish, Christian and Muslim traditions.

As an American I want to see our government and industry both to do what is needed to protect the quality of the
 soil, water, and air on which our lives depend.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rabbi Philip Bentley

111 White Water Drive
Hendersonvillw, NC 28792

V-7113 A-7203

mailto:Pearleaf@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Parveen Baig
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:37:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Parveen Baig

7444 Lagrange Drive
Raleigh, NC 27613

9193418330

V-7114 A-7204

mailto:parveenzaki@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Charles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:37:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Charles

250 Bell Tower Drive
3144 Genome Sciences Building
Chapel hill, NC 27599

9193083839

V-7115 A-7205

mailto:peterccharles@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Waite
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:37:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric Waite

2664 Quakenbush Rd
Snow Camp, NC 27349

919-357-3203

V-7116 A-7206

mailto:firewolf.1961@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Kaufman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:38:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Kaufman

1719 Pembroke  Jones Drive
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-7117 A-7207

mailto:patriciapkaufman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clay Thornton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:38:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). We should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions for a host of reasons, one being
 the effects on climate change.

I'm perplexed and disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up
 to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the
 Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for
 North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what
 is best for our state. I would think you would want North Carolinian's to have greater control on this issue and it
 does seem ironic that you would seemingly 'throw the baby out with the bathwater' when it comes to this plan.

Clean air is needed for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing to
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Clay Thornton

5406 Dobson Rd
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-7118 A-7208

mailto:ckthornton@rocketmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenneth Bennett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:38:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Bennett

1410 East Gaston St
Lincolnton, NC 28092

V-7119 A-7209

mailto:bennettkenneth537@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:38:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Harris

16 Robinwood Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-7120 A-7210

mailto:dphar@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Avery Goldman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:38:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Avery Goldman

444 S Blount St
Suite 212
Raleigh, NC 27601

V-7121 A-7211

mailto:goldman.avery@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lauren Essick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:38:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lauren Essick

3390 mountain dale rd
Vilas, NC 28692

V-7122 A-7212

mailto:Lauren@appvoices.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Mohr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:39:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please come and join us in the 21st century!  i I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
 limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in
 North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards
 reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Mohr

47 bellemont
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-7123 A-7213

mailto:Caroljmohr@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Viola Baldwin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:39:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Viola Baldwin

6708A Glendower RD
Raleigh, NC 27613

9194174597

V-7124 A-7214

mailto:baldwinviola@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Love
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:39:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Love

196 Victory Ln
Ronda, NC 28670

V-7125 A-7215

mailto:lovequilternc@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alisa Ostwalt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:39:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alisa Ostwalt

232 Essic Road
Mocksville, NC 27028

V-7126 A-7216

mailto:MMMaggie719@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Headley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:39:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Headley

4006 Vallonia Drive
Cary, NC 27519

V-7127 A-7217

mailto:jeffunf96@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anthony Artis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:39:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anthony Artis

5187 NC Hwy 96 N
Selma, NC 27576

919 631 2823

V-7128 A-7218

mailto:anthony.artis2010@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Claudia Kaplan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:39:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Claudia Kaplan

4911 Victoria Dr
Dutham, NC 27713

V-7129 A-7219

mailto:kaplans@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Neil Infante
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:39:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Neil Infante

314 churn grove blvd
hillsborough, NC 27278

V-7130 A-7220

mailto:aneilio46@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Craven
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:39:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Craven

164 Mandarin Drive
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-7131 A-7221

mailto:gpcjcc97@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Rund
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:40:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Rund

6759 Greenway Rd
Oxford, NC 27565

9196991337

V-7132 A-7222

mailto:kerund719@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mike Giles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:40:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mike Giles

309 West Salisbury Street
Wrightsville Beach, NC 28480

9102316687

V-7133 A-7223

mailto:mikeg@nccoast.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Brunick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:40:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Brunick

14133 Walkers Crossing Dr
Charlotte, NC 28273

V-7134 A-7224

mailto:cbrunick@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Iliana Hidalgo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:40:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Iliana Hidalgo

3915 Garrett rd
Durham, NC 27707

V-7135 A-7225

mailto:Magaliiliana@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elaine Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:40:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elaine Anderson

109-57 Oakmont Drive
Greenville, NC 27858

V-7136 A-7226

mailto:Elaine@century21trg.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Bair
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:40:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Bair

1 pine tree loop
Broadway, NC 27505

7248334788

V-7137 A-7227

mailto:Danbair1972@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anna Lockhart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:40:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anna Lockhart

5300 Corbarron CT
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-7138 A-7228

mailto:annamarie518@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Rawleigh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:40:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Rawleigh

1413 WHilden Place
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-7139 A-7229

mailto:rawleighedits@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:40:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Smith

7308 Harps Mill Rd
Raleigh, NC 27615

9198184959

V-7140 A-7230

mailto:psmith6082@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cammie Bishop
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:40:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cammie Bishop

1951 Grassy Knob road
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

V-7141 A-7231

mailto:cammie_bishop@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Doris E Bornkessel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:40:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Doris E Bornkessel

116 Fountain Ridge Place
Holly Springs, NC 27540

V-7142 A-7232

mailto:nckessel@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eileen Morales
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:40:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eileen Morales

6208 Clarkwood Circle
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-7143 A-7233

mailto:emorales_99@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:40:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gary Mitchell

PO Box 596
Ocracoke, NC 27960

V-7144 A-7234

mailto:molassescreek@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine Conley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:40:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christine Conley

4800B Walden Ct
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-7145 A-7235

mailto:clconley2013@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rob Mackie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:41:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rob Mackie

1000 Vickie Drive
Cary, NC 27511

9196211245

V-7146 A-7236

mailto:rob@mackies.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deby Jizi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:41:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deby Jizi

3216 Kemptown Square
Waxhaw, NC 28173

7046216792

V-7147 A-7237

mailto:debyjizi@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Silvia
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:42:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heather Silvia

2415 Sides Rd
Rockwell, NC 28138

7042022185

V-7148 A-7238

mailto:925107.hs@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kerry Bullock-Ozkan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:43:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kerry Bullock-Ozkan

104 Pine Hill Dr
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-7149 A-7239

mailto:bullockozkan@twc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Newberry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:43:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Newberry

100 Club Dr Ste 190
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-7150 A-7240

mailto:nancynewberry@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alison Smitley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:43:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alison Smitley

916 Devonport Drive
Raleigh, NC 27610

9193086406

V-7151 A-7241

mailto:alison.smitley@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marilyn Stemp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:43:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Stemp

229 Brambleton Ct
WINSTON SALEM, NC 27106

V-7152 A-7242

mailto:marilynstemp@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: gregory jaynes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:43:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

gregory jaynes

4061 johannes ln
pfafftown, NC 27040

V-7153 A-7243

mailto:jaynespff@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Donadieu
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:43:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Donadieu

521 Chase Prairie Lane
Waxhaw, NC 28173

V-7154 A-7244

mailto:john.donadieu@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Gaines
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:43:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Gaines

506 Forest Lake Rd
Fayetteville, NC 28305

V-7155 A-7245

mailto:Kgainesappraiser@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anthony Artis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:43:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anthony Artis

5187 NC Hwy 96 N
Selma, NC 27576

919 631 2823

V-7156 A-7246

mailto:anthony.artis2010@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sebastian Hibbard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:43:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sebastian Hibbard

100 Raleigh St
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-7157 A-7247

mailto:shibbard@live.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Sowa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:43:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Sowa

301 Abbey Ln
Cary, NC 27511

V-7158 A-7248

mailto:bsowa@rasman.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dianne McQueen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:43:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dianne McQueen

4001 brookview
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-7159 A-7249

mailto:Dia.mcq@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dave kilian
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:43:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dave kilian

4204 Azalea Drive
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-7160 A-7250

mailto:dave@killerhosting.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:43:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a North Carolinian, a mother and a grandmother, I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently
 proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to
 rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working
 towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our future,our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right
 thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Brown

48 Elijah Hall Rd
PO Box 1548
Black Mountain, NC 28711

8286691818

V-7161 A-7251

mailto:wolfmommy@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Palmer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:43:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I have a granddaughter who's been diagnosed with asthma, and I support the Environmental Protection Agency's
 recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates
 continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
 working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Instead of leading the way toward a healthy environment, you've chosen to follow short-term interests--a
 disappointing and flawed strategy.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janet Palmer

136 Castle Heights
Boone, NC 28607

V-7162 A-7252

mailto:jnt_palmer@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joyce Loring
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:43:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joyce Loring

4501 Wingate Drive
Raleigh, NC 27609

9198727432

V-7163 A-7253

mailto:jloring@pobox.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Whitlock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:43:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Whitlock

112 E. Marshall St
WAYNESVILLE, NC 28786

V-7164 A-7254

mailto:dyancwhit@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darren Bedell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:43:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

What is going on in our state?

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darren Bedell

PO Box 20237
Raleigh, NC 27619

V-7165 A-7255

mailto:Mrdbedell@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dan Mathews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:43:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dan Mathews

314 Beaver Creek Rd
Lexington, NC 27295

V-7166 A-7256

mailto:dmathews@lexcominc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Handy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:43:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Handy

2524 Covington Loop
Graham, NC 27253

V-7167 A-7257

mailto:carrjoe@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martha Reiskind
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:43:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. Please do not turn your back on science and the future of our planet for our children and their
 children,

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martha Reiskind

2825 Old Orchard Rd
Raleigh, NC 27607

831-419-7586

V-7168 A-7258

mailto:mbreiski@ncsu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: nina corbett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:44:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

nina corbett

2558 pond drive n
wilson, NC 27896

V-7169 A-7259

mailto:corbettne@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julia Colton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:45:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

It's so scary to look at the big picture and see the damage we've done already. For the health and well being of all
 generations behind us, we have to make the clean choice

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julia Colton

1800 Eastwood rd
#171
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-7170 A-7260

mailto:jsc3271@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kevin Hofmaenner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:45:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kevin Hofmaenner

1408 Ruffin Street
Durham, NC 27701

V-7171 A-7261

mailto:kevin.hofmaenner@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Don Clapp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:46:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Don Clapp

PO Box 989
Saluda, NC 28773

7047500411

V-7172 A-7262

mailto:donclapp@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tracy Gulbenkian
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:46:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tracy Gulbenkian

600 scaleybark rd
Charlotte, NC 28209

203-559-5607

V-7173 A-7263

mailto:clotheshorse17@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Barr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:46:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Barr

6801 Sandwell Lane
206
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-7174 A-7264

mailto:kabarr07@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Ransom-Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:46:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Ransom-Smith

813 Pineburr Rd
Jamestown, NC 27282

3368834684

V-7175 A-7265

mailto:ransomambu@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brenda Pressley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:46:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brenda Pressley

PO Box 1060
Davidson, NC 28036

V-7176 A-7266

mailto:Brenda@brendahpressleycpa.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian Kline
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:47:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian Kline

3142 Groveshire Drive
Raleigh, NC 27616

9196734810

V-7177 A-7267

mailto:codediver21@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sheryl Kohn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:47:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sheryl Kohn

211 E Quail Ridge Rd
Oxford, NC 27565

V-7178 A-7268

mailto:kohnsa@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melinda Vann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:47:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melinda Vann

30802 Blounts Bay Lane
Blounts Creek, NC 27814

V-7179 A-7269

mailto:melindavann@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alexis LaMere
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:47:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alexis LaMere

3265 Northwest Trace
Elon, NC 27244

V-7180 A-7270

mailto:alexisc58@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Jimerson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:48:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Jimerson

139 W Lakefield Dr
Greensboro, NC 27406

3362741257

V-7181 A-7271

mailto:nancyjimerson11@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Helff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:48:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric Helff

102 Jesnick Lane
Cary, NC 27519

V-7182 A-7272

mailto:ehelff@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: nasser vakili
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:49:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

nasser vakili

301 coalyard drive
Garner, NC 27529

V-7183 A-7273

mailto:nvakili2002@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Philip Rees
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:49:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Philip Rees

750 Weaver Dairy Rd #170
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-7184 A-7274

mailto:parees@live.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Evelyn Vincent
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:49:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Evelyn Vincent

1415 Farwell Drive
Fayetteville, NC 28304

910-425-2520

V-7185 A-7275

mailto:fourshopping@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna M
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:49:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna M

Rinderle
Charlotte, NC 28270

7049049497

V-7186 A-7276

mailto:drinderle02@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kameron Dennis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:49:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kameron Dennis

5483 Cocker Spaniel Ct
Iron Station, NC 28080

V-7187 A-7277

mailto:kameronadennis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edgar zeferino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:49:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edgar zeferino

2718 w mountain street
kernersville,  27284

3369265816

V-7188 A-7278

mailto:zeferinoedgar@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laurie Armstrong
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:49:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laurie Armstrong

2651 Bloomsbury Manor Dr
Durham, NC 27703

V-7189 A-7279

mailto:Larmstrong27@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kate Bond
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:49:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kate Bond

595 Highland View Lane
Mill Spring, NC 28756

V-7190 A-7280

mailto:Kbond7@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JEff Rose
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:49:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JEff Rose

3200 HARDENRIDGE CT
APEX, NC 27539

V-7191 A-7281

mailto:jbrose_2000@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristen Bretz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:49:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

You and your administration look like petulant children throwing a tantrum because things aren't going your way.
 Clean power is the future whether you like it or not, and standing in the way of that is bad for business, our health,
 and the environment (...not that you care about the latter two).

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Stop making the state look bad; you're embarrassing yourselves AND US.

Sincerely,

Kristen Bretz

124 Hillcrest Rd
Raleigh, NC 27605

V-7192 A-7282

mailto:kristen.a.bretz@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Evans Prater
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:49:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Evans Prater

19 N Liberty St
Asheville, NC 28801

V-7193 A-7283

mailto:evans.prater@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: G.D. Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:49:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

G.D. Anderson

Chapel Hill
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-7194 A-7284

mailto:glaire.and@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Green
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:49:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Green

411 hidden springs dr
Durham, NC 27703

V-7195 A-7285

mailto:Kermitdfrog@coastalnet.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rinat Harel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:49:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rinat Harel

2411 Greenway Ave
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-7196 A-7286

mailto:harelrinat@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Reynolds
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:51:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Reynolds

300 Allen Mountain Dr
Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-7197 A-7287

mailto:kathycharleysmom@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Price
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:51:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Price

106 Melvin street
Belmont,  28012

V-7198 A-7288

mailto:Michaelprice.art@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anita Pallay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:51:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anita Pallay

3821 heritage spring circle
Wake forest
Wake forest, NC 27587

V-7199 A-7289

mailto:anitap2912@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Delavega
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:51:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Delavega

3001 groves edge lane
marvin,  28173

V-7200 A-7290

mailto:robdelavega@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bill Robinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:52:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bill Robinson

3830 Jackson St
Apt L 13
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-7201 A-7291

mailto:billrobinsonmusic@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jill Twark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:52:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jill Twark

106 North Harding St
Greenville, NC 27858

2523531499

V-7202 A-7292

mailto:jetwark@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ashley Hawkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:52:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ashley Hawkins

3401 Luther street
Winston Salem, NC 27127

8035564648

V-7203 A-7293

mailto:ashley.hawkinss2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura England
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:52:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura England

279 Makenzie Lane
Sugar Grove, NC 28679

V-7204 A-7294

mailto:lauraeengland@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:52:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Moore

3948 Hickswood Forest ct
High Point, NC 27265

V-7205 A-7295

mailto:Ceedeem30@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Travis Graves
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:52:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Travis Graves

200 7th Street
New Bern, NC 28560

V-7206 A-7296

mailto:lowerneuserk@soundrivers.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Heuermann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:52:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Heuermann

210 Crowfields Drive
Asheville, NC 28803

V-7207 A-7297

mailto:patruschka@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeri Graham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:52:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeri Graham

2000 Country Club Court
Sanford, NC 27332

9194994228

V-7208 A-7298

mailto:jigrahamusa@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jamie Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:53:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jamie Johnson

103 baker farm rd
hampton, VA 23321

V-7209 A-7299

mailto:christina.masiks20@orange.k12.nc.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: julie nutter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:54:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

julie nutter

1051 old henrietta road
forest city, NC 28043

V-7210 A-7300

mailto:nutterlady@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:55:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Moore

150 Houndstooth Trail
Boone, NC 28607

8289632720

V-7211 A-7301

mailto:michaelmoore@skybest.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Creighton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:55:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Creighton

111 Indiana Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-7212 A-7302

mailto:LaneCreighton111@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karin Lukas-Cox
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:55:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karin Lukas-Cox

3200 Mill Pond Road
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-7213 A-7303

mailto:karinlukascox@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chad Chandler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:55:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chad Chandler

5108 Damask Ct
Fuquay-Varina, NC 27526

V-7214 A-7304

mailto:cfchandler@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tania Byers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:55:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tania Byers

1928 Silverstone Dr
Gastonia, NC 28052

V-7215 A-7305

mailto:taniabyers@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Quinn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:55:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrew Quinn

2875 flat gap rd
Valdese, NC 28690

V-7216 A-7306

mailto:quinnandrewb529@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erin McCully
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:55:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am VERY disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air and protect US!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erin McCully

PO Box 583
Webster, NC 28788

8283337077

V-7217 A-7307

mailto:mccullyjeffress@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alexander Osborn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:55:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alexander Osborn

2515 Winningham Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9516670049

V-7218 A-7308

mailto:aosborn4554@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Victry lamar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:55:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Victry lamar

510 uwharrie street
ASHEBORO, NC 27203

3366535934

V-7219 A-7309

mailto:viclmr13@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Adrianna Shelton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:56:06 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Adrianna Shelton
47 E Main St
Marion, NC 28752-3245
shelton.adrianna@gmail.com

V-7220 A-7310

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Reddy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:56:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

What ye sow so shall ye reap. I hope you might find it in your heart to stop sowing the seeds of environmental
 catastrophe. My first grandchild was born on Monday. Do you have any, or hope to have any? Think of them today.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Reddy

105 Mimosa Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-7221 A-7311

mailto:wmr@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jackie Hofmaenner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:56:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jackie Hofmaenner

1408 Ruffin St
Durham, NC 27701

V-7222 A-7312

mailto:jackie.hofmaenner@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deb Skolnik
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:56:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deb Skolnik

debskolnik@yahoo.com
debskolnik@yahoo.com
Fairview, NC 28730

V-7223 A-7313

mailto:debskolnik@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sondra Vitols
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:56:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sondra Vitols

8208 Bald Eagle Lane
Wilmington, NC 28411

917-449-5407

V-7224 A-7314

mailto:vitols@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Victry lamar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:57:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Victry lamar

510 uwharrie street
ASHEBORO, NC 27203

3366535934

V-7225 A-7315

mailto:viclmr13@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Howe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:57:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Howe

1444 Roaring Fork Rd
Hot Springs, NC 28743

V-7226 A-7316

mailto:rofowo@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jody Ford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:57:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jody Ford

102 belles way
New bern, NC 28562

V-7227 A-7317

mailto:Jodyford78@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lamie Hardman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:57:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lamie Hardman

319 Songbird Lane
Sylva, NC 28779

V-7228 A-7318

mailto:smokeymingus@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: RICHARD MCCRARY
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:58:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

RICHARD MCCRARY

1759 yellowstone court # I
# I
gastonia, NC 28054

V-7229 A-7319

mailto:dalemccrary@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: daniel bossut
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:59:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

daniel bossut

109 W 13th st
Greenville, NC 27834

V-7230 A-7320

mailto:danielbossut@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Wallen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 1:59:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Wallen

302 JEB Stuart Drive
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-7231 A-7321

mailto:Robertcwallen@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Pyun
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:01:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Pyun

813 Woodburn Road
Raleigh, NC 27605

919-412-4564

V-7232 A-7322

mailto:Pyundk@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lesia Mills
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:01:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lesia Mills

PO Box 1183
Clayton, NC 27528

V-7233 A-7323

mailto:lesiamills@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Booth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:01:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Booth

109 W Summersby
Fort mill, SC 29715

V-7234 A-7324

mailto:Selvasol4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Morgan Tucker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:01:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Morgan Tucker

601 park south blvd
Arden, NC 28704

V-7235 A-7325

mailto:Twirlybird12@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Volland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:01:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane Volland

1013 Homer St
Durham, NC 27707

V-7236 A-7326

mailto:Jane.volland@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ruth Talley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:02:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ruth Talley

212 Pollock St
Beaufort, NC 28516

V-7237 A-7327

mailto:rkk29@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Blake
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:02:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Blake

908 Harrill St
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-7238 A-7328

mailto:marycourtneyblake@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice Bolick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:02:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janice Bolick

2863 12th Ave SE
HICKORY, NC 28602

828-855-2131

V-7239 A-7329

mailto:dbolick@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tim Howell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:03:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tim Howell

329 Lipscomb Road
Angier, NC 27501

9192185192

V-7240 A-7330

mailto:timhowell34@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Czavier Tan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:03:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Czavier Tan

170 Fawn Ln
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-7241 A-7331

mailto:czavier@asiasupplyline.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brien Deuterman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:03:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

My son is an Environmental Science major at UNC-CH and has shared  so many of his findings through education
 about the importance of keeping North Carolina headed in the right direction environmentally.  We had been on
 such a progressive track, please do not take us backwards!  Our beautiful state deserves clean energy, not only for
 our own benefits and enjoyment, but for the continued economic need to attract others to our state for both tourism
 and new business.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brien Deuterman

107 W Brentwood Rd
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-7242 A-7332

mailto:Bdeuterman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: robin kohanowich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:04:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

robin kohanowich

329 W.Smith Rd
pittsboro, NC 27312

919-545-9256

V-7243 A-7333

mailto:zinniazack@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joe Grimes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:04:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joe Grimes

613 Casey Drive
Grifton, NC 28530

2525241186

V-7244 A-7334

mailto:joeagiii@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Warren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:05:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Warren

7304 Demly Ct
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-7245 A-7335

mailto:TSW0339@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jocelyn Moon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:05:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jocelyn Moon

615 Howard Street
Archdale, NC 27263

3364347314

V-7246 A-7336

mailto:oddjoce@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: levie lepinski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:07:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

levie lepinski

43 Pirates Cove dr
Swansboro, NC 28584

V-7247 A-7337

mailto:levielepinski21@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edwina Zagami
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:07:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edwina Zagami

2 Timberlyne Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

9199670404

V-7248 A-7338

mailto:camieasy@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Isaac Riley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:07:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I don't know about you, Governor, but I personally want to live on a planet with clean air, water, and land. And if
 that's not a problem for you, then don't drag us down the path of pollution and smog.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Isaac Riley

5142 Arbor Chase Drive
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-7249 A-7339

mailto:isaacthomasriley117@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paige Marsh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:07:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paige Marsh

206 Penn Lake Dr
Reidsville, NC 27320

V-7250 A-7340

mailto:exoticrainbows@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Galbraith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:07:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Galbraith

2337 Churchill road
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-7251 A-7341

mailto:margotici@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel McCullough
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:07:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel McCullough

2520 Brassfield Rd
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-7252 A-7342

mailto:daniel_john_mccullough@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amany Amra
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:07:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amany Amra

115 Rocklyn Ln
Apex, NC 27502

V-7253 A-7343

mailto:amanyamra@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brittany Auten
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:08:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brittany Auten

626 Knollwood St
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-7254 A-7344

mailto:Autenbri@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lori Campbell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:08:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lori Campbell

P.O. Box 5307
Cary, NC 27512

V-7255 A-7345

mailto:eless.campbell@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzanne Null
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:09:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Null

69 Grove Circle
Brevard, NC 28712

V-7256 A-7346

mailto:suenull@rice.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: M Bernardo`
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:10:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

M Bernardo`

30 Ravenscroft Drive
Asheville, NC 28801

V-7257 A-7347

mailto:mbtva2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Ambrose
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:10:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Ambrose

108 W Skyhawk Dr
Cary, NC 27513

V-7258 A-7348

mailto:Sambrose@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Morris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:10:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pamela Morris

2688 Jenkins Lake Ct
Fuquay-Varina, NC 27526

V-7259 A-7349

mailto:pmorris@harnettstudents.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Warren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:10:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Warren

921 Brookgreen drive
Cary, NC 27511

V-7260 A-7350

mailto:Sarahwarr@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Perno
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:13:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cindy Perno

1231 Spot Lane
Carolina Beach, NC 28428

V-7261 A-7351

mailto:Dcperno@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Walter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:13:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Walter

11600 Calgary Dr
Charlotte, NC 28215

V-7262 A-7352

mailto:walterjm56@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keith Cutler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:13:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Keith Cutler

99 Jackson St
#1708
Davidson, NC 28036

V-7263 A-7353

mailto:kcutler1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: vance REECE
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:13:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

vance REECE

10C Twin Lakes Drive
Pittabro, NC 27312

V-7264 A-7354

mailto:vjreece@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice Blackham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:13:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janice Blackham

70 Lucerne Avenue
Asheville, NC 28806

V-7265 A-7355

mailto:wndrlstgrrrl@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:13:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Jackson

116 N. Running Deer Circle
Dudley, NC 28333

9197098254

V-7266 A-7356

mailto:pianky2763@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elias Jeyarajah
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:13:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elias Jeyarajah

5505 Killarney Hope Dr
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-7267 A-7357

mailto:eliasjey@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brace Boone III
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:14:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brace Boone III

408 Elm St
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-7268 A-7358

mailto:bbooneiii@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tilda Prosser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:14:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tilda Prosser

2888 Beaty Rd
Gastonia, NC 28056

V-7269 A-7359

mailto:tprosser2006@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Stephenson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:15:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debra Stephenson

421 Joe Collins Road
Lillington, NC 27546

9106581306

V-7270 A-7360

mailto:debbhstephenson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Solesky
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:15:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Solesky

PO Box 1991
North Wilkesboro, NC 28659

V-7271 A-7361

mailto:mary.solesky@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Dugan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:16:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Dugan

10 Chestnut Top Circle
Mills River, NC 28759

V-7272 A-7362

mailto:Dugan.millsriver@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bridget Allison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:16:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bridget Allison

714 Skytop Road
Waxhaw,  28173

V-7273 A-7363

mailto:Ballison1st@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Heise
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:16:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Heise

3396 Alston Chapel Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-7274 A-7364

mailto:laurieheise@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Doris Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:16:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Doris Wilson

6624 Professor St
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-7275 A-7365

mailto:dowilson@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Fauser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:16:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Fauser

405 W. Mountain St
Kernersville, NC 27284

V-7276 A-7366

mailto:fauserne@wfu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jay Henson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:16:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jay Henson

2320 Bristers Spring Way
Apex, NC 27523

V-7277 A-7367

mailto:jghenson71@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Elliston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:16:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Elliston

349 Old Toll Circle
Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-7278 A-7368

mailto:davidlelliston@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tammy Bleier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:17:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tammy Bleier

2620 Northchase Pkwy SE
G104
Wilmington,  28405

5859449038

V-7279 A-7369

mailto:tbleier76@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: peter cullen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:18:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

peter cullen

1013 shaker ct
winston-salem, NC 27104

V-7280 A-7370

mailto:petecul@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Spallek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:18:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Spallek

13 Lagoon Drive
Wrightsville Beach, NC 28480

V-7281 A-7371

mailto:pspallek@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dave Rogers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:19:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dave Rogers

1616 Delaware Ave
Durham, NC 27705

V-7282 A-7372

mailto:davidrogers27@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Mueller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:19:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Mueller

409 Moonridge Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9199424937

V-7283 A-7373

mailto:helmutmueller@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry Tollen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:19:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larry Tollen

2833 McDowell Rd
Durham, NC 27705

V-7284 A-7374

mailto:lctollen@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:19:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

The CPP for NC needs to reduce our reliance on costly, outdated, inefficient, dirty and toxic waste generating
 energy systems and spur smart local clean energy innovations. I drive an EV, own a HERS rated EE Home with
 solar panels and have reduced both our utility bills and CO2 emissions by 20% since 2003.  I choose to work, shop
 and invest with companies that have a 100% RE and EE Strategies.  Solar powered Electric buses, E-trains, E-
homes, and E-vehicles and Smart Grids are technologies with unlimited potential to solve urban problems. The CPP
 for NC needs to focus on empowering communities, businesses and individuals to transition to a clean, renewable,
 energy efficient economy, creating local green jobs. NC should be a Climate Leader in quickly reducing GHG
 emissions while also cutting costs and risks for NC citizens and businesses.  Rate-payers should not be absorbing
 the high costs and risks of new nuclear or behind the fence-line efficiency improvements.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Adams

103 Larkspur Lane
Cary, NC 27513

V-7285 A-7375

mailto:liz.adams@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice Hansen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:20:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janice Hansen

155 Mill Pond Ln
Mooresville, NC 28115

V-7286 A-7376

mailto:jbhansennc@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lydia Eller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:20:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lydia Eller

409 Kentwood Street SW
Lenoir, NC 28645

V-7287 A-7377

mailto:kitty@lenoirmirror.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: nicole hernandez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:21:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

nicole hernandez

301 blooming meadows road
holly springs, NC 27540

9195865782

V-7288 A-7378

mailto:spaky77@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pam Frome
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:22:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pam Frome

Drive
Durham, NC 27713

V-7289 A-7379

mailto:pam.frome@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeremiah Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:22:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeremiah Johnson

109 Hite Lane
Garner, NC 27529

V-7290 A-7380

mailto:Ncwoodsmen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: john baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:22:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

john baker

251 wiltshire circle
fletcher, NC 28732

V-7291 A-7381

mailto:clavatia@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deb Bair
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:22:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deb Bair

525 Lydia Perry
Sanford, NC 27330

V-7292 A-7382

mailto:choco227330@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Daniel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:22:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Daniel

304 E Maple Ave
Holly Springs, NC 27540

V-7293 A-7383

mailto:melissadaniel@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Calvert Pelletier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:22:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Calvert Pelletier

Windsor ridge dr
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-7294 A-7384

mailto:cstanhope2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sandi Maki
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:23:25 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sandi Maki
110 Lonnie Mack Dr
Nebo, NC 28761-6118
sandi.l.maki53@gmail.com

V-7295 A-7385

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jean Ulrich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:23:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.  As an person
 who has asthma, this is an important issue to me.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jean Ulrich

223 Foxcroft Drive
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-7296 A-7386

mailto:julrich@wsfcs.k12.nc.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julia Wiltshire
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:25:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julia Wiltshire

5544 Sunlight Dr
#308
Durham, NC 27707

V-7297 A-7387

mailto:jcwitlshire@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Anne K
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:25:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Anne K

3400 Monadnock Ridge
Efland,, NC 27243

V-7298 A-7388

mailto:mak@mebtel.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ken Atwood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:25:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ken Atwood

2953 Denton Road
Thomasville, NC 27360

V-7299 A-7389

mailto:forthwith00@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jocelyn Lucas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:25:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jocelyn Lucas

204 east street south east
204 east street south east
wilson, NC 27893

V-7300 A-7390

mailto:nickisweet20@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Krista McKinney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:25:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Krista McKinney

804 St. Andrews Dr. Apt. J
Wilmington, NC 28412

3373969991

V-7301 A-7391

mailto:krista.mckinney@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Roose
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:25:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Roose

411 north 4th st
Wilmington, NC 28401

+19106124471

V-7302 A-7392

mailto:sisnsob@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Colvin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:28:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Colvin

2524 Riceville Rd
Asheville, NC 28805

V-7303 A-7393

mailto:Scolvin13@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Herbert House
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:28:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Herbert House

1921 W Front
Burlington, NC 27215

3362221923

V-7304 A-7394

mailto:bioherb@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: R. Schlagal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:28:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

R. Schlagal

18723 Hwy 88
Creston, NC 28615

V-7305 A-7395

mailto:chanssujin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julia Scarborough
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:28:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julia Scarborough

632 Timberline Ridge Ln
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-7306 A-7396

mailto:julia.scarborough@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: J. Dan Pittillo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:28:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

J. Dan Pittillo

675 Cane Creek Road
Sylva, NC 28779

V-7307 A-7397

mailto:dpittillo@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Russell Pence
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:28:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Russell Pence

3301 Falconhurst
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-7308 A-7398

mailto:rpencel@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kim Hammill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:31:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kim Hammill

1369 st Stephens ch rd
Gold hill,  28061

V-7309 A-7399

mailto:Hammill_k@yagoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Veal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:31:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Veal

1812 Ellison Creek
Lewisville, NC 27023

V-7310 A-7400

mailto:mfveal@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:31:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Adams

195 Nicks Bend W
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-7311 A-7401

mailto:adamslibba@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Bridges
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:31:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Common sense measures to reduce pollution and protect our environment are essential
I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Bridges

PO Box 415
Goldsboro, NC 27533

V-7312 A-7402

mailto:maryhuot@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Norman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:31:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric Norman

281 Linville Rd
Kernersville, NC 27284

V-7313 A-7403

mailto:esnorman@ncat.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rose Jenkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:31:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rose Jenkins

2 Westhaven Dr
Asheville, NC 28804

5407175605

V-7314 A-7404

mailto:rose.jenkins.e@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrea Vargas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:31:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrea Vargas

8430 Newfane rd
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-7315 A-7405

mailto:Zucker408@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherrie Langston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:31:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sherrie Langston

142 Becky Lane
Princeton, NC 27569

V-7316 A-7406

mailto:slangston861@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Audrey Godhshall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:32:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Audrey Godhshall

174 Summer Haven Rd
Swannnoa, NC 28778

V-7317 A-7407

mailto:awed3lee@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Cotter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:32:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

May I suggest you do your research.  I do this when I teach my classes.  95% of all scientist today state that climate
 change is happening.  They also state that Carbon Dioxide from the burning of fossil fuels is the source of this
 increase.  I find it incredible that you and others insist burying your head in the sand.  Our Outer Banks is going to
 pay a heavy price.  Our temperatures lately have been record breaking.  We are experiencing climate change now. 
 You Must Act!

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Cotter

PO Box 66
1242 Knight Road
Pine Hall, NC 27042

V-7318 A-7408

mailto:ccotter@rock.k12.nc.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meredith Emmett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:33:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Meredith Emmett

1301 Alabama Ave
Durham, NC 27705

V-7319 A-7409

mailto:meredith@thirdspacestudio.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erica Rapport Gringle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:33:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erica Rapport Gringle

2014 Wilson St
Durham, NC 27705

V-7320 A-7410

mailto:Er.gringle@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Zimmer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:34:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Zimmer

34 Robeson St
Spring Lake, NC 28390

V-7321 A-7411

mailto:wfulawgrl@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Trevor Shelton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:34:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Trevor Shelton

2739 Westmore Ct
WINSTON SALEM, NC 27103

V-7322 A-7412

mailto:SHELTON.TREVOR@GMAIL.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter van Dorsten
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:34:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter van Dorsten

7301 Rainwater Rd
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-7323 A-7413

mailto:pv2049@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Perri Morrison Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:37:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Perri Morrison Smith

235 Rollins Rd
Marshall, NC 28753

8287740312

V-7324 A-7414

mailto:perrimorrisonsmith@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel Clarke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:37:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rachel Clarke

2939 Wycliff Road
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-7325 A-7415

mailto:rachnral@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Gartner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:37:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gary Gartner

6 Scotland Pl
Durham, NC 27705

V-7326 A-7416

mailto:ggartner@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:37:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Taylor

523 Westwood Place
Asheville, NC 28806

V-7327 A-7417

mailto:bbqbeau@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Olympia Canady
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:37:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Olympia Canady

1658 Halltown Rd
Jacksonville, NC 28546

V-7328 A-7418

mailto:princessaquarius2003@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Isa Ferrall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:37:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Isa Ferrall

103 Windfall Court
Cary, NC 27518

V-7329 A-7419

mailto:trackgirl4211@aim.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna R
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:38:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna R

Condor Ct
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-7330 A-7420

mailto:donna.ronk@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lucie Laberge
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:39:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lucie Laberge

6442 Donnegal Farm Rd
Charlotte, NC 28270

V-7331 A-7421

mailto:agilman@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Henning
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:40:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Henning

558 east road
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-7332 A-7422

mailto:Suhenning@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vicki Fuller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:40:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vicki Fuller

4310 holt school rd
Durham, NC 27704

V-7333 A-7423

mailto:vsfuller@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marolyn McDiarmid
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:43:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marolyn McDiarmid

94 Log Barn Road
Pittsboro, NC 27312

9195422593

V-7334 A-7424

mailto:marolynmcd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: NancyLee Spears
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:43:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

NancyLee Spears

1212 Red Oak Avenue
Durham, NC 27707

V-7335 A-7425

mailto:Studio1212relax@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Brownscombe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:43:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pamela Brownscombe

1404 Cortland Road West
Charlotte, NC 28209

V-7336 A-7426

mailto:pamiebee@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randy Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:44:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Randy Miller

12537 PRESERVATION POINTE DR
CHARLOTTE, NC 28216

V-7337 A-7427

mailto:akawmcooper@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Southcott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:44:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Southcott

59 Eden Glen Rd
Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-7338 A-7428

mailto:paranoidepiphany@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Owens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:45:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Owens

2254 Old Oak Rd
Kinston, NC 28504

V-7339 A-7429

mailto:jo79bo@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frans Verhagen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:45:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frans Verhagen

327 Carolina Meadows Villa
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

9192407164

V-7340 A-7430

mailto:gaia1@rcn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elisabeth Bechmann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:45:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elisabeth Bechmann

Neugebäudeplatz
St. Pölten, NO 03100

V-7341 A-7431

mailto:elisabeth.bechmann@kstp.at
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maritza Melara
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:46:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maritza Melara

5202 Notrthlanc Ct
Mcleansville, NC 27301

V-7342 A-7432

mailto:melaram@gcsnc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jen Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:46:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jen Brown

10708 Chesson Drive
Raleigh, NC 27614

9194246941

V-7343 A-7433

mailto:jennybbrown@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jan Fagerberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:46:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jan Fagerberg

5201 Country Pines Court
raleigh, NC 27616

9198155751

V-7344 A-7434

mailto:janswede@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patty Shipman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:46:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patty Shipman

3140 Chatham Church Rd
Moncure, NC 27559

V-7345 A-7435

mailto:pls10@psu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Renee Lawson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:47:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Renee Lawson

4916 Lighthouse Court
Winston Salem, NC 27127

V-7346 A-7436

mailto:lawson-renee@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Sempowski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:47:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Sempowski

3021 Pump Station Lane
Durham, NC 27712

V-7347 A-7437

mailto:ma.sempowski@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: peter grant
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:47:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

peter grant

400 ward st
graham, NC 27253

V-7348 A-7438

mailto:petegrantnc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Blevins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:47:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Blevins

2520 White Thorne Ln
Waxhaw, NC 28173

V-7349 A-7439

mailto:blevinsme@gmail.come
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Collins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:47:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Collins

3664 Bridgewater drive
Southport, NC 28461

V-7350 A-7440

mailto:klc1128@atmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Rankine-Long
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:48:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heather Rankine-Long

12106 Journeys End Trail
Huntersville,  28078

V-7351 A-7441

mailto:Trailbait@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kirk Folk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:49:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kirk Folk

3134 Dunlavin Way
Charlotte, NC 28205

2075963063

V-7352 A-7442

mailto:mainefolks2@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: teresa curry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:49:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

teresa curry

6723 Mintwood court
wilmington, NC 28405

V-7353 A-7443

mailto:teresa@wemeantrucks.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ian Draughn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:49:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ian Draughn

5329 Masonboro Loop Rd
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-7354 A-7444

mailto:id1699@uncw.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Tate
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:49:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Tate

25 Timberhill Dr
Canton, NC 28716

V-7355 A-7445

mailto:dktate@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scott James
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:50:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Scott James

324 Beaver Dam Run
324
Durham, NC 27703

3364036030

V-7356 A-7446

mailto:wsjames@ncsu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine van Zandt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:51:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine van Zandt

933 Burnley Road
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-7357 A-7447

mailto:katvanzan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: alyzza may
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:51:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

alyzza may

2016 brice st
greensboro, NC 27403

V-7358 A-7448

mailto:alyzza.may@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Hopkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:51:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Hopkins

4705 Stafford Drive
Durham, NC 27705

V-7359 A-7449

mailto:annehop71@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Shine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:53:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Shine

911 shipyard Pt
New Bern, NC 28560

V-7360 A-7450

mailto:Patshine67@gmsil.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Conroy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:55:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Conroy

2811 welcome drive
Durham, NC 27705

9194931238

V-7361 A-7451

mailto:conroyliz@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: RoseMarie Dombrowski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:55:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

RoseMarie Dombrowski

1105 Queensbury Circle
Durham, NC 27713

9197970076

V-7362 A-7452

mailto:rosemarie.dombrowski@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pam Marvel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:55:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pam Marvel

2127 willow hill lane
Clayton, NC 27520

V-7363 A-7453

mailto:pwmarvel@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeffrey Wells
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:55:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I have lived in NC most of my 45 years!  The environment is so important to me and my children.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Get a grip on the reality for the common people here.  Have a conscience!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Wells

505 Kenion Road
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-7364 A-7454

mailto:jffwells7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Rawlings
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:55:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Rawlings

9322 Stantonsburg Road
Walstonburg, NC 27888

V-7365 A-7455

mailto:jrawlings47@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diana Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:55:36 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Diana Thompson
259 Liberty Rd
Candler, NC 28715-8450
DThomRN2@aol.com

V-7366 A-7456

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Heather Wood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:55:57 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Heather Wood
1421 Raybon Dr
Wendell, NC 27591-9318
heathermichelle1077@gmail.com

V-7367 A-7457

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: martha calloway
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:56:04 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. martha calloway
26 Log Cabin Trl
Candler, NC 28715-8457
mtewcs@yahoo.com

V-7368 A-7458

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shannon Napier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:56:28 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Shannon Napier
3503 Cole Mill Rd
Durham, NC 27712-3245
pookiethemonsterdog@gmail.com

V-7369 A-7459

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Peplowski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:57:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

As cheap oil and fossil fuels continue to glut the market, we do not need to expand offshore drilling in any way,
 shape or form.  North Carolina's natural resources are far more important than developing relationships with the
 energy industry, even at the expense of fewer jobs.

I am very disappointed that the NC environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the
 federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Please do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frank Peplowski

522 Tanners Park Ct
Winston-Salem, NC 27101

V-7370 A-7460

mailto:fpeplowski@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ajay Deshpande
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:58:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ajay Deshpande

431 westfalen dr
cary, NC 27519

V-7371 A-7461

mailto:nidhi_ajay@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cam Malcolm
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:58:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cam Malcolm

4468 Yoruk Forest Ln
Charlotte, NC 28211

V-7372 A-7462

mailto:camjr64@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Barnett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:58:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Barnett

4100 Thetford Road, Durham, NC
Durham, NC 27707

9197406496

V-7373 A-7463

mailto:linda.r.barnett@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Burgess
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:58:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Burgess

3740 U.S. Highway 321 South
Blowing Rock, NC 28605

V-7374 A-7464

mailto:mastburgess@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian Dumas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:59:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian Dumas

7513 Boscobel Way
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-7375 A-7465

mailto:ssbjdumas@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martin Greenhut
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:59:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martin Greenhut

POB 31
Marshall, NC 28753

V-7376 A-7466

mailto:martyg@bcn.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:01:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Johnson

102 club view court
kill devil hills, NC 27948

V-7377 A-7467

mailto:obxer52@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Stoudt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:03:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Stoudt

116 Jimmy Court
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948

2524419377

V-7378 A-7468

mailto:mcsfes@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Montie Hamby
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:03:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Montie Hamby

1175 Romano ct
Winston Salem, NC 27103

336 659 0956

V-7379 A-7469

mailto:P_grizz@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Holmberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:03:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Holmberg

1000 Sabre Ct
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9199699714

V-7380 A-7470

mailto:mholmberg9714@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margueritte Cox
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:04:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margueritte Cox

834 Millspring Drive
Durham, NC 27705

V-7381 A-7471

mailto:margueritte.cox@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: susan hendrickson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:05:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

susan hendrickson

4005 Gilmore dr
Greensboro, NC 27407

3362993091

V-7382 A-7472

mailto:swhendri55@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine Bertha
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:07:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christine Bertha

737 Loch Highlands dr
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-7383 A-7473

mailto:gaiahealing@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Moni Choudhury
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:07:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Moni Choudhury

507westminster dr
Chapel hill, NC 27514

V-7384 A-7474

mailto:Moni.choudhury@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jill Pike
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:07:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jill Pike

8128 Calais Court
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-7385 A-7475

mailto:jillcicconepike@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Hicks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:07:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Hicks

2930 Eddystone Ln
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-7386 A-7476

mailto:gmrichhicks@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Helen Kline
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:08:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Helen Kline

7031 globe rd
Lenoir, NC 28645

V-7387 A-7477

mailto:Nellkline@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:08:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Miller

306 Timber Ridge Drive
Hubert, NC 28539

V-7388 A-7478

mailto:momnmarinewife2@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Howard Bowers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:08:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Howard Bowers

4602 Zaldivar Way
RALEIGH, NC 27612

V-7389 A-7479

mailto:mbowers00@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: allan pratt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:09:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

allan pratt

105 nahunta pines drive
pikeville, NC 27863

V-7390 A-7480

mailto:alshryl9@mail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Korey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:10:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Korey

5008 Knaresborough Rd
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-7391 A-7481

mailto:Raleighredsoxfan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: john mooney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:10:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

john mooney

2512 veranda lane
greensboro, NC 27455

V-7392 A-7482

mailto:mooneyjohnl@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michele Hewson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:13:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michele Hewson

706 Ashby Dr
Davidson, NC 28036

V-7393 A-7483

mailto:Hewsonnc@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carrie Williford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:13:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carrie Williford

6416 Valley Estates Dr
Raleigh, NC 27612

6783718085

V-7394 A-7484

mailto:carrie.williford@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: K Packard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:13:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

K Packard

8804 Gotherstone
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-7395 A-7485

mailto:Klp4724@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karaya McMurtray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:13:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karaya McMurtray

3114 Douglas st
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-7396 A-7486

mailto:K.mcmurtray@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margot Ringenburg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:14:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margot Ringenburg

720 Sugar Spring Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-7397 A-7487

mailto:dmringenburg@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Runge
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:14:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Runge

2126 Lands End Way SW
Supply, NC 28462

V-7398 A-7488

mailto:Larunge71@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charlotte Layton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:14:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charlotte Layton

888 Cannon Street
Front Royal, VA 22630

V-7399 A-7489

mailto:calayton@comcast.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Collom
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:17:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Collom

721 Governor Morrison Street
Charlotte, NC 28211

V-7400 A-7490

mailto:bethcollom@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:17:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Wilson

205 Kirkwood Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-7401 A-7491

mailto:williamwilson514@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Neidich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:17:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Neidich

2032 Hartwicke place
Charlotte, NC 28270

V-7402 A-7492

mailto:Lauraneidich@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bill Medlin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:18:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bill Medlin

1 Perdue Place
Asheville, NC 28806

3365588239

V-7403 A-7493

mailto:billmedlin@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Raye Duke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:19:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Raye Duke

9900 Avon Farm Lane
Charlotte, NC 28269

7573343610

V-7404 A-7494

mailto:rayeduke46@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carl Martin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:19:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carl Martin

665 E. Chatham St. #1
Newport, NC 28570

V-7405 A-7495

mailto:mreviljeenyus@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barton Armstrong
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:19:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barton Armstrong

2757 Toxey Drive
Raleigh, NC 27609

919-782-0770

V-7406 A-7496

mailto:bparms@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Silver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:21:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Silver

2400 Timber Pl
Asheville, NC 28804

V-7407 A-7497

mailto:nancysworkshop@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maggie McKinley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:22:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maggie McKinley

1372 Harbour Dr. Apt A
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-7408 A-7498

mailto:mamckinley0629@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Charles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:22:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Charles

2715 Old Highway 60
Purlear, NC 28665

V-7409 A-7499

mailto:katch0907@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of lynnsey lanier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:22:52 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. lynnsey lanier
2836 Attaberry Dr
Charlotte, NC 28205-2502
lynnsey523@gmail.com

V-7410 A-7500

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Weiland Tarpley Jr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:23:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Weiland Tarpley Jr

1452 Middlesbrough Drive
Fayetteville, NC 28306

9107470577

V-7411 A-7501

mailto:wee2pwr@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patty Lewis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:25:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patty Lewis

5117 shaftwood dr
Indian trail, NC 28079

V-7412 A-7502

mailto:Porso@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Mazurek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:25:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Mazurek

2630 Meadowbrook Road
Rocky Mount, NC 27801

2529779550

V-7413 A-7503

mailto:1smazurek@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessie Spivey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:25:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessie Spivey

5011 Malibu Dr
Charlotte, NC 28215

V-7414 A-7504

mailto:Jess_spivey@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clyde Lundy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:25:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Clyde Lundy

6428 Bayswater Trail
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-7415 A-7505

mailto:Clundy2@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hilary Hafeken
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:25:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hilary Hafeken

103 Jennings Way
Morrisville, NC 27560

9199463692

V-7416 A-7506

mailto:mojosfamily@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Hamilton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:25:55 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Joseph Hamilton
323 Nolley Rd
Mocksville, NC 27028-5413
josephhhamilton69@gmail.com

V-7417 A-7507

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jan Nance
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:26:05 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jan Nance
781Brunswick Pl Se
Leland, NC 28451
jan_nance@yahoo.com

V-7418 A-7508

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeisha Sanchez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:26:10 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jeisha Sanchez
720 5 Mile Rd
Richlands, NC 28574-5212
jeishasanchez81@gmail.com

V-7419 A-7509

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice Gross
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:26:21 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Janice Gross
108 Admiralty Ct
Grandy, NC 27939-9600
janicekgross@gmail.com

V-7420 A-7510

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Veronica Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:27:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Veronica Johnson

3608 Horsemint Trail
Zebulon, NC 27597

V-7421 A-7511

mailto:veronica@trtnc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: J. Lellinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:27:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

J. Lellinger

40 Galax Lane
Brevard, NC 28712

V-7422 A-7512

mailto:jlellinger@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Yelverton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:28:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frank Yelverton

617 Surry Street
Wilmington, NM 28401

V-7423 A-7513

mailto:frank@cfrw.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tim Hubbard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:29:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tim Hubbard

915 Old Orchard Rd
chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-7424 A-7514

mailto:tim.hubbard@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Reed
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:29:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrew Reed

4339 Georges Gap rd
vilas, NC 28692

V-7425 A-7515

mailto:andy101592@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terry Price
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:31:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please help protect the environment. It's the only one we have and I-along with my children-need it to survive.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terry Price

103 Gibbs St
Swannanoa, NC 28778

(828) 423-0857

V-7426 A-7516

mailto:TerryLPrice@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Harms
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:31:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support Clean Air and the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known
 as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and
 threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Harms

814 S. Yaupon Terrace
Morehead City, NC 28557

V-7427 A-7517

mailto:patron7@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Parson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:34:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Parson

4005 Bowman Ave
Randleman, NC 27317

V-7428 A-7518

mailto:efaparson61@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bruce Yelton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:34:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bruce Yelton

4406 Woods End Lane
CHARLOTTE,  28277

V-7429 A-7519

mailto:praxisresearchinc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maurice 7 barbara Barnett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:37:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maurice 7 barbara Barnett

602 Water oak Lane
Hendersonville, NC 28791

V-7430 A-7520

mailto:maubar53@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: zoya regensburger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:37:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

zoya regensburger

3721 koomen ln
raleigh, NC 27606

V-7431 A-7521

mailto:zoya.c.r.36@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Harrison Webb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:37:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Harrison Webb

10233 Dominion Village Drive
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-7432 A-7522

mailto:harrison.webb@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meredith Carson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:37:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Meredith Carson

6193 Moores Creek Drive
Summerfield, NC 27358

V-7433 A-7523

mailto:Cardsmeredith@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Greg Jenkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:37:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with
 the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is "designed to fail," the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Greg Jenkins

4607 Moores Creek Road
Durham, NC 27705

919-621-2588

V-7434 A-7524

mailto:pms297@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bridget Liston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:38:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bridget Liston

217 Cottage Row
Cashiers, NC 28717

V-7435 A-7525

mailto:Berinlist@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna MacDougall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:38:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna MacDougall

144 Shirley Dr
Cary, NC 27511

V-7436 A-7526

mailto:cacadoogal@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julia Holiman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:40:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julia Holiman

4717 Rose Rd
Durham, NC 27712

9196004040

V-7437 A-7527

mailto:qg82juliholi@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alissa Tepedino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:43:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alissa Tepedino

425 Hillsborough St
Apartment 32h
Chapel Hill, NC 27265

V-7438 A-7528

mailto:alissatepedino@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine Gillen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:45:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christine Gillen

379 bethany church rd
Fairview, NC 28730

V-7439 A-7529

mailto:Chgillen1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: S. Teel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:45:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

S. Teel

2204 Commonwealth Ave
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-7440 A-7530

mailto:shannonteel.7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Bradley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:46:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Bradley

51 Wilderness Trail
Candler, NC 28715

828-665-1505

V-7441 A-7531

mailto:lindatbradley@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ERIC MCMANUS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:46:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ERIC MCMANUS

8019 GERA EMMA DRIVE
Charlotte, NC 28215

V-7442 A-7532

mailto:emac610@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Pachas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:46:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Pachas

229 Soundview Dr
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948

V-7443 A-7533

mailto:appaloosairish@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dianne Griffin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:48:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dianne Griffin

483 Winfield Huffman Rd
Wilkesboro, NC 28697

V-7444 A-7534

mailto:d_griffin@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Bekiarian
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:48:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you for your help.

Sincerely,

Donna Bekiarian

140 Clipper Ave
Edison, NJ 08817

V-7445 A-7535

mailto:anaxamander513@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jon Doyle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:48:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jon Doyle

1909 manuel street
Raleigh, NC 27612

9194385859

V-7446 A-7536

mailto:Jdoyle@pci-llc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anita Obler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:49:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anita Obler

3603a St John's Ct
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-7447 A-7537

mailto:anitaobler@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Dewar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:49:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Dewar

714 Murray Hill Rd
Fayetteville, NC 28303

9102611091

V-7448 A-7538

mailto:jandjdewar@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Hutchens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:49:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Hutchens

6721 Branson Mill Rd
Pleasant Garden, NC 27313

V-7449 A-7539

mailto:markhutchens@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Hendler-Voss
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:51:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I write to you today as both a pastor and a mom.  I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
 limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in
 North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards
 reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Hendler-Voss

21 Pennsylvania Ave
Canton, NC 28716

V-7450 A-7540

mailto:amanda@landoftheskychurch.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Quancidine Gribble
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:53:29 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Quancidine Gribble
6129 Louise St
Fayetteville, NC 28314-2720
quancidineforpresident@gmail.com

V-7451 A-7541

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Susan Wingate
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:55:21 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Susan Wingate
100 Cold Water Spgs
Murphy, NC 28906-4761
susan.wingate@gmail.com

V-7452 A-7542

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: joyce robinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:55:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

joyce robinson

8010 covington ave
glen burnie, MD 21061

4109699057

V-7453 A-7543

mailto:orcawolf@cablespeed.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sarah cross
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:55:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

sarah cross

314 w queen st
hillsborough, NC 27278

V-7454 A-7544

mailto:sarahhcross@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Val Greer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:55:53 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Val Greer
54 Bright St
Waynesville, NC 28786-7715
greervalerie@rocketmail.com

V-7455 A-7545

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan Matthews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:57:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joan Matthews

1901 GLENWOOD Ave
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-7456 A-7546

mailto:Cmatthews8@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leesa Brieger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 3:57:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leesa Brieger

205 Adams Way
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-7457 A-7547

mailto:leesa.brieger@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Meadows
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:01:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Meadows

9 Blue Bottle Lane
Durham, NC 27705

V-7458 A-7548

mailto:Bethmeadows@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Valerie Lecoeur
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:02:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Valerie Lecoeur

455 Carolina Circle
Winston-Salem, NC 27104

3366245115

V-7459 A-7549

mailto:valerie@zoeborganic.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pam Pellegrino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:04:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pam Pellegrino

272 Dogwood Rd
West Jefferson, NC 28694

V-7460 A-7550

mailto:pammypell@yahoo.co
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: hilary hardy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:06:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Also, do not support any bills for offshore drilling of any kind in nc. Our beautiful coastline should not be spoiled
 further.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

hilary hardy

1626 BROOK FERN WAY
RALEIGH, NC 27609

2522301101

V-7461 A-7551

mailto:cruizinn@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: adrienne ferriss
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:06:35 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

adrienne ferriss
27 pheasant dr
asheville, NC 28803

V-7462 A-7552

mailto:asferriss@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Mirinda Kossoff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:07:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mirinda Kossoff

1394 Fearrington Post
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-7463 A-7553

mailto:mkossoff@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jess Howard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:07:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jess Howard

67 Montana Avenue
Asheville, NC 28807

V-7464 A-7554

mailto:jessie.howard179@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scott Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:07:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Scott Walker

1433 Cole Mill Rd
Durhan, NC 27705

V-7465 A-7555

mailto:wottscalker@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Geraci
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:07:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.  God is watching.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Geraci

13116 Kensworth Court
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-7466 A-7556

mailto:mgcnc@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shirley Dye
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:07:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shirley Dye

797  John Horton Rd
Apex, NC 27523

V-7467 A-7557

mailto:sc.dye@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Allen Stewart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:10:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Allen Stewart

6916 saxby ct
Raleigh, NC 27613

9196732567

V-7468 A-7558

mailto:allend.stewart61@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brandon Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:13:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brandon Taylor

135 1/2 Virginia Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-7469 A-7559

mailto:bft590@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Mastro
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:13:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail," the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment, and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Mastro

101 Hunters Trail West
Elizabeth City, NC 27909

V-7470 A-7560

mailto:utvol61@inteliport.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Birge
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:13:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Birge

1406 Redcoat Dr
Charlotte, NC 28211

704 364-1416

V-7471 A-7561

mailto:bbirge@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Mahoney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:16:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Mahoney

31 Kirby Road
Asheville, NC 28806

V-7472 A-7562

mailto:cmahoney9468@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Silver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:16:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrew Silver

17308 Grand Central Way
Cornelius, NC 28031

(704) 375-1124

V-7473 A-7563

mailto:andy@resolutionexperts.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Arminda Chavez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:17:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Arminda Chavez

106 S Audubon ave
Goldsboro, NC 27530

V-7474 A-7564

mailto:Mil.chavez.volz1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bianca Sobral
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:19:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bianca Sobral

5710 Arringdon Park Dr
Morrisville, NC 27560

V-7475 A-7565

mailto:bsobral07@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cary Paynter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:19:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

The Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power
 Plan (CPP), are long overdue. This is an opportunity to adapt to the realities of polluted air, needlessly dirty
 industry, and a dependence on energy sources that are outdated and unsustainable.  NC cannot continue to try to
 turn back time and pursue that time-honored but never successful method of burying our head in the sand.

Your administration needs to come up with a serious plan to address climate change now.
Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please act responsibly and in
 the public interest.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cary Paynter

6242 Head Rd
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-7476 A-7566

mailto:dmpaynter@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Mikszta
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:19:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Mikszta

3205 Lochinvar Drive
Durham, NC 27705

V-7477 A-7567

mailto:jmikszta@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Cloud
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:20:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Cloud

210 Dallas Dr
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-7478 A-7568

mailto:cathcloud@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Walsh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:21:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Walsh

P. O. Box 246
Morganton, NC 28680

V-7479 A-7569

mailto:jaywalsh@thistle-cottage.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Penelope Gardner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:22:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). What are your reasons for not working towards reducing our carbon emissions?

It concerns me deeply that North Carolina is highlighted as a state opposed to the CPP. Some say NC is
 championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail' while denying the opportunity to create a plan that works best for
 North Carolina.

What are the specifics in the CPP with which you disagree or have determined are more harmful to North
 Carolinians that not having clean air?

Please advise.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Penelope Gardner

9004 Winged Thistle Court
Raleigh, NC 27617

9192373499

V-7480 A-7570

mailto:penelopekg@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Simeon Reich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:24:18 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Simeon Reich
103 Batchelor Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410-6036
johnsimreich@gmail.com

V-7481 A-7571

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Cottle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:25:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Cottle

209  Hutchins Dr
Garner, NC 27529

919-3018472

V-7482 A-7572

mailto:muey1c@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David J Goode
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:25:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David J Goode

964 Avon Road
WINSTON SALEM, NC 27104

V-7483 A-7573

mailto:dgoode@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: cindy smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:25:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

cindy smith

2 eagle crest dr
black mtn, NC 28711

(828) 686-4564

V-7484 A-7574

mailto:cin28711@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tyler Haske
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:25:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tyler Haske

800 Golden Horseshoe Circle Apt H
Morrisville, NC 27560

2699786583

V-7485 A-7575

mailto:tyler.haske@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eileen Dineen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:25:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eileen Dineen

po box 1754
Wake Forest, NC 27588

V-7486 A-7576

mailto:edineen@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Dressler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:25:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leslie Dressler

Moser Sedge Ct
Biltmore Lake, NC 28715

V-7487 A-7577

mailto:lesliecdressler@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicole Klett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:25:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nicole Klett

201 Woodleaf Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-7488 A-7578

mailto:nicole.klett@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Antoinette Foster
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:25:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Antoinette Foster

518 e whitaker mill rd
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-7489 A-7579

mailto:antoifoster@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stacey Harbaugh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:29:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stacey Harbaugh

505 Hawk Haven Cv
Waynesville, NC 28786

V-7490 A-7580

mailto:sdhester2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Fredrick Milano
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:31:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Fredrick Milano

4000 Ashwood Drive
Leland, NC 28451

V-7491 A-7581

mailto:milanofa@appstate.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amber Moodie-Dyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:31:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amber Moodie-Dyer

5508 Welkin Ct
Durham, NC 27713

V-7492 A-7582

mailto:moodiedyer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Bueno
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:32:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Bueno

751 Davenbury Way
Cary, NC 27531

V-7493 A-7583

mailto:Liveandlearnllc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: K Bernart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:33:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

K Bernart

5027 Charmapeg Ave
Charlotte, NC 28211

V-7494 A-7584

mailto:ktbernart@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Yvonne Neal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:34:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Yvonne Neal

1403 Lucille Avenue
Monroe, NC 28112

V-7495 A-7585

mailto:sycaudle@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Ripollone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:35:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Ripollone

108 Sailboat Ct
Garner, NC 27529

9194149861

V-7496 A-7586

mailto:rippie77@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Helena Day
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:37:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Our lives depend on clean air!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Helena Day

1118 Old Hwy.74
Marshville, NC 28103

V-7497 A-7587

mailto:helenaday@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeffrey Secrest
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:40:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Secrest

30 Green Hill Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

8284061135

V-7498 A-7588

mailto:JS65983@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Virginia Emigh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:40:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Virginia Emigh

2823 OBerry St
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-7499 A-7589

mailto:Emighhome@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Dorton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:43:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

The citizens of this country have become very sensitive to this subject.  Clean air is good for our families, our
 environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Dorton

4424 Lancaster Hwy
Monroe, NC 28112

V-7500 A-7590

mailto:canope6@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Albino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:43:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Albino

7304-3 Stonecliff Dr., Raleigh
Raleigh, NC 27615

9197479748

V-7501 A-7591

mailto:nalbino@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Moody
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:43:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debra Moody

1214 Main Ave.N.w
Hickory, NC 28601

8283109467

V-7502 A-7592

mailto:moodswing55@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: A C Metcalf
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:43:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

A C Metcalf

1902 Dickens Ave
Charlotte, NC 28208

V-7503 A-7593

mailto:ametcalf@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Jamed
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:43:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Jamed

332 Iotla Street
Franklin, NC 28734

V-7504 A-7594

mailto:catjames@morrisbb.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tracey Gay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:43:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. After all, NC is a premier
 vacation destination from the Blue Ridge Mountains, to the Outer Banks! Please do the right thing and protect our
 clean air.

Where are our windmills? We know the world of tomorrow is a world of sustainable energy. Why aren't we leading
 the country?

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tracey Gay

198 Ewbank Dr
Hendersonville, NC 28791

8286973693

V-7505 A-7595

mailto:traceyl.gay@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Yale Giffin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:46:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Yale Giffin

903 Turmeric Lane
Durham, NC 27713

V-7506 A-7596

mailto:yale.giffin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Clemen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:46:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Clemen

3805 Westcrest St
NC, NC 27707

9198050141

V-7507 A-7597

mailto:margaretclemen@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Getty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:48:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Getty

169 wildwood river ridge road
Newport, NC 28570

V-7508 A-7598

mailto:pfgetty@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Samuel Speciale
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:48:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Samuel Speciale

14 Trevor's Trail
ASHEVILLE, NC 28806

V-7509 A-7599

mailto:sgspeciale@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Connie Wells
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:48:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Connie Wells

599 Garner Chapel Rd
Mount Olive, NC 28365

V-7510 A-7600

mailto:CWWGTL@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Kerr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:49:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Kerr

1938 Faculty Drive
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-7511 A-7601

mailto:wckerr308@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: betsy yopp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:49:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

betsy yopp

175 sioux lane
Apt/Suite
clayton, NC 27520

V-7512 A-7602

mailto:twoyellowdogs@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: stuart neal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:49:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

stuart neal

1403 lucille ave
monroe, NC 28112

V-7513 A-7603

mailto:nealrealestate@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Paffrath
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:49:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Paffrath

328 Fearrington Post
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-7514 A-7604

mailto:nanpaff56@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Cox
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:50:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Cox

509 Huron Rd
Raleigh, NC 27610

9195235622

V-7515 A-7605

mailto:therealamycox@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wes Leiphart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:50:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wes Leiphart

3975 Busbee Rd
Seagrove, NC 27341

V-7516 A-7606

mailto:leiphart@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Darlene Bingham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:54:35 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Darlene Bingham
PO Box 164
Stanley, NC 28164-0164
drbingham1959@yahoo.com

V-7517 A-7607

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bonnie Harvell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:55:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bonnie Harvell

553 Oak Hammock Drive
Harkers Island, NC 28531

V-7518 A-7608

mailto:Lharvell@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charity Stricker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:56:15 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Charity Stricker
70 Willowbrook Cir
Clayton, NC 27527-9727
charity.stricker@gmail.com

V-7519 A-7609

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David B Cameron
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:56:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As all asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate
 change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David B Cameron

150 Private Dr
Union Mills, NC 28167

8282877931

V-7520 A-7610

mailto:dcam@kidsenses.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JaneAnn Hughes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:57:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JaneAnn Hughes

7760 Netherlands Dr
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-7521 A-7611

mailto:janeannhughes@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Serenity Lucas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:57:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Serenity Lucas

2920 Auburn dr. apt # 103
Burlington, NC 27215

V-7522 A-7612

mailto:edenchocolate2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mike Spruell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 4:58:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mike Spruell

105 Kilborne Rd
Mooresville, NC 28117

7049077907

V-7523 A-7613

mailto:mspruell@mi-connection.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: zach oneal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:03:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

zach oneal

1279 cloister dr
winston salem, NC 27127

V-7524 A-7614

mailto:zacharyoneil29@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heidi Rivera
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:03:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heidi Rivera

2848 Chillingworth Drive
Fayetteville, NC 28306

V-7525 A-7615

mailto:herivera27@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Greenwald
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:03:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the EPA y proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP).

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
 requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental
 Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our
 community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
 Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Greenwald

610 Madam Moores Lane
New Bern, NC 28562

V-7526 A-7616

mailto:degreenwald@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ANA LUISA GUTIERREZ-LOZANO
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:04:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ANA LUISA GUTIERREZ-LOZANO

201 TRESTLEWOOD LN
CLAYTON, NC 27520

V-7527 A-7617

mailto:algutie63@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kate Hanline
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:05:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kate Hanline

16211 hollingbourne rs
28078, NC 28078

V-7528 A-7618

mailto:Katehanline@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen Welgos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:09:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen Welgos

1081 Woodland Church Rd
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-7529 A-7619

mailto:welgoson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dixie Noble
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:11:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dixie Noble

8713 Emerald Plantation Rd
Emerald Isle, NC 28594

V-7530 A-7620

mailto:Tomanddix@comcast.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: HAZEL ROGERS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:11:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

HAZEL ROGERS

P O BOX 99
PO BOX 99  13515 NC HWY 210
ROCKY POINT, NC 28457

9106758001

V-7531 A-7621

mailto:hzlrogers3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ronald Leuchs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:13:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ronald Leuchs

1813 South Moorings Drive
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-7532 A-7622

mailto:ronald.leuchs@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Cresswell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:13:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Cresswell

18 Sassafrass Loop
Minnesott Beach, NC 28510

2522490148

V-7533 A-7623

mailto:Cressbill@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lucille Yancey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:13:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lucille Yancey

Box 711
Clinton, NC 28329

V-7534 A-7624

mailto:tiel@intrstar.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: MARGARET LEWIS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:13:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

MARGARET LEWIS

2637 CHEROKEE LANE
WINSTON-SALEM, NC 27103

V-7535 A-7625

mailto:WPLEWIS@AOL.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynn Chapin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:13:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynn Chapin

944 Brandy Gap
Bakersville, NC 28705

V-7536 A-7626

mailto:designolynn@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Berry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:13:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates in NC rise and the effects and threat of climate change keep
 increasing, we should surely be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposely setting North Carolina up to fail with
 the federal requirements under the CPP. Nothing about your approach and that of DEQ makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Berry

501 E. Whitaker Mill Rd
Apt. 203A
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-7537 A-7627

mailto:eatberry1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: susan vaughan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:19:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

susan vaughan

314 W Hayman Blvd
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948

2524413010

V-7538 A-7628

mailto:wellsvaughan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shari Leaven
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:19:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shari Leaven

326 Stratford Rd
Asheville, NC 28804

8286912029

V-7539 A-7629

mailto:sharileaven@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: charles robbins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:19:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

charles robbins

1317 middle sound lp. rd
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-7540 A-7630

mailto:charlesvrobbins@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Justin Hull
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:23:34 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Justin Hull
441 Meadows Edge Ct
Clemmons, NC 27012-8985
jtcharger01@yahoo.com

V-7541 A-7631

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Virginia Ho
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:23:42 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Virginia Ho
814 Clearbrook Rd
Matthews, NC 28105-9610
vlho_nsg@yahoo.com

V-7542 A-7632

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: supatra campbell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:25:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

supatra campbell

115 edmister lane
chapel hill, NC 27516

V-7543 A-7633

mailto:supatra99@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elaine Hayes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:26:00 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elaine Hayes
157 Watts Farm Ln
Mooresville, NC 28115-8240
ebluesky01@aol.com

V-7544 A-7634

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelsea Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:26:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kelsea Anderson

12327 Honeychurch Street
Raleigh, NC 27614

9193680305

V-7545 A-7635

mailto:kelsand19@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Hardin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:31:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. NC is my home state, where I was born & grew up. I hope to one day move back to NC, so I
 am very concerned
for the environment there.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Hardin

10 Washington Pl
Troy, NY 12180

V-7546 A-7636

mailto:kathryn.hardin2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Dickinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:31:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Dickinson

907 Demerius Street
Durham, NC 27701

(919) 682-3140

V-7547 A-7637

mailto:bhdic@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nadine Reinhold
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:31:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nadine Reinhold

108 Edgewater Lane
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-7548 A-7638

mailto:Nadine_r@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: chris Knigge
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:34:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

chris Knigge

1014 Sheffield Dr
wilmington, NC 28411

V-7549 A-7639

mailto:kchrisknigge@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sophie Rupp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:35:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sophie Rupp

1750 Robinhood Rd
Winston-Salem, NC 27104

3366615130

V-7550 A-7640

mailto:sirupp256@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:39:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rachel Brown

PO Nox 1268
Leland, NC 28451

V-7551 A-7641

mailto:RLB4@cornell.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanne Denaeyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:40:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joanne Denaeyer

P.O. Box 2162
Southern Pines, NC 28388

V-7552 A-7642

mailto:joanne@denaeyer.nl
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keri Marino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:45:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Keri Marino

105 Cameron Ct
Cary, NC 27511

V-7553 A-7643

mailto:KeriR0202@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Wagner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:47:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Wagner

210 Jessamine Lane
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-7554 A-7644

mailto:john_wagner@sarbo.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Haigh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:49:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Haigh

713 N 4th St
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-7555 A-7645

mailto:khaigh04@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clarence Matthews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:50:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Clarence Matthews

3150 riggs ln
Greenville, NC 27834

V-7556 A-7646

mailto:Dripless82@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lucia Welborne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:51:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor McCrory,

Everyone knows of your long term relationship with DUKE energy.  Step up, show the people of the state of North
 Carolina that you are NOT a politician bought and paid for by DUKE energy money!  Convince us!

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lucia Welborne

9119 Bent Tree Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-7557 A-7647

mailto:talliemac@mcalesterhome.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dori Bowman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:51:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dori Bowman

2732 Burnt Mill Rd
Charlotte, NC 28210

7045560491

V-7558 A-7648

mailto:dnbowman@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: P Burgess
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:51:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

P Burgess

8805 New Oak Lane
Huntersville, NC 28078

V-7559 A-7649

mailto:bjpamburg14@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JOSEPH JOHNSTON
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:51:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JOSEPH JOHNSTON

1515 EDGESIDE CT
Raleigh, NC 27609

9198764645

V-7560 A-7650

mailto:joej@pobox.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie Miller Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:51:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julie Miller Clark

600 West Cornwall Rd
Cary, NC 27511

V-7561 A-7651

mailto:juju600@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:55:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve Adams

268 Cedar Springs Road
Lexington, NC 27292

V-7562 A-7652

mailto:adamite@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Partridge
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:55:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Partridge

736 Linda Court
Cary, NC 27513

V-7563 A-7653

mailto:Margpart@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sheina kalinchak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:55:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

sheina kalinchak

1950 Gastonia Road
Southport, NC 28461

7738095369

V-7564 A-7654

mailto:marsanderson@Hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kyra Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:55:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

The Department of Defence States that Climate Change is the greatest threat to national security --even more so than
 terrorism!!! I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known
 as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and
 threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kyra Moore

1309 Hillbrow Ln
#204
Raleigh, NC 27615

9199160586

V-7565 A-7655

mailto:Kyra.Moore.NC@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Estelle Spike
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:55:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Estelle Spike

2330 Shade Valley Road Apt. D
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-7566 A-7656

mailto:etspike@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Blanton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:57:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Besides, I have a grandson
 with asthma. I do not support anyone who supports those who profit from trespassing on his air.  Please do the right
 thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Blanton

2228 Russell Dr
Granite Falls, NC 28630

V-7567 A-7657

mailto:tebmtn@excite.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heide Catherina Coppotelli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 5:57:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heide Catherina Coppotelli

383 Seldon-Emerson Rd
Cedar Mountain, NC 28718

8288844673

V-7568 A-7658

mailto:goodshepherd@citcom.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Yslas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:01:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Yslas

1020 W. Peace St
A4
Raleigh, NC 27605

5037565878

V-7569 A-7659

mailto:melissayslas@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Crystal Torrie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:01:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Crystal Torrie

1222 NC Highway 68N
Oak Ridge,  27310

V-7570 A-7660

mailto:alexanderjuliantaylor@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:02:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janice Williams

1056 Hunters Run Dr
Fort Mill, SC 29708

V-7571 A-7661

mailto:williamsj15@winthrop.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Barnwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:02:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Barnwell

8601 Carriage Tour Ln
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-7572 A-7662

mailto:john.g.barnwell@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Claudine Dusablon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:03:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Claudine Dusablon

8200 Shadow Stone Court
Raleigh, NC 27613

9193810097

V-7573 A-7663

mailto:claudine.dusablon@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jamie Mcmenamy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:04:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thanks

Sincerely,

Jamie Mcmenamy

11 Murphy school rd
Durham,  27705

V-7574 A-7664

mailto:Jcmcmenamy@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ANNALISA BURKE
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:04:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ANNALISA BURKE

7599 JAC A ROE DRIVE
SUMMERFIELD, NC 27358

V-7575 A-7665

mailto:akburke@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kuranda Kasatka
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:07:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kuranda Kasatka

Duke box: 95958
Durham, NC 27708

V-7576 A-7666

mailto:Krh22@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JANICE MOKUS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:08:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JANICE MOKUS

330 WiNDY CREEK CIRCLE
TIMBERLAKE, NC 27583

3363640613

V-7577 A-7667

mailto:n1netoes@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shannon Ryan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:10:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, your families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the
 right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shannon Ryan

132 lutomma circle
charlotte, NC 28270

V-7578 A-7668

mailto:sryan5@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Parish
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:10:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Parish

2324 41 St Apt 332
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-7579 A-7669

mailto:randallparish@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Gaddy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:13:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Gaddy

16062 big lick rd oakboro, nc
OAKBORO, NC 28129

V-7580 A-7670

mailto:lndgaddy49@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Named Weeks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:13:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Named Weeks

3748 dusty lane
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-7581 A-7671

mailto:followmex10@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Walls
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:19:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Walls

po box 21
Jamestown, NC 27282

V-7582 A-7672

mailto:wtw1326@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ebba Karlsson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:19:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ebba Karlsson

8712 Chewton Glen Drive
Waxhaw, NC 28173

V-7583 A-7673

mailto:ebbapkarlsson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Koval
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:19:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Koval

POBox 515
Wingate, NC 28174

V-7584 A-7674

mailto:monisick@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret ANNE Mackie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:19:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret ANNE Mackie

210 Trappers Run Drive
Cary, NC 27513

V-7585 A-7675

mailto:awmackie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Pope
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:19:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Pope

5001 Putter Lane
Kitty Hawk, NC 27949

V-7586 A-7676

mailto:Susanmpope@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maricruz Robledo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:19:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maricruz Robledo

5523 nc hwy 55
Durham, NC 27713

V-7587 A-7677

mailto:cruz_2008@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Kemp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111 (d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:22:18 PM

Testing this address which appears to be wrong on the DEQ website

Sent from my iPhone

V-7588 A-7678

mailto:kkemp711@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Joel De Alba
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:23:36 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Joel De Alba
28 Woodstone Dr
Weaverville, NC 28787-9474
sightlinepcs@gmail.com

V-7589 A-7679

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeffrey Snow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:24:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Snow

3108 Hunters Bluff Dr
raleigh, NC 27606

V-7590 A-7680

mailto:jlsnow@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Brooks Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:25:20 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Brooks Johnson
1926 Bunnlevel Erwin Rd
Bunnlevel, NC 28323-8914
arezopolisharabias@yahoo.om

V-7591 A-7681

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Ackerman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:25:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Ackerman

1025 Dacian Avenue
Durham, NC 27701

V-7592 A-7682

mailto:sandrajackerman@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Currier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:27:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Currier

1811 Crossroads Vista Dr
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-7593 A-7683

mailto:bcurrier@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ed Mathis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:27:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ed Mathis

9 Hawthorne Lane
Youngsville, NC 27596

V-7594 A-7684

mailto:emathis2015@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Casey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:29:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Casey

2529 Miller Park Circle
Apt D
WINSTON SALEM, NC 27103

9105994211

V-7595 A-7685

mailto:caseyd@uncw.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Heller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:31:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working toward reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 the federal requirements under the CPP.  By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, and our energy mix.  Instead it allows bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment, and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air by increasing clean power sources.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Heller

1125 Edgebrook Dr
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

V-7596 A-7686

mailto:heller.ann.m@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: marshall waters
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:32:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

marshall waters

1703 pennyroyal rd
New Bern, NC 28562

V-7597 A-7687

mailto:ncman424@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Gyurica
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:33:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Gyurica

4609 Briargrove Ct
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-7598 A-7688

mailto:mgyurica@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tina McAdams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:35:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tina McAdams

1024 Peninsula Dr
Belmont, NC 28012

V-7599 A-7689

mailto:mcadams10182@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bruce Hilpert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:37:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bruce Hilpert

1621 Princess Ann Rd
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948

V-7600 A-7690

mailto:dedhedaz@comcast.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mae basye
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:37:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

mae basye

501 quest ridge drive
xxx
fuquay varina, NC 27526

V-7601 A-7691

mailto:madmaeb@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Wright
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:39:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Wright

620 Lighthorse Circle
Aberdeen, NC 28315

V-7602 A-7692

mailto:katw@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tricia Trinite
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:40:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tricia Trinite

26 Hillcreek Dr
Asheville, NC 28804

8284848025

V-7603 A-7693

mailto:ttrinite@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teri Varillas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:41:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Teri Varillas

191 Rain Lily Trl
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9199339660

V-7604 A-7694

mailto:tsuezee@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Juan Varillas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:43:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Juan Varillas

191 Rain Lily Trl
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9194281500

V-7605 A-7695

mailto:mrjtv1980@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anu Bala
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:52:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anu Bala

NCSU
Raleigh,  27695

V-7606 A-7696

mailto:anubala16@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Retha Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:54:30 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Retha Taylor
106 Bethel Dr
Canton, NC 28716-8311
dreamkeeper1@hotmail.com

V-7607 A-7697

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Krista DeSimoni
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:55:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Krista DeSimoni

20 Shelburne Drive
Asheville, NC 28806

4404652877

V-7608 A-7698

mailto:desimonika@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Giacomelli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:55:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Giacomelli

743 Grand Banks Drive
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-7609 A-7699

mailto:Robgiacomelli@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Jacobson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:55:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Jacobson

508 Metcalf St
New Bern, NC 28560

252-633-1033

V-7610 A-7700

mailto:jjjacobson@washjeff.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eleanor McNair
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:58:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eleanor McNair

4307 Somerdale Lane
Charlotte, NC 28205

(704) 568-4574

V-7611 A-7701

mailto:temcnair@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mae basye
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:01:28 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

mae basye
501 quest ridge drive
fuquay varina, NC 27526

V-7612 A-7702

mailto:madmaeb@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel Wendel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:03:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rachel Wendel

920 Open Field Dr
Garner, NC 27529

V-7613 A-7703

mailto:jrmmwendel@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Claiborne Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:07:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Claiborne Clark

4200 Livingstone Place
Durham, NC 27707

V-7614 A-7704

mailto:claiborne.clark@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Pestinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:12:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Pestinger

23 grizzly dr
Leicester, NC 28748

V-7615 A-7705

mailto:myscotties3@Gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Anthony
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:13:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Anthony

5413 Fieldstone Dr
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-7616 A-7706

mailto:Seanthony13@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ed Stavish
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:13:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ed Stavish

1285 Duckett Top Tower Road
Hot Springs, NC 28743

828 6223682

V-7617 A-7707

mailto:bigtanager@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:14:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debra Baker

114 Wildlife Rd
Belmont, NC 28012

704-825-5877

V-7618 A-7708

mailto:debrabaker6@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: M K
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:16:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

M K

1 University Heights
Asheville, NC 28804

V-7619 A-7709

mailto:mklovesyou612@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patrick Stroud
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:19:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patrick Stroud

4394 Privet Dr
Kernersville, NC 27284

V-7620 A-7710

mailto:plstroud@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: June Richardson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:19:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

June Richardson

3 Irish lane
Winterville, NC 28590

V-7621 A-7711

mailto:Richardsonj@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JANIE NEELY
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:22:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to
 increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JANIE NEELY

406 Macbeth St
WEAVERVILLE, NC 28787

828-989-0626

V-7622 A-7712

mailto:janie.neely@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Cha-Tara Carson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:23:45 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cha-Tara Carson
1409 Longdale Dr
Statesville, NC 28677-7907
capresiaj@gmail.com

V-7623 A-7713

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wanda Boyd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:25:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wanda Boyd

1031 Spruce Street
Charlotte, NC 28203

V-7624 A-7714

mailto:wandajb05@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Valerie Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:25:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Valerie Johnson

650 Cedar Point Blvd B27
PO Box 955
Swansboro, NC 28584

V-7625 A-7715

mailto:gocoastalgirl@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: GS Sikes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:25:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

GS Sikes

Church street
rose hill, NC 28458

V-7626 A-7716

mailto:gsikes62@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Myron Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:26:04 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Myron Miller
302 W Raleigh Ave
Statesville, NC 28677-6646
mdmiller04@yahoo.com

V-7627 A-7717

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Arch Worsham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:28:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Arch Worsham

600 Tom Absher Rd
Scottville, NC 28672

V-7628 A-7718

mailto:dlworsham@skybest.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Livingston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:28:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am HORRIFIED that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with
 the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Livingston

1105 Trails End Road
Durham, NC 27712

919-620-7525

V-7629 A-7719

mailto:zenrose@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joyce Frohn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:31:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joyce Frohn

425 Cngress
Oshkosh, WI 54901

V-7630 A-7720

mailto:AHengst1@new.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacquelyn Hough
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:31:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the EPA's recently proposed Clean Power Plan (CPP).

I find it disgraceful that you and your 'environmental' agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail the
 federal requirements under the CPP. The Department of Environmental Quality -- an oxymoron if there ever was
 one -- is denying North Carolinians the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina. Instead,
 Washington will determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacquelyn Hough

305 Andrews Road
Red Springs, NC 28377

V-7631 A-7721

mailto:jhawkstar@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Willard Seehorn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:32:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Willard Seehorn

110 Muir Woods Dr
Cary, NC 27513

919-466-0827

V-7632 A-7722

mailto:wseehorn@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Stubbs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:34:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Stubbs

3705 Brown Bark Drive
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-7633 A-7723

mailto:davidstubbs57@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Swofford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:37:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Swofford

Rutherford Rd
Marion, NC 28752

4043132554

V-7634 A-7724

mailto:cherylswofford@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wali Waheed
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:43:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wali Waheed

8323 Belstead Brook Ct
charlotte, NC 28216

7049100246

V-7635 A-7725

mailto:waliwahbdi@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Marmaud
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:43:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joseph Marmaud

1027 Plantation Drive
Cary, NC 27511

V-7636 A-7726

mailto:joeymarmaud@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dorene Stone-Ward
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:45:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dorene Stone-Ward

7573 Bluff Point Lane
Denver, NC 28037

V-7637 A-7727

mailto:dorene.tim06@yahoo.comi
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald West
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:47:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donald West

215 Brandenburg DR
Statesville, NC 28677

V-7638 A-7728

mailto:flyingturkey47@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Celeste Winterberger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:47:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Celeste Winterberger

3901 Rim Court
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-7639 A-7729

mailto:cwinterberger@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Stallings
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:49:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve Stallings

317 King George Loop
Cary, NC 27511

V-7640 A-7730

mailto:steve.stallings3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Lyons--Bakalyan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:49:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Lyons--Bakalyan

109 Stokesay Court
Cary, NC 27513

V-7641 A-7731

mailto:lyonsong@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Everett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:50:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric Everett

14 Forest Ridge Drive
Arden, NC 28704

V-7642 A-7732

mailto:Nyla10580@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Felisa Meier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:51:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that the state of North Carolina is being set up to fail with the federal requirements under the
 CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
 Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and
 instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Felisa Meier

6328 Monterrey Creek Dr
Durham, NC 27713

6614350799

V-7643 A-7733

mailto:felisa.meier@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Zeggert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:52:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Zeggert

1480 Saint Johns Church Road
Concord, NC 28025

V-7644 A-7734

mailto:jpz@ctc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Shana Hamilton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:53:36 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Shana Hamilton
1027 Old Plank Rd
Salisbury, NC 28144-5257
ShanaHamilton87@gmail.com

V-7645 A-7735

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: GENEVIEVE MATTIE
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:55:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

GENEVIEVE MATTIE

9921 ELM WALK LANE
ZEBULON, NC 27597

V-7646 A-7736

mailto:GEN.MATTIE@YAHOO.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Gerew
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 7:57:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear Governor McCrory:
I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Gerew
5405 Hounds Ear Pl
Raleigh

Sincerely,

Sharon Gerew

5405 Hounds Ear Pl
Raleigh,  27606

V-7647 A-7737

mailto:sherryg27606@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nadine Strickland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:01:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nadine Strickland

1702 rosewood dr
Greenville,  27858

V-7648 A-7738

mailto:Nadinecstrickland@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Hartzell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:04:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cindy Hartzell

5009 Cottage Bluff Lane
KNIGHTDALE, NC 27545

9196653033

V-7649 A-7739

mailto:cindyhartzell@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: tex teixeira
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:10:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

tex teixeira

252 Will Green Road
marshall, NC 28753

V-7650 A-7740

mailto:texbuysrealestate@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sarahjane dooley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:14:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

sarahjane dooley

14 Ballard Road
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-7651 A-7741

mailto:rikiritter@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve McLeod
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:15:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve McLeod

924 W Chatham
Cary, NC 27511

9194276332

V-7652 A-7742

mailto:iesincnc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jason Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:16:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jason Williams

2101 Westinghouse blvd
Ste 104
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-7653 A-7743

mailto:Jason.williams@gexpro.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alice Garfield
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:17:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alice Garfield

117 Mossbark Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-7654 A-7744

mailto:acgarfield@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: H Juanita Clemmons
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:19:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

H Juanita Clemmons

111 kelly rd
Wilmington, NC 28409

9106207328

V-7655 A-7745

mailto:hjclemmons1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Rees
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:19:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Rees

750 Weaver Dairy Rd #170
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-7656 A-7746

mailto:uncmsr@live.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Hoshko
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:21:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Hoshko

4717 Ashridge Drive
Charlotte, NC 28226

7043369378

V-7657 A-7747

mailto:jthoshko@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Terrece Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:23:09 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Terrece Adams
1234 Suncrest Ave
Statesville, NC 28677-6958
Coachtadams7@yahoo.com

V-7658 A-7748

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kadisha Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:23:47 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kadisha Harris
1407 Rolling Ln
Statesville, NC 28677-6921
kadisha82.harris@gmail.com

V-7659 A-7749

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of shakeeta turner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:24:13 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. shakeeta turner
1936 Gay St
Statesville, NC 28625-6234
shakeeta0429@gmail.com

V-7660 A-7750

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Aaron Lanzen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:24:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Aaron Lanzen

12021 pembridge ln
Raleigh, NC 27613

(919) 649-4333

V-7661 A-7751

mailto:alanzen@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Quentin Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:24:34 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Quentin Adams
224 east sharpe st
Statesville, NC 28677
Quentinad10@yahoo.com

V-7662 A-7752

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of adi s
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:24:53 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. adi s
328 Macedonia Rd
Asheville, NC 28804-9646
aa28aa@hotmail.com

V-7663 A-7753

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tiffany Faulkner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:25:04 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tiffany Faulkner
5 blessings trail
THOMASVILLE, NC 27361
tiffanynoel47@gmail.com

V-7664 A-7754

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzanne Semmes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:25:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Semmes

201 Holly Ridge
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-7665 A-7755

mailto:smsemmes@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Hazelton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:25:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Hazelton

1617 us rt 7
Bennington, vt 05201

V-7666 A-7756

mailto:pheralicious@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emma Singleton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:32:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Emma Singleton

142 Junius Dr
Newport, NC 28570

V-7667 A-7757

mailto:Esingleton@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DEE REED
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:36:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

DEE REED

170 GALULADI TR
MaGGIE VALLEY, NC 28751

V-7668 A-7758

mailto:thomasreed53@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Haacker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:37:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Haacker

4805 Woodbrook Drive
New Bern, NC 28562

2522291764

V-7669 A-7759

mailto:bhaacker@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: marcia bailey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:39:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

marcia bailey

1270 cabbage patch rd
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-7670 A-7760

mailto:marciabcelo@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keith Koger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:39:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Keith Koger

116 Sturbridge Drive
Charlotte, NC 28214

V-7671 A-7761

mailto:keithkoger@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:43:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Moore

4906 Lake Laurel Court
Greensboro, NC 27455

3363370305

V-7672 A-7762

mailto:Babettegboro@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Effie Atwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:43:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Effie Atwell

941 Koontz Rd
Lexington, NC 27295

V-7673 A-7763

mailto:sockcrazy@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brad Pearce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:47:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brad Pearce

4303 Tranquillity Dr
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-7674 A-7764

mailto:Surfing_vol@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sarah amoroso
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:49:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

sarah amoroso

5501 broadleaf rd
summerfield nc
summerfield, NC 27358

3366446886

V-7675 A-7765

mailto:pollyamoroso@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:49:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Smith

175 Perrytown Rd
New Bern
New Bern, NC 28562

2526361534

V-7676 A-7766

mailto:basaqua1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith helms
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:50:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith helms

252 jetton street
Davidson, NC 28036

V-7677 A-7767

mailto:Jahelms99@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sam Rhodes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 8:55:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sam Rhodes

804 Creekside Drive
Clayton, NC 27520

V-7678 A-7768

mailto:srhodes4@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: donald shirley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:01:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

donald shirley

227 legrand street
rockingham, NC 28379

(910) 997-5548

V-7679 A-7769

mailto:don.shirley@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Mcdowelle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:11:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Mcdowelle

2329 beaver creek road
Greenville, NC 27834

V-7680 A-7770

mailto:Jamesmcdowelle@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: TERRY story-webb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:13:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

TERRY story-webb

4332 hesperides
NAGS HEAD, NC 27959

2524898260

V-7681 A-7771

mailto:obxrdh@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Miriam Youngquist-Thurow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:17:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Miriam Youngquist-Thurow

6209 Thurlow Ct
Holly Springs, NC 27540

V-7682 A-7772

mailto:myoungquistthurow@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carmela Cosh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:27:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carmela Cosh

8204 White Horse Ln
Charlotte, NC 28270

9148506275

V-7683 A-7773

mailto:cac1129@twc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darlene Poe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:29:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darlene Poe

569 gaither Poe rd
Laurel springs, NC 28644

V-7684 A-7774

mailto:Darpoe@skybest.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anthony Pierce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:30:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anthony Pierce

290 Holly Place Crt
Winston Salem, NC 27101

V-7685 A-7775

mailto:aapierce@bwllsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Claire Wall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:39:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Claire Wall

2038 Queens Road East
Charlotte, NC 28207

V-7686 A-7776

mailto:maryclairewall@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tonya Ballard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:43:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tonya Ballard

101stone cir
Tryon, NC 28782

V-7687 A-7777

mailto:Ballard2012@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Winslow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:43:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.
Sincerely,
Cynthia Winslow
P. O. Box 303
Boomer, NC   28606

Sincerely,

Cynthia Winslow

P. O. Box 303
Boomer, NC 28606

V-7688 A-7778

mailto:cindylouwinslow@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lucian Aravapalli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:46:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lucian Aravapalli

315 Arlington Ave
Charlotte, NC 28203

V-7689 A-7779

mailto:lucian.daniels@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carrie Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:49:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carrie Moore

120 Winterberry Ridge Dr
Durham, NC 27713

V-7690 A-7780

mailto:Cm@carriemooreid.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denia Price
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:49:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denia Price

103 Suburban Park Drive
Manlius, NY 13104

9175549073

V-7691 A-7781

mailto:deniaprice@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Patricia Buchanan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:53:29 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Patricia Buchanan
1610 Woodland Ave
Sanford, NC 27330-5654
abuchanan941@yahoo.com

V-7692 A-7782

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Catherine Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:53:49 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Catherine Jones
3798 Lynn Oaks Dr
Trinity, NC 27370-9445
catherine.jones6789@gmail.com

V-7693 A-7783

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:55:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Jones

1266 St Marks Church Road
Burlington,  27215

336/214-4680

V-7694 A-7784

mailto:lindaj@richardjonesrealestate.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Pearlman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 9:56:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Pearlman

105 Huse Street
chapel hill, NC 27707

V-7695 A-7785

mailto:pearlman@live.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Doug Morris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:01:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Doug Morris

P.O. Box 1556
Kitty Hawk, NC 27949

V-7696 A-7786

mailto:dfreshmorris@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:03:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Wilson

33 Pruitt Street
Asheville, NC 28806

V-7697 A-7787

mailto:czwilson08@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Millsaps
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:05:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Millsaps

4726 rembert dr
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-7698 A-7788

mailto:Petermillsaps@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Kite
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:07:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Kite

9336 Timothy Court
Charlotte, NC 28277

7047800410

V-7699 A-7789

mailto:stckite2@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cody Sellers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:07:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. If we do not start now, there will be dire consequences in the future(look to China for an
 example) clean air and good climate is essential if we are to continue living on this planet.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cody Sellers

803 North Main Street
Lowell, NC

Sincerely,

Cody Sellers

803 North Main Street
Lowell, NC 28098

704-813-7989

V-7700 A-7790

mailto:codyshanesellers@Gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Malik Griffin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:07:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Malik Griffin

2201 Ballston Place
knightdale, NC 27545

V-7701 A-7791

mailto:malikgriffin64@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Howard & Christine Tepper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:13:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Howard & Christine Tepper

104 Lakeview Drive
Greenville, NC 27858

V-7702 A-7792

mailto:howytepper@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rosanne Milligan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:21:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rosanne Milligan

4820 Quail Canyon Dr
Charlotte, NC 28226

7047526116

V-7703 A-7793

mailto:RosanneSTM@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bonnie Scanlan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:22:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bonnie Scanlan

214 S. 17th St
Apt. A
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-7704 A-7794

mailto:blh.cg65@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Cook
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:23:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Cook

PO Box 1567
385 Junaluska Rd
Andrews, NC 28901

V-7705 A-7795

mailto:ppcook@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Doris Cowger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:27:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Doris Cowger

11121balata court
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-7706 A-7796

mailto:Dcowger@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Fiona Purcell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:31:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor McCrory, Dear Joelle Burleson,
There is NOTHING as important to the welfare of our children and grandchildren as addressing the problems being
 brought about by climate change.  Behaving like ostriches with our head in the sand does not make this problem go
 away, it makes it grow even more urgent.  It seems strange to live in a world where people care so little about the
 future that they assume if they pay no attention to it as a problem it will go away.  Because the future WILL go
 away, quite literally, if we ignore it.

Sincerely,

Fiona Purcell

151O Graham Road
Marshall, NC 28753

V-7707 A-7797

mailto:fiona@mfcomputing.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Sanderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:31:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Sanderson

1282 Pony Farm Road
Jacksonville, NC 28540

9103303724

V-7708 A-7798

mailto:thedanrule@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Stefansson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:36:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Stefansson

120 Saint Albans Drive Apt 403
Raleigh, NC 27609

8083826656

V-7709 A-7799

mailto:stefansson.david@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:37:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Mitchell

2124 ROZZELLES FERRY RD
Charlotte, NC 28208

V-7710 A-7800

mailto:pixel_grrl@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paige Donnelly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:43:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paige Donnelly

7904 Hasentree Lake Dr
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-7711 A-7801

mailto:paigeldonnelly@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Monica Rowe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:44:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Monica Rowe

4847 walnut grove st
Harrisburg, NC 28075

V-7712 A-7802

mailto:Mwrowe05@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joaquin Molina U.
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:44:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely.

JOAQUIN MOLINA U.
Jacksonville, NC

Sincerely,

Joaquin Molina U.

113 Tiffany Pl
Jacksonville, NC 28546

V-7713 A-7803

mailto:ajoachinbw1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Scaramelli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:45:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Scaramelli

383 Bellwood Drive
Henderson, NC 27536

V-7714 A-7804

mailto:stevies@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gabrielle White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:45:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

North Carolina needs to be an example for all other states to follow regarding limits on Carbon Pollution, I am
 severly dissapointed in our lack of proving we are the change we want to see to move towards clean energy/no
 pollution/environmental stewardship.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gabrielle White

322 Riverview Dr
Asheville, NC 28806

828 335 6923

V-7715 A-7805

mailto:gabriellejwhite@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Albert Hetzell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:45:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Albert Hetzell

735 Piney Ridge Road
Murphy, NC 28906

V-7716 A-7806

mailto:al.hetzell@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jim Nesbit
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:49:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jim Nesbit

716 Mason Knoll Drive
Wilmington, NC 28409

9107961430

V-7717 A-7807

mailto:jnesbit@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela McKinney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:51:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angela McKinney

3817 E Lee St
Greensboro, NC 27406

V-7718 A-7808

mailto:goodwitch1945@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of JoAnn Watson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:53:01 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. JoAnn Watson
5683 Quailwood Dr
Hickory, NC 28601-7045
joannfwatson@outlook.com

V-7719 A-7809

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of April Mills
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:53:11 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. April Mills
349 Wiggins Rd
Candler, NC 28715-8804
indiegirl@earthlink.net

V-7720 A-7810

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Loretta Pritchard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:55:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Loretta Pritchard

4119 Firethorne Rd
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-7721 A-7811

mailto:Ettalea@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanna Hollingsworth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 10:59:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I live in Charlotte, NC, and I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon
 pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and
 the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon
 emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joanna Hollingsworth

5512 Great Wagon Rd
Charlotte, NC 28215

V-7722 A-7812

mailto:anthroqueen@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clarissa Schaf
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:01:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Clarissa Schaf

400 spartacus ct
Cary93rd, NC 27518

V-7723 A-7813

mailto:Thanksgivingdog@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicholas D"Avanzo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:01:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nicholas D'Avanzo

8512 Bell Grove Way
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-7724 A-7814

mailto:ndavanzomd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elworth Cheek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:07:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elworth Cheek

6017 Ferguson Rd
Ramseur, NC 27316

V-7725 A-7815

mailto:echeek3@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeanne Guilbault
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:08:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeanne Guilbault

114 pine St
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526

V-7726 A-7816

mailto:jmlmg2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Graf
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:13:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Graf

1404 Helmsdale Dr
Cary, NC 27511

V-7727 A-7817

mailto:pgraf@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tatiana Torres
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:17:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tatiana Torres

3714 Glendon Ave
L.A., CA 90034

V-7728 A-7818

mailto:tatianatorres@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Elaine Cheedle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:23:09 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elaine Cheedle
2431 Winterbrooke Dr
Matthews, NC 28105-8858
echeedle@gmail.com

V-7729 A-7819

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sandy cutler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:24:35 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sandy cutler
1207 Gum Springs Church Rd
Moncure, NC 27559-9714
sandymontoya@hotmail.com

V-7730 A-7820

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Amberlee Odenheimer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:25:18 PM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amberlee Odenheimer
6463 King Wilkinson Rd
Denver, NC 28037-6713
amberodenheimer@yahoo.com

V-7731 A-7821

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Halfpenny
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:25:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Halfpenny

3445 St James Drive
Southport, NC 28461

910-253-9624

V-7732 A-7822

mailto:halfdill@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Digh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:25:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane Digh

PO Box 737
Graham, NC 27253

V-7733 A-7823

mailto:janiedigh@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emma Sullivan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:28:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Emma Sullivan

2852 Wesleyan Lane
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

V-7734 A-7824

mailto:emmasulli@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suresh Subbarao
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:43:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suresh Subbarao

3324 kudrow ln
morrisville, NC 27560

9196555585

V-7735 A-7825

mailto:snsraox@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elen Andershock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:45:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elen Andershock

7682 Sedgewick Ridge Rd
Lewisville, NC 27023

3369450692

V-7736 A-7826

mailto:eandershock@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Fiddle witch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:46:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Fiddle witch

28tt
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-7737 A-7827

mailto:fiddlewitch@spamarrest.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Derek Patterson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:47:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Derek Patterson

161 Russell Street
North Wilkesboro, NC 28659

3368189552

V-7738 A-7828

mailto:DSP5618@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gayle Swayne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:58:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gayle Swayne

615 Irving St
WINSTON SALEM, NC 27103

V-7739 A-7829

mailto:gayleswayne@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat Dabbs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 17, 2015 11:58:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pat Dabbs

405 Chowning Place
raleigh, NC 27614

V-7740 A-7830

mailto:dabbspat@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: joey harrington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:07:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

joey harrington

32 lookout dr
asheville, NC 28804

V-7741 A-7831

mailto:joey_h@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jimmy garlich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:13:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jimmy garlich

1100 Medlin Dr
Cary,  27511

919 467-9376

V-7742 A-7832

mailto:jdgarlich@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gene Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:15:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gene Moore

4704 Cedarfield Drive
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-7743 A-7833

mailto:genewmoore@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: betty daniels
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:19:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

betty daniels

1824 alyssum
Winston Salem, NC 27127

V-7744 A-7834

mailto:bdaniels1824@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chuck Denson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:29:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chuck Denson

4616-A Filmore Dr
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-7745 A-7835

mailto:chuck.denson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:31:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Miller

107 Cougar Ct
Cary, NC 27513

V-7746 A-7836

mailto:miller107@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ruxandra Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:34:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ruxandra Davis

405 Deacon Ridge St
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-7747 A-7837

mailto:ruxdavis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: alice cope
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:47:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

alice cope

po box 2274
681 garren creek road
fairview, NC 28730

8286284486

V-7748 A-7838

mailto:alice-cope@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Haughton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:49:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve Haughton

312 Alexander Ave
Durham, NC 27705

V-7749 A-7839

mailto:shaughton@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matthew Sexton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:49:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Matthew Sexton

104 sw 7th street
oak island, NC 28465

V-7750 A-7840

mailto:greenfield0723@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Rebecca byrd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:53:51 AM

Dec 17, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rebecca byrd
422 Rolling Green Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27107-8647
jbyrd008@triad.rr.com

V-7751 A-7841

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Garbutt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 1:01:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Garbutt

595 Pokeberry Lane
Pittsboro, NC 27312

9195423896

V-7752 A-7842

mailto:jcgarbutt@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meredith Dinga
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 1:03:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Meredith Dinga

251 bent creek drive
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

V-7753 A-7843

mailto:Meredinga36@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Blair Pollock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 1:19:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions. In addition
 other sources of electric power such as solar, wind and biomass energy will bring more local jobs, be less disruptive
 and more well matched to the slow growth in demand than giant coal or even natural gas or nuclear plants that
 might be slated to replace the coal plants.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Blair Pollock

6421 Heartwood Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-7754 A-7844

mailto:blairlpollock@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Gayle Crosetti
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 1:23:16 AM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gayle Crosetti
7314 Lakeside Dr
Charlotte, NC 28215-4091
gcrosetti@gmail.com

V-7755 A-7845

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brenda Peppers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 1:25:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brenda Peppers

648 Saulston RD
Goldsboro, NC 27534

V-7756 A-7846

mailto:bpeppers1@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: CHERYL STUCKEY
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 1:27:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

CHERYL STUCKEY

91 Lakeview Dr
Whispering Pines, NC 28327

9109493842

V-7757 A-7847

mailto:artmama50@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Hunter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 2:02:15 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Hunter

632 Shadywood Ln
Raleigh,  27603

V-7758 A-7848

mailto:Distorted_sun@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: josh pelleg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 3:15:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

josh pelleg

5 marganit
Omer, none

V-7759 A-7849

mailto:pelleg@bgu.ac.il
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Daniel Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 3:24:58 AM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Daniel Miller
PO Box 245
Hamptonville, NC 27020-0245
fdm4448@hotmail.com

V-7760 A-7850

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Abner Toribio
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 3:53:55 AM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Abner Toribio
316 Phelps Rd
Franklinton, NC 27525-7241
abnertoribio@live.com

V-7761 A-7851

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Howard Byrum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 4:10:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Howard Byrum

1836 Flatrock St
Winston-Salem, NC 27107

3363997098

V-7762 A-7852

mailto:mbyrum517@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James & Thelma Sharon Garbutt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 5:03:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James & Thelma Sharon Garbutt

595 Pokeberry Lane
Pittsboro, NC 27312

9195423896

V-7763 A-7853

mailto:jcgarbutt@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeanie AlFuhaid
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 5:19:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeanie AlFuhaid

5506 Cottonrose Lane
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-7764 A-7854

mailto:jalfuhaid@juno.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenneth Leary
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 5:22:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Leary

airport road
pinehurst, NC 28374

V-7765 A-7855

mailto:kenleary@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Roberts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 5:25:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve Roberts

202 s 3rd st apt 10
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-7766 A-7856

mailto:Poetsroberts@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Stroh-Cock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 5:31:18 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Stroh-Cock

312 S Pearl St
Rocky Mount, NC 27804

V-7767 A-7857

mailto:Cvillestroh9@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pierre-Alexis Hollenbeck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 5:37:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pierre-Alexis Hollenbeck

828 rufin street
wilmington, NC 28412

V-7768 A-7858

mailto:pierrehollenbeck@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Horn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 6:15:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Horn

173 Shadowood Court SE
Bolivia, NC 28422

910-754-3034

V-7769 A-7859

mailto:jthorn5656@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Virginia Wright
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 6:23:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Virginia Wright

8919 Park Rd, DC3
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-7770 A-7860

mailto:Ginnywphd@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jennifer Wilkerson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 6:23:52 AM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jennifer Wilkerson
204 Bull Run St Apt A
Fayetteville, NC 28304-4002
Tattooedsweety92@yahoo.com

V-7771 A-7861

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Stamey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 6:38:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Stamey

3140 Hodden Pond Drive #202
Raleigh, NC 27613

919-827-3849

V-7772 A-7862

mailto:stameysusan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Gordana Kosutic
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 6:54:09 AM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gordana Kosutic
9111 White Eagle Ct
Raleigh, NC 27617-7439
gkosutic@aol.com

V-7773 A-7863

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dana Price
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 6:55:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dana Price

2101 South Shore Drive
Surf City, NC 28445

V-7774 A-7864

mailto:Danap@alumni.calpoly.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: b ben
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 7:11:34 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

b ben
786 crocker
b r, NC 28605

V-7775 A-7865

mailto:dying_flames@hotmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Farmer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 7:14:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Farmer

354 Brevard Road
Asheville, NC 28806

V-7776 A-7866

mailto:zipsnork@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rosemary Stark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 7:31:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rosemary Stark

66 Shoreline Drive
New Bern, NC 28562

252-637-3698

V-7777 A-7867

mailto:rmstark@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bill Camp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 7:31:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bill Camp

5034-A Edwards Mill Rd
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-7778 A-7868

mailto:wjcamp320@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roger Warren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 7:33:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roger Warren

6200 Woodmark Trail
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-7779 A-7869

mailto:rwarren003@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzanne Deslauriers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 7:38:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Deslauriers

24 Lady Slipper Ln
Brasstown, SC 28902

828 837-4009

V-7780 A-7870

mailto:suzydeslauriers@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tim Sealey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 7:47:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tim Sealey

PO Box 333
knightdale, NC 27545

V-7781 A-7871

mailto:tsealey29@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andra Eich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 7:49:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andra Eich

121 Ashley Ln
King, NC 27021

3369837875

V-7782 A-7872

mailto:andraeich@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jack Lausch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 7:49:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jack Lausch

PO Box 7896
Wilmington, NC 28406

9103955557

V-7783 A-7873

mailto:jackfreight3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Brisbane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 7:52:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Brisbane

332 Briarpatch lane
Boone,  28607

V-7784 A-7874

mailto:pbbrisbane@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elsie bell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 7:57:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elsie bell

17 milpond ln
Greensboro, NC 27455

V-7785 A-7875

mailto:bellbianca@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JoAnn Costakis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 7:57:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JoAnn Costakis

964 Waites Hollifield Rd
Marion,  28752

V-7786 A-7876

mailto:jonanc49@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peggy Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:02:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Wilson

640 Hogan Farm Rd
Apex, NC 27523

V-7787 A-7877

mailto:pwilson640@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Quincey Hyatt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:02:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Quincey Hyatt

100 Pine Needle Dr
Angier, NC 27501

V-7788 A-7878

mailto:qhyatt@wcpss.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Burns
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:07:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Burns

PO Box 324
Marshallberg, NC 28553

V-7789 A-7879

mailto:bburnsprin@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: margaret ellis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:07:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

margaret ellis

po box 748
ocracoke, NC 27960

V-7790 A-7880

mailto:riggsiee@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: F. G
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:10:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

F. G

Draughn st
Mt Airy, NC 27030

3367864844

V-7791 A-7881

mailto:mfbggwyn@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ken Ashe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:10:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ken Ashe

904 Morgan Branch Rd
Marshall, NC 28753

V-7792 A-7882

mailto:tville33@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bill Hines
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:16:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bill Hines

P.O. Box 592
Oriental, NC 28571

V-7793 A-7883

mailto:bill.hines@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie Arnold
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:26:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julie Arnold

3009 Bannock Ln
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-7794 A-7884

mailto:Juls_rn@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DEBORAH LEINER FIELDS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:29:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). 

After years of being a leader in clean energy, why is North Carolina pursuing the regressive action of suing the EPA
 over a policy designed to move us forward to cleaner air and carbon caps? What happened to the state that put
 together a diverse coalition of stakeholders, who recognized we are all in this together, to pass the Clean
 Smokestacks Act? What happened to the state that put forth a renewable energy portfolio standard that will not only
 lead us to a clean energy future but has already created new jobs and brought millions of dollars of revenue into our
 state?
As a pediatrician who treats children with asthma and as a grandmother of a child who suffers from asthma, I
 strongly endorse the Clean Power Plan. It should be celebrated as another step towards better health. That the state
 of North Carolina would use my taxpayer dollars to SUE a federal agency for a policy that can only benefit our
 health and our economy is beyond belief.
Please drop this lawsuit and support the EPA's Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

DEBORAH LEINER FIELDS

902 CAROLINA STREET
Greensboro, NC 27401

V-7795 A-7885

mailto:dlf0706@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Bitler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:31:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Bitler

212 13th St NW
Hickory, NC 28601

8288550044

V-7796 A-7886

mailto:lmb2862@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dianne Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:34:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dianne Miller

910 Woodbrook Pl
Concord, NC 28025

V-7797 A-7887

mailto:diannetmiller@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristen Daly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:41:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kristen Daly

387 J Bell Lane (Ocean)
Newport, NC 28570

V-7798 A-7888

mailto:k.daly1731@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: gerard remery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:43:16 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

gerard remery

168 white oak cr
franklin, NC 28734

V-7799 A-7889

mailto:gere112555@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Samuelson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:43:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Samuelson

4884 Woody Mill Rd
Greensboro, NC 27406

V-7800 A-7890

mailto:ssamuelson33@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: punnag chatterjee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:43:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

punnag chatterjee

2501 Avent Ferry Rd
Apt K
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-7801 A-7891

mailto:subhopunnag@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sally Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:49:18 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).  We should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed in your environmental agency.  It is clear you are purposefully setting North Carolina up to
 fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department
 of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for all of North
 Carolina and the country.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. 

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sally Williams

221 Ogden Dr
Baton Rouge, LA 70806

V-7802 A-7892

mailto:Williamsdesign1@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:49:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Mitchell

107 Artesian Dr
Garner, NC 27529

V-7803 A-7893

mailto:annemitchell@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Casey Danahy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:49:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Casey Danahy

214 Crabtree Dr
214 Crabtree Dr
Marshall, NC 28753

828-206-3785

V-7804 A-7894

mailto:valncasey73170@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Carolyn Greer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:54:38 AM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Carolyn Greer
210 Fernwood Dr
Hendersonville, NC 28791-1660
carolyngreer175@gmail.com

V-7805 A-7895

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Melissa Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:55:47 AM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Melissa Johnson
243 Pond Rd
Shawboro, NC 27973-9630
mel.n.johnson@msn.com

V-7806 A-7896

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marilyn Rowe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:56:15 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Rowe

133 Tortoise Lane
Winston Salem, NC 27127

V-7807 A-7897

mailto:Kooliekove@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chelsea Barnes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 9:01:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chelsea Barnes

2505 TRYON PINES DR
RALEIGH, NC 27603

6142056424

V-7808 A-7898

mailto:chelsearuth@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dawn Dowd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 9:05:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dawn Dowd

Midkiff Ct
Jamestown, NC 27282

V-7809 A-7899

mailto:frisco904@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Bach
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 9:11:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Bach

504 Frances McQueen Road
VILAS, NC 28692

V-7810 A-7900

mailto:stonemtn.lb@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randy Mckinnish
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 9:19:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Randy Mckinnish

1017 Buckingham Ave
Gastonia, NC 28054

V-7811 A-7901

mailto:rm28054@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: CLAUDIA KOONZ
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 9:21:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy -- AND CRUCIAL FOR
 OUR REPUTATION.  Please do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

CLAUDIA KOONZ

4700 OAK HILL ROAD
CH, NC 27514

V-7812 A-7902

mailto:CAK789@GMAIL.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Page
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 9:21:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Page

3870 potts creek rd
lincolnton, NC 28092

9192717121

V-7813 A-7903

mailto:cptilly@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sangeeta Swamy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 9:25:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sangeeta Swamy

105 Mary biddle
Durham, NC 27708

V-7814 A-7904

mailto:Sangeeta.swamy@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Logan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 9:27:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Logan

31b Oakley dogwood dr
Asheville, NC 28803

V-7815 A-7905

mailto:Rmlogan2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debbie Baucom
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 9:31:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debbie Baucom

2615 Austin Chaney Rd
Wingate, NC 28174

V-7816 A-7906

mailto:imillcreekbapt@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine Heady
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 9:40:13 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christine Heady

2938 Morrow Farm Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-7817 A-7907

mailto:ncfarmmom@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Collins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 9:43:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Collins

B
Clemmons,  27012

V-7818 A-7908

mailto:acollinsnc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelly Garvy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 9:43:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kelly Garvy

1501 Hollywood street
Durham, NC 27701

V-7819 A-7909

mailto:Kellygarvy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dick Christensen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 9:49:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dick Christensen

1234 Springhouse Lane
Raleigh, NC 27617

V-7820 A-7910

mailto:Christnr@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wendy Outland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 9:49:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wendy Outland

PO Box 1382
Asheville, NC 28802

V-7821 A-7911

mailto:whoknowsart@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Duncan Heron
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 9:55:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Duncan Heron

4425 Kerley rd
Durham, NC 27705

V-7822 A-7912

mailto:duncan_heron@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bree Kalb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 9:58:13 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bree Kalb

161 viburnum Way
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-7823 A-7913

mailto:Bree@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Bonney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 10:08:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Bonney

101 Lilley Rd
Washington, NC 27889

V-7824 A-7914

mailto:jennbonney@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jack Webster
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 10:13:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jack Webster

4328 Myers Park Dr
Durham, NC 27705

V-7825 A-7915

mailto:caldur51@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Kriegsman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 10:19:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane Kriegsman

502 E Cornwallis Drive
Suite M
Greensboro, NC 27405

V-7826 A-7916

mailto:jane@kriegsman.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ken House
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 10:25:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). Please support a plan for North Carolina that meets or exceeds federal standards. We need to
 value our beautiful state and lead the nation in environmental protection. People and businesses come to this state
 because of our climate and environment. We all need to do our best to reduce carbon emissions. We cannot deny
 the need for carbon controls! Please also do not forget that you represent the people of this state, not the
 corporations. Put North Carolinians ahead of Wall Street's faceless investors!!

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ken House

9100 Tealby Place
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-7827 A-7917

mailto:ken.house@sas.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lana Jordan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 10:25:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

As someone with asma and as someone who loves the state of North Carolina and wants it to be healthy and happy
 for years to come, I urge you to protect NC's air quality.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lana Jordan

763 Shady Hanes Road
Lexington, NC 27295

336-437-3574

V-7828 A-7918

mailto:lljordan@live.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Renee Wright
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 10:28:09 AM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Renee Wright
1932 Sandhurst Dr
Charlotte, NC 28205-3317
restaurantexaminer@gmail.com

V-7829 A-7919

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jan Ferguson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 10:31:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jan Ferguson

2679 Bloomsberry Ridge Drive
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526

V-7830 A-7920

mailto:ladytkt@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Megan Reilly Buser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 10:32:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Megan Reilly Buser

451 Beaucatcher Rd
Asheville, NC 28805

V-7831 A-7921

mailto:meganreillybuser@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jaimie McGirt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 10:33:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jaimie McGirt

PO Box 42
Todd, NC 28684

910-231-6760

V-7832 A-7922

mailto:mcgirtje@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Annino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 10:43:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Annino

283 Kenilworth Rd
Asheville, NC 28803

8282316976

V-7833 A-7923

mailto:annino.amy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: L Heintz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 10:49:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

L Heintz

81 Locust St
Blk Mt, NC 28711

V-7834 A-7924

mailto:petite.one@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Whisnant
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 10:53:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Whisnant

9115 Laurel Springs Dr
Chapel Hil, NC 27516

V-7835 A-7925

mailto:dewhisnant@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Elise Lynn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 10:54:19 AM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elise Lynn
1009 Lakehill Rd
Charlotte, NC 28214-8006
lulufaerie@yahoo.com

V-7836 A-7926

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kayla Garrett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 10:54:40 AM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kayla Garrett
1046 Traci Dr
Elizabeth City, NC 27909-9365
kayla.garrett20@yahoo.com

V-7837 A-7927

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bettina Gordon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 10:55:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bettina Gordon

113  Abbey View Way
Cary, NC 27519

V-7838 A-7928

mailto:bettina.gordon113@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Werner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 10:58:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frank Werner

26 Kollinova Dr
Clayton, NC 27527

9195538960

V-7839 A-7929

mailto:fwerner2@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: valerie austin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 11:01:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

valerie austin

516 Prince Street
Laurinburg, NC 28352

508-246-6662

V-7840 A-7930

mailto:austiva@sa.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alice Ann Williamson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 11:09:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alice Ann Williamson

209 Robert E. Lee Drive
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-7841 A-7931

mailto:aliceann@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: peter birckhead
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 11:10:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

peter birckhead

213 wild oak ln
carrboro, NC 27510

V-7842 A-7932

mailto:pbirckhead@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Claire friedenberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 11:13:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Claire friedenberg

1861 Meadowbrook Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27104

V-7843 A-7933

mailto:erialc7@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gabriele Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 11:13:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gabriele Smith

2654 Dwight place
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-7844 A-7934

mailto:g_smith37@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phil Noblitt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 11:19:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Phil Noblitt

14 Greenbriar Road
Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-7845 A-7935

mailto:bkm0802@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leonard Pardue
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 11:23:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail.'
 The Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works
 best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead is allowing bureaucrats in Washington to
 determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leonard Pardue

21 Wesley Drive
Apt. D
Asheville, NC 28803

V-7846 A-7936

mailto:eljeep129@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kath Decorte
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 11:25:47 AM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kath Decorte
1061 Salem Village Ln
Clemmons, NC 27012-8972
skdecorte@yahoo.com

V-7847 A-7937

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Val Vickers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 11:34:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Val Vickers

1146 Great Ridge Plwy
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-7848 A-7938

mailto:Vickersvalerie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jerry Batten
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 11:40:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jerry Batten

Po Box 160
Atlantic Beach, NC 28512

2528087080

V-7849 A-7939

mailto:jbatten307@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly McKoy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 11:43:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly McKoy

4224 Crowfield Drive
Raleigh, NC 27610

9197800857

V-7850 A-7940

mailto:saveoursonsus@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jean GORDON
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 11:53:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jean GORDON

Jean Gordon
Greensboro, NC 27410

336 315-8750

V-7851 A-7941

mailto:gordon_jean@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Gina Serrao
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 11:54:36 AM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gina Serrao
400 Wilcrest Dr
Matthews, NC 28105-5798
ginaserrao@gmail.com

V-7852 A-7942

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Brewin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:01:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Brewin

1267 Moody Bridge Road
Cullowhee, NC 28723

V-7853 A-7943

mailto:dwbrewin@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: clark groseth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:07:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

clark groseth

50 live oak ln
pinehurst, NC 28374

V-7854 A-7944

mailto:clarkgroseth@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Humaira Sayeed
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:08:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Humaira Sayeed

1101 Torrence Circle
Davidson, NC 28036

V-7855 A-7945

mailto:humairasayeed@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: howard vernon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:08:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

howard vernon

605 tall tree rd
clemmons, NC 27012

V-7856 A-7946

mailto:howard_eli@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Schumann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:19:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Schumann

8213 Kennebec Rd
Willow Spring, NC 27592

V-7857 A-7947

mailto:sschumann1@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Hudspeth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:22:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Hudspeth

11130 JOHNSON DAVIS RD
HUNTERSVILLE, NC 28078

7048758700

V-7858 A-7948

mailto:skiphudspeth@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nathan Holder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:22:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nathan Holder

919 Shellbrook Ct Apt 8
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-7859 A-7949

mailto:nathan.t.holder@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Orban
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:22:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Orban

115 Spooks Branch Rd
Asheville, NC 28804

V-7860 A-7950

mailto:njorban@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Schwall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:24:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Schwall

3209 Timberlake Rd
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-7861 A-7951

mailto:kikisch@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynne Troy
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: comment on CO 2 emissions proposal
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:35:44 PM

After reading John Murawski's article in the N&O and Debra Leiner and Karl Field"s article, I
 would like to offer my comment:

The DEQ must not exempt 1200 poluting facilities from air permitting, monitoring and
 reporting requirements.

DEQ's proposed plan to spare all power plants from cutting CO2 to the lowest level is
 disgraceful.

Let NC strive to adhere to the Environmental Protection Agency's recommendations.

Let us become the cleanest state. We all will pay a little more; but what is more important for
 us and our children?

Lynne Troy
8708 W. Lake Ct. 
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-7862 A-7952

mailto:lynnetroy@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Piplani
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:37:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Piplani

1502 Halifax Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

919-929-6553

V-7863 A-7953

mailto:karen.piplani@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Harish Gihwala
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:43:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Harish Gihwala

4716 New Bern Avenue
Raleigh, NC 27610

919-2312727

V-7864 A-7954

mailto:gihwala@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kendra Hoots
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:43:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kendra Hoots

328 smomeywood lane
Wilkesboro, NC 28697

V-7865 A-7955

mailto:Kmhoots369@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patrick Gray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:44:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patrick Gray

P. O. Box 425
Kitty Hawk, NC 27949

2522562183

V-7866 A-7956

mailto:pgrayobx@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martin Hazeltine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:45:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martin Hazeltine

7614 Dunbar Dr SW
Sunset Beach, NC 28468

910-575-2546

V-7867 A-7957

mailto:mhazeltine@atmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Burgess
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:49:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane Burgess

106 Landing Trail
Kitty Hawk, NC 27949

V-7868 A-7958

mailto:jcb.skb@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynn Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:51:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynn Taylor

136 WILDFLOWER COVE DR
SWANNANOA, NC 28778

8287758181

V-7869 A-7959

mailto:deely@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steven Sievert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 12:55:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steven Sievert

102 Tranquil Cir
Oxford, NC 27565

919-603-1874

V-7870 A-7960

mailto:sgsievert@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gena Burrows
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 1:05:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gena Burrows

130 Dump Horton Rd
none
Bunn, NC 27508

9196652527

V-7871 A-7961

mailto:genaburrows@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Campbell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 1:12:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Campbell

4053c nc hwy 56
Franklinton, NC 27525

V-7872 A-7962

mailto:mikenare@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margie Zalesak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 1:25:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margie Zalesak

205 McCleary Ct
Raleigh, NC 27607

9198580677

V-7873 A-7963

mailto:mezalesak@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alice Loyd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 1:49:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alice Loyd

800 Northclift Drive
kc01052195
Raleigh, NC 27609

9196073081

V-7874 A-7964

mailto:aliceloyd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Susan Young
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 1:56:30 PM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Susan Young
102 N Hadden St
La Grange, NC 28551-1653
susanjunie@yahoo.com

V-7875 A-7965

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of john and alice rowley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 2:26:00 PM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. john and alice rowley
3878 Olive Hill Rd
Franklin, NC 28734-6341
gatechrowley@yahoo.com

V-7876 A-7966

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynn Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 2:27:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynn Walker

15901 Corsica Ave
Cleveland, OH 44110

V-7877 A-7967

mailto:mooncrone@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Micah Spencer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 2:37:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Micah Spencer

6315 Nesting Way
Oak Ridge, NC 27310

V-7878 A-7968

mailto:micah.spencer@rocketmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Blair Justice
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 2:40:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Blair Justice

PO Box 8
Naples, NC 28760

V-7879 A-7969

mailto:blairjustice@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of brian kelly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 2:56:31 PM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. brian kelly
8411 Chaceview Ct
Charlotte, NC 28269-1003
offdabooks2003@yahoo.com

V-7880 A-7970

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caprice Lejeune
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 3:05:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Caprice Lejeune

132 Magnolia Gardens Drive
Jacksonville, NC 28540

2818322942

V-7881 A-7971

mailto:legendcr@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 3:09:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Brown

7006 Pine Hill Road
Durham, NC 27707

V-7882 A-7972

mailto:nsbc@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Crotty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 3:22:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Crotty

8708 Murray Hill Dr
Raleigh, NC 27615

(919) 846-7251

V-7883 A-7973

mailto:tjcrotty@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dawn Crotty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 3:23:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dawn Crotty

8708 Murray Hill Dr
Raleigh, NC 27615

(919) 846-7251

V-7884 A-7974

mailto:drcrotty@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Christa Seelye
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 3:25:04 PM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Christa Seelye
292 Archie Rd
West End, NC 27376-9023
ginger.2015.cs@gmail.com

V-7885 A-7975

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sheila Lutjens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 3:29:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sheila Lutjens

624 vista view drive
Asheville, NC 28803

V-7886 A-7976

mailto:Slutjens48@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nate Broadhurst
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 3:29:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nate Broadhurst

117 Hillcrest Dr
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-7887 A-7977

mailto:natebroadhurst@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dewey Jordan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 3:40:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dewey Jordan

2775 Cashlin Dr
Raleigh, NC 27616

9193730409

V-7888 A-7978

mailto:deweyjrph@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherri Pendley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 3:41:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sherri Pendley

4025 South Park Drive
Morganton, NC 28655

V-7889 A-7979

mailto:sherripendley71@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Bottesch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 3:41:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Bottesch

4005 Olde Coach Rd
Durham, NC 27707

V-7890 A-7980

mailto:sbottesch@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Michele Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 3:56:15 PM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michele Moore
120 Stillwood Ct
New Bern, NC 28560-8040
mijomoore@ec.rr.com

V-7891 A-7981

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Karen Polomik
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 3:57:00 PM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Karen Polomik
412 Trappers Run Dr
Cary, NC 27513-4833
kepait@yahoo.com

V-7892 A-7982

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Fouts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 4:13:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Fouts

27375 West Crestmont
Warren, MI 48066

V-7893 A-7983

mailto:safouts93@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lisa Creasman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 4:25:10 PM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lisa Creasman
137 Broadway St
Black Mountain, NC 28711-3422
Ldm39@bellsouth.net

V-7894 A-7984

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Bernath
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 4:33:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Bernath

1717 Mackerel Lane
Kure Beach, NC 28449

V-7895 A-7985

mailto:cindybernath1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jean Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 4:34:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jean Wilson

11625 Harrowfield Rd
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-7896 A-7986

mailto:jpwils@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nathan Bigger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 4:55:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nathan Bigger

1310 Castalia Drive
Cary, NC 27513

V-7897 A-7987

mailto:volmannc@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 5:04:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Wilson

11625 Harrowfield Road
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-7898 A-7988

mailto:giantsfan1947@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Hannah Hasan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 5:25:11 PM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Hannah Hasan
11305 Quarterhorse Ct
Charlotte, NC 28215-9042
hannahhasan@yahoo.com

V-7899 A-7989

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Robin Blackburn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 5:25:42 PM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Robin Blackburn
1548 Twin Oaks Dr
King, NC 27021-9792
Robin127@aol.com

V-7900 A-7990

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: P Black
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 5:31:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

P Black

p.o. box 1815
Raleigh, NC 27602

V-7901 A-7991

mailto:effieb388@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Colleen Mashburn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 5:34:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Colleen Mashburn

205 church view dr
Greensboro, NC 27455

V-7902 A-7992

mailto:Colmash19@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: john mooney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 5:37:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

john mooney

2512 veranda lane
greensboro, NC 27455

V-7903 A-7993

mailto:mooneyjohnl@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mebane Sherard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 6:11:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mebane Sherard

5315 Masonboro Loop Road
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-7904 A-7994

mailto:mbsherard@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jenna Rose
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 6:26:57 PM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jenna Rose
514 Lennox Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28303-5136
jennaroserps@gmail.com

V-7905 A-7995

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 6:28:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I resent your plan to purposely fail EPA standards. I work very hard for the money I earn, and don't want it wasted
 in these sorts if idiotic charades.  We know we need to reduce co2.  The pentagon believes it.   How can you sleep?

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Johnson

9 applecross rd
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-7906 A-7996

mailto:Amy.johnson008@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Allison Edwards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 6:55:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Allison Edwards

15395 Buffalo Rd
clayton, NC 27527

V-7907 A-7997

mailto:alw0911@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Brandi Mull
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 6:56:43 PM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Brandi Mull
407 E Concord St
Morganton, NC 28655-3411
bsmull@bellsouth.net

V-7908 A-7998

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Hart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 7:22:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Hart

123 Robin Dr
Advance, NC 27006

V-7909 A-7999

mailto:kimberlyrhart1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katie Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 7:43:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katie Williams

1000 smith level rd
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-7910 A-8000

mailto:Klwill182@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gwyn Campbell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 7:43:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gwyn Campbell

770 Helen Blevins Rd
West Jefferson
West Jefferson, NC 29694

V-7911 A-8001

mailto:gwcampbell@skybest.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Madeline Scheer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 7:55:15 PM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Madeline Scheer
160 Barnard Ave
Asheville, NC 28804-3239
mscheer@unca.edu

V-7912 A-8002

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: steven tulevech
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:08:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

steven tulevech

200 Oak Dr
Morehead City, NC 28557

V-7913 A-8003

mailto:stulevech@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Farrah Ferguson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:09:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Farrah Ferguson

510a Spartanburg ave
Carolina beach, NC 28428

V-7914 A-8004

mailto:Faraferguson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Ann Witt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:11:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Ann Witt

2600 Croasdaile Farm Pkwy
Durham, NC 27705

V-7915 A-8005

mailto:maryannfrese@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Lenehan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:13:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Lenehan

119 Albemarle Drive
Clayton, NC 27527

2523731317

V-7916 A-8006

mailto:lenehant@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joe Romano
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:15:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joe Romano

316 Milton dr
Henrico,  27842

V-7917 A-8007

mailto:j2romano@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Duffy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:25:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Duffy

4051 Sheffield Dr
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-7918 A-8008

mailto:laduffy@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melody Wood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:37:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melody Wood

3404 Old Barn Road
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-7919 A-8009

mailto:mwood126@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Kemp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Re: 111 (d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:39:21 PM

Thanks Steve . I was temporarily confused by daq vs DEQ but get it now.

Sent from my iPhone

> On Dec 18, 2015, at 1:22 PM, SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments <DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov> wrote:
>
> This is the email address for public comment submittals for North Carolina Division of Air Quality rules.
>
> Steve Schliesser, QEP, Environmental Engineer
> Planning Section, Rule Development Branch
> NC DENR, Division of Air Quality
> Green Square Office Complex
> 1641 Mail Service Center
> Raleigh, NC 27699-1641
> 217 West Jones Street 
> Raleigh, NC 27603
> Phone/Fax: 919-707-8701
> www.ncair.org
> Steve.Schliesser@ncdenr.gov
>
> Email correspondence to and from this address is subject to the North Carolina Public Records Law
> and may be disclosed to third parties unless the content is exempt by statute or other regulation.
> * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Karen Kemp [mailto:kkemp711@gmail.com]
> Sent: Thursday, December 17, 2015 6:22 PM
> To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments <DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov>
> Subject: 111 (d)
>
> Testing this address which appears to be wrong on the DEQ website
>
> Sent from my iPhone

V-7920 A-8010

mailto:kkemp711@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
mailto:kkemp711@gmail.com


From: Stanley Corbin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:40:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stanley Corbin

4501 Pleasant Garden Road
Greensboro, NC 27406

V-7921 A-8011

mailto:pgvh@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shekinah Jett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:41:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shekinah Jett

619 wakefield dr
Apt G
fayetteville, NC 28303

V-7922 A-8012

mailto:shekinahboyd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Petteway
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:43:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Petteway

465 Collingswood Dr
Winston-Salem, NC 27127

V-7923 A-8013

mailto:skpetteway@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Liz Ridgway-Hanna
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:50:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Liz Ridgway-Hanna

1429 Guffy Drive
Raleigh, NC 27603

9196022714

V-7924 A-8014

mailto:hannaridge@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edward Cridlebaugh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 8:53:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edward Cridlebaugh

1314 Westminster Dr
High Point, NC 27260

V-7925 A-8015

mailto:Camcridlebaugh@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Evelyn Craig
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 9:15:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Evelyn Craig

101 Hwy 54 Apt. L - 5
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-7926 A-8016

mailto:Evelyncraig@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Butch Karlick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 9:32:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Butch Karlick

5378 Northwest school rd
Greensboro, NC 27409

V-7927 A-8017

mailto:btkarlick1202@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debby Bruck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Comment 111(d) Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 9:41:31 PM

Attention: Joelle Burlson
Division of Air Quality
1641 Mail Service Center
Raleigh, NC 27699-1641

From: Debby Bruck
1301 Larkhall Court
Cary, NC 27511

Hello, my name is Debby Bruck. I participated in the NCDENR Raleigh, NC
 NCEMC Hearing on December 17, 2015. I thanked the commission for
 providing this opportunity to speak and also to the approximately 200+
 people who came out on that rainy evening to voice their opinions. I
 represented myself as a citizen, calling NC my home since 1979. Many
 others provided supportive data establishing the rational behind beneficial
 legislation for the use of sustainable, renewal energy. It was most
 heartening to see so many young teenagers and college students. Their
 advocacy to help save their generation with sound concern using scientific
 information and social justice brought the house down with applause. 

The array of issues touched upon environmental management from the
 coasts to the mountains with concern for ever present critical conditions
 such as: hurricanes, tornadoes, floods, heat waves, droughts,
 earthquakes, etc. bringing disease-born insects with expectation of
 malaria, yellow fever, dengue fever, West Nile Virus from mosquitoes,
 lyme from ticks, mites, ant colonies, cockroaches, and termites bringing
 destruction to homes, etc. Mild winters and El Niño moisture and warm
 temperatures will change seasonal conditions for bees and hibernating
 insects and animals. Go for a walk and you will see rose bushes and
 azaleas in bloom mid-December. What does this portend for the NC fruit
 crops that require a cold dormant period over winter and harboring of
 mold and soil pests in farming areas?

With sea level quickly rising, we could lose much of our coast line and
 Outer Banks to the tides - losing homes, docks, bridges, fishing and
 recreational facilities. Can NC cover disaster emergency costs and
 personel requirements for rebuilding, disease proliferation, temporary
 housing, injury and more? Insurance will not protect all these people.
 Investing in sustainable living does not cost extra.

Representatives of the solar and wind industry demonstrated that
 investment will produce more jobs with a cleaner environment. A
 construction representative explained how improved EFFICIENCY could

V-7928 A-8018

mailto:debweb0@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


 easily reduce energy costs and improve life for home owners of all income
 strata, but especially low income earners. A young African American
 passionately spoke about social injustice when legislation effects the poor
 rural areas of NC. 

Each person had a personal story to tell and a desire to make life better
 for their families, communities, the state of NC, the country and even the
 world. Mention of the recent Paris Climate Change initiatives were
 frequent and telling. While America plays politics and denies scientific
 evidence of climate change, 200 countries of the world's proactive
 legislation shows we lag behind. We have the potential to lead, only if we
 act now. 

Physicians spoke on the increase in medical care for children and the
 elderly. Mothers had grave concerns about the increase in asthma rates,
 which leads to potential death and loss of school days and increase in
 medical care costs. Our historic tobacco state has been able to innovate
 to new business and industry because we learned about the link between
 smoking, emphysema, heart disease, hypertension, low birth weights and
 cancer rates. Air pollution contributes to chronic disease causing millions
 of deaths per year. What boggles my mind the most are the political
 decisions that ignore these health effects, even for the politicians and
 their family members who will be affected and future generations.

Again, it makes economic good sense to bring innovation, technology, and
 sustainable energy to North Carolina, while protecting the citizens of this
 state from weather disasters, job loss and medical crisis.

On Thursday evening I spoke about ideas above these physical matters,
 reaching on a higher spiritual plane. A biblical scholar named Rashi lived
 from 1040-1105 AD. Born in Troyes, France, he was the famed author of
 the commentaries on the Talmud and Bible. His focus on the simple
 understanding of the biblical text was considered fundamental of all
 commentary preceding and following. He said, “The original intention (of
 God) was to create the world with the attribute of Din - the Hebrew word
 for severity. Being that the world would not survive, God placed the
 attribute of Rachamim - the Hebrew word for compassion first and paired
 it with Din. 

Rachamim refers to the revelation of Godliness through the acts of
 righteous people, and miracles and wonders as recorded in the Old
 Testament. Today, miracles and wonders are in OUR hands. God no
 longer interferes with the Laws of Nature. We must correct our mistakes
 through forgiveness of self and others. It is time now to change course,
 recognize that for decades we took from the earth without concern for
 replenishing what nature so bountifully provided to our sustenance. We
 must act in God's image, with compassion toward our neighbors and
 strictness in our laws to protect humanity and the environment. 
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While the earth has limits and boundaries, which we must respect; our
 spirits can unite for unlimited good. The greatest miracle would be
 recognition of our connectedness. We must commit to reversing a trend in
 environmental political decision-making that scientists have shown means
 the end of life as we know it. For to continue exploiting our natural
 resources and rationalizing our activities that contaminate the earth with
 toxic pollution by passing lenient policies creates darkness. We can no
 longer look the other way. God has been gracious. He has given many
 chances over the past decades to make amends. 

We have heard the warnings and now we MUST take drastic actions. Only
 through stringent policies of Din can we save our world. Those in power
 must heed our call and cry. We MUST find a way to awaken from denial
 and slumber. For, even if climate change were not true, the RIGHTEOUS
 direction of policy makers and humans on the planet, for the sake of
 future generations, require PROTECTING the atmosphere, water and soil
 from continued degradation. I ask the NC Environment Management
 Commission to take heed of this warning and to encourage our senators
 and representative to legislate policies to save the environment. The
 Clean Power Plan is a tiny step in the right direction. Deep revisions with
 expectations to reduce carbon emissions within this decade immediately
 may give us a chance to clean our air; a God given right of breath for
 every citizen. Thank you for this opportunity to speak as a citizen of North
 Carolina. 
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From: Margaret Costigan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 9:57:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Costigan

600 Carolina Village Rd
Apt 225
Hendersonville, NC 28792
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From: Susan Barry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 11:09:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Barry

4281 Kennedy Road
Thomasville, NC 27360
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From: John Frazier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 11:19:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

P. S. Governor McCory You are a great disappointment as a leader.  You have shown yourself to be just another
 puppet for big business. Your Friday night signing of the "polluter protection" bill is a sign of a true coward.

Sincerely,

John Frazier

1751 Land Harbor
29 Pine Ridge Loop
Newland, NC 28657

7044777954
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From: Care2 on behalf of Tom Phillipp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 11:26:19 PM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tom Phillipp
7323 Winery Ln
Charlotte, NC 28227-8148
monktomprime@ahoo.com
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From: Joan Dinerman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 18, 2015 11:45:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joan Dinerman

11 Athena Ave
Weaverville, NC 28787
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From: Diane Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 12:05:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Clark

4115 Castleford Dr
Colfax, NC 27235
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From: Jinnie hostetler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 12:21:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jinnie hostetler

129 belle Boyd dr
Raeford, NC 28376

540-908-7411
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From: Christine Cinpinski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 12:46:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christine Cinpinski

5100 Panhandle Circle
Matthews, NC 28104
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From: Care2 on behalf of Kristie Pless
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 12:56:03 AM

Dec 18, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kristie Pless
102 Turnbury Ct
Hampstead, NC 28443-8458
kpcustomtouch@aol.com
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From: Mary Stascak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 1:03:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Stop the madness and protect the health of North Carolinians.  You may have the means to move away from
 dangerously polluted areas. Not everyone has that advantage.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Stascak

7412 Heartland Dr
Wake Forest, NC 27587
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From: Becky Suzik
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 1:47:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions. I have a
 remarkable amount of children in my life who have developed asthma and it's important we do things that support
 their health.

How can it be that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the
 federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Becky Suzik

3441 Scotch Dr
Raleigh, NC 27616
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From: Cynthia Gross
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 1:57:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Gross

221 Rockford Road
Kernersville, NC 27284
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From: Nick Hardesty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 3:04:15 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nick Hardesty

11649 Stockdale Court
Pineville, NC 28134
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From: Judy harrelson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 7:07:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy harrelson

812 E Third
Siler City, NC 27344
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From: EVa Weinmann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 8:03:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

EVa Weinmann

67 Wanoca ave
Asheville, NC 28803
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From: Richard Moreland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 8:04:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Moreland

3231 Mays Chapel Rd
Sanford, NC 27330
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From: Care2 on behalf of heather mallette
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 8:28:10 AM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. heather mallette
22 Dawn Forest Cir
Candler, NC 28715-8536
heather_mallette@yahoo.com

V-7947 A-8037
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From: Sherry Nealis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 8:29:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sherry Nealis

300 Cascade Falls Ln. Apt 302
Durham, NC 27713

9193280934
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From: Renee Hayes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 8:56:13 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Renee Hayes

6903 Fairview Church Rd
Trinity, NC 27370

V-7949 A-8039
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From: julieta perez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 9:30:17 AM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. julieta perez
2000 Paisley Dr
Haw River, NC 27258-8801
jewelcarrillo030@gmail.com
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From: Eleanor Herr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 9:46:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eleanor Herr

1196 Marthas Chapel Rd
Apex, NC 27523
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From: Lance Moncada
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 9:55:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lance Moncada

1404 Ann street
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-7952 A-8042
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From: Care2 on behalf of Martha Owen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 9:58:11 AM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Martha Owen
PO Box 1306
Brevard, NC 28712-1306
marthadowen@yahoo.com

V-7953 A-8043

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Judy Neale
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 9:59:06 AM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Judy Neale
2499 Carrington Ct
Wilmington, NC 28409-8510
judineale@msn.com

V-7954 A-8044

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Walter Lewallen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 10:35:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Walter Lewallen

505 N Vance St
Red Springs, NC 28377

V-7955 A-8045

mailto:wlewallen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Max Thomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 10:37:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Max Thomas

1529 16th Avenue Circle NW
Hickory, NC 28601

V-7956 A-8046

mailto:max3878@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Helen Hawley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 10:43:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Helen Hawley

2134 Crossing Way Ct  Apt D
High Point, NC 27262

V-7957 A-8047

mailto:grandmahawley@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Helen Hawley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 10:43:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Helen Hawley

2134 Crossing Way Ct  Apt D
High Point, NC 27262

V-7958 A-8048

mailto:grandmahawley@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christopher Selph
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 10:45:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christopher Selph

1115 W. McGee St
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-7959 A-8049

mailto:Jettachris22@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Wolfe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 10:55:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Wolfe

rt 1
Youngsville, NC 27596

V-7960 A-8050

mailto:jwolfe731@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Dawn Selby
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 10:57:16 AM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dawn Selby
5219 Eagles Landing Dr
Raleigh, NC 27616-6173
joshua32901@yahoo.com

V-7961 A-8051

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Carmelita Mangubat
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 10:59:08 AM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Carmelita Mangubat
807 Southridge Dr
Monroe, NC 28112-7772
mely1947@yahoo.com

V-7962 A-8052

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nikki McGinnis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 11:02:02 AM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nikki McGinnis
1918 Ballard Dr
Gastonia, NC 28054-2741
nikkimcginnis426@gmail.com

V-7963 A-8053

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Carrie Street
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 11:02:30 AM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Carrie Street
4505 Tesla Park Dr
Wilmington, NC 28412-6964
carriestreet84@gmail.com

V-7964 A-8054

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 11:02:36 AM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. James Jones
PO Box 954
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768-0954
jcjonesrm@gmail.com

V-7965 A-8055

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Harold Bankirer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 11:43:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment, for North Carolina's economy, and most importantly, for our
 progeny. Please do the right thing and protect our clean air now!.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Harold Bankirer

17206 Linksview Lane
Huntersville, NC 28078

V-7966 A-8056

mailto:hbankirer@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of patt snow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 11:57:10 AM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. patt snow
1584 brokestone road
winabow, NC 28479
ladypj@gmail.com

V-7967 A-8057

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kasey Wright
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 12:01:56 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kasey Wright
1st street
Forestcity, NC 28043
1227457@student.rcsnc.org

V-7968 A-8058

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Billie Schultz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 12:02:12 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Billie Schultz
188 King Estates Rd
Jacksonville, NC 28540-8439
ilovemypittbulls2015@gmail.com

V-7969 A-8059

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: saad adnan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 12:02:34 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. saad adnan
8503 Newton Ln
Charlotte, NC 28277-1891
saadnan@hotmail.com

V-7970 A-8060

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: daniel krautheim
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 12:10:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

daniel krautheim

105 live oak st
beaufort, NC 28516

2527285148

V-7971 A-8061

mailto:dan.krautheim@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Art Stockman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 12:34:25 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Art Stockman
6700 William Harry Ct
Charlotte, NC 28211-5646
aass9@bellsouth.net

V-7972 A-8062

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel Wesley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 1:03:26 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rachel Wesley
16437 Honeycomb Cir
Charlotte, NC 28277-1915
rawesley101@gmail.com

V-7973 A-8063

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Meg Lewis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 1:29:28 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Meg Lewis
1005 Tanglewood Dr
Cary, NC 27511-4643
inspiravista@gmail.com

V-7974 A-8064

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Lembo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 1:31:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Lembo

3941 Arborway
Charlotte, NC 28211

V-7975 A-8065

mailto:barbara.lembo3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debbie Allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 1:54:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debbie Allen

222 Rockin Horse Lane
Thomasville, NC 27360

336-392-4023

V-7976 A-8066

mailto:Rockinhorseranch@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Brittany Shedrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 1:57:56 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Brittany Shedrick
131 Bayridge Dr
Willow Spring, NC 27592-8808
brittanyshedrick@gmail.com

V-7977 A-8067

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Teresa Steelman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 2:00:02 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Teresa Steelman
206 Belnette Dr
Lewisville, NC 27023-9476
tseeyore206@aol.com

V-7978 A-8068

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Madison Haskell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 2:00:52 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Madison Haskell
129 Sequoia Dr
Boone, NC 28607-9607
madisonhaskell1@gmail.com

V-7979 A-8069

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Treece
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 2:01:37 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Judy Treece
707 Jefferson St
Hamlet, NC 28345-2433
judysflea@yahoo.com

V-7980 A-8070

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Graham Buffkin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 2:29:36 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Graham Buffkin
527 Old Bailey Ct
Wake Forest, NC 27587-2947
shadowlanternnc@aol.com

V-7981 A-8071

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Audrey Klein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 2:29:48 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Audrey Klein
2908 Jarrett Ct
Matthews, NC 28105-2871
audreykklein@gmail.com

V-7982 A-8072

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sydney McGee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 2:32:36 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sydney McGee
1225 Styers St
Germanton, NC 27019-9102
bodyandearth18@gmail.com

V-7983 A-8073

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandy Acheron
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 2:33:52 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sandy Acheron
200 S Lake St
Cary, NC 27511-6939
viviandinh818@gmail.com

V-7984 A-8074

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Ringel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 2:57:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Ringel

4514 Minnis Dr
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-7985 A-8075

mailto:Twovws@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: lenore arnow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 3:04:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of air pollution continue to
 increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions
Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

lenore arnow

26 bradley st
asheville, NC 28806

8282534976

V-7986 A-8076

mailto:starlightlyrics@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annalise Romahn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 4:31:33 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Annalise Romahn
4005 Kronos Pl
Charlotte, NC 28210-1311
agromahn@ncsu.edu

V-7987 A-8077

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of emanuela gemin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 5:28:02 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. emanuela gemin
1131 Pine Knoll Dr Apt 203
Spring Lake, NC 28390-5069
emagem@aol.com

V-7988 A-8078

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacqueline Muth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 5:49:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacqueline Muth

9295 White Oak Rd
Waynesville, NC 28785

8285501573

V-7989 A-8079

mailto:hypatia1920@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ernie Howard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 6:01:46 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ernie Howard
500 Rockhold Dr
Asheville, NC 28804-2940
artlifspirit75@gmail.com

V-7990 A-8080

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patrick McCarthy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 6:17:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patrick McCarthy

709 hunting ridge rd
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-7991 A-8081

mailto:Mccarthydpt@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 6:25:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Anderson

1919 Turnersburg Hwy
Statesville, NC 28625

V-7992 A-8082

mailto:stephventure@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Hughes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 6:32:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Hughes

34 Pleasant Street
Apt. 5A
Woodstock, VT 05091

V-7993 A-8083

mailto:jdh8941@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Malakia M. Sullivan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 7:07:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Malakia M. Sullivan

1000 Baxter Street
Apt 1004
Charlotte, NC 28204

(864)451-0085

V-7994 A-8084

mailto:keepooh1988@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Parks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 7:32:06 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Daniel Parks
304 Springvalley Rd
Carrboro, NC 27510-1241
datanrisk@gmail.com

V-7995 A-8085

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marilyn Bollinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 9:25:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Bollinger

28 Forestdale Drive
Asheville, NC 28803

V-7996 A-8086

mailto:marilynb68@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Eva Frangipane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 9:28:34 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Eva Frangipane
5133 Gable Ridge Ln
Holly Springs, NC 27540-9305
evefrangipane@yahoo.com

V-7997 A-8087

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Phillips
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 9:59:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you. Robert Phillips

Sincerely,

Robert Phillips

6712 pauline dr
chapel hill, NC 27514

V-7998 A-8088

mailto:rophillips@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Toni Hall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 10:22:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Toni Hall

4029 B Hewitt St
Greensboro, NC 27407

V-7999 A-8089

mailto:gwyntoni@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Zoe Zander
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 10:29:58 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Zoe Zander
245 Memorial Dr
Cullowhee, NC 28723-8911
zoe753@gmail.com

V-8000 A-8090

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert du Rivage
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 10:37:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert du Rivage

38 hurst dr
candler, NC 28715

8286332683

V-8001 A-8091

mailto:bobdurivage@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Nance
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 10:48:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Nance

990 Piney Knob Rd
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

V-8002 A-8092

mailto:loftynotions1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Laura Landsiedel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 19, 2015 11:31:41 PM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Laura Landsiedel
3124 Umstead View Dr
Raleigh, NC 27607-6378
laura@handsonhealthnc.com

V-8003 A-8093

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Joshua Waters
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 12:00:09 AM

Dec 19, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Joshua Waters
2110 Avent Ferry Rd
Raleigh, NC 27606-2136
jawater4@gmail.com

V-8004 A-8094

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jessica Gioia
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 1:01:36 AM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jessica Gioia
105 Bayberry Dr
Elizabeth City, NC 27909-3396
jessica_gioia@yahoo.com

V-8005 A-8095

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Ben Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 1:29:51 AM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ben Anderson
176 Harris Ave
Elkin, NC 28621-3203
benanderson24.ba@gmail.com

V-8006 A-8096

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: rachel leslie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 3:31:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

rachel leslie

217 Kem Lane
Mount Holly, NC 28120

V-8007 A-8097

mailto:Elainesgranola@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: VANESSA BLALOCK
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 6:32:29 AM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. VANESSA BLALOCK
6744 Old Plank Rd
Stanley, NC 28164-7764
vanessablalock15@gmail.com

V-8008 A-8098

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margret Kuehni
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 7:13:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margret Kuehni

4112 Blaydes Ct
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-8009 A-8099

mailto:mkart@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Pearce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 7:37:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Pearce

40 Laynes View Drive
Murphy, NC 28906

V-8010 A-8100

mailto:epearce201@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Hugenschmidt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 7:43:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Hugenschmidt

437 Beaverdam Road
Asheville
Asheville, NC 28804

V-8011 A-8101

mailto:jhugenschmidt@phhlawfirm.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Constance Engle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 8:32:11 AM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Constance Engle
244 Englewood Dr
Hendersonville, NC 28739-7429
connie_englle@alumni.Brown.edu

V-8012 A-8102

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Justin St.Germain
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 8:32:45 AM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Justin St.Germain
1110 Poplar Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28304-4174
deguerre00@gmail.com

V-8013 A-8103

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Dawson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 9:20:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Dawson

4816 Water Oak Rd
Charlotte, NC 28211

V-8014 A-8104

mailto:d.dawson3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of dorothy foote
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 9:34:20 AM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. dorothy foote
109 Rememberance Ln
Mount Airy, NC 27030-5698
dogshappen@embarqmail.com

V-8015 A-8105

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Cogsdale
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 9:39:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Cogsdale

845 Cherokee Pl
Lenoir, NC 28645

V-8016 A-8106

mailto:ecogsdale@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: judy pierce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 9:45:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

judy pierce

572 mountain top drive
brevard, NC 28712

V-8017 A-8107

mailto:squirrellady1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Aklea Althoff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 9:59:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Aklea Althoff

420 Golf View Condo Lane; 3-A
Hendersonville, NC 28739

8282903948

V-8018 A-8108

mailto:msaklea@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deonica Humphrey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 10:06:20 AM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Deonica Humphrey
106 N Hill Ct
Jacksonville, NC 28540-6916
ddshumphrey@gmail.com

V-8019 A-8109

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Naddell
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 10:52:23 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Naddell
12241 Danielle Christina Ct
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-8020 A-8110

mailto:jnaddell@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Tanya McKoy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 11:59:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tanya McKoy

6529 Lancaster Store Rd
Spring Hope, NC 27882

V-8021 A-8111

mailto:mckoy_2133211@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Olley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 12:21:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Olley

104 Kings Mountain Ct
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9193605255

V-8022 A-8112

mailto:loirelee@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Candice Dotson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 1:03:54 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Candice Dotson
126 Beech Brook Ln
Statesville, NC 28625-8745
panpandaisy2012@gmail.com

V-8023 A-8113

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Signe Dillon Albertson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 1:50:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Signe Dillon Albertson

3800 Waterside Drive, Apartment 104
Elizabeth City, NC 27909

V-8024 A-8114

mailto:SigneDillonsings@GMail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sara D
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 2:30:57 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sara D
1249 Snowy Egret Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28306-3224
sjdustman@hotmail.com

V-8025 A-8115

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kelly Long
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 2:32:01 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kelly Long
3417 Colossae Ct
Raleigh, NC 27610-6427
Kpjlong@gmail.com

V-8026 A-8116

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kurt johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 2:52:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kurt johnson

11 s berrymeadow lane
durham, NC 27703

V-8027 A-8117

mailto:wombatgk@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kerstin Sindemark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 3:08:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kerstin Sindemark

304 Hickory View Lane
Apex, NC 27502

V-8028 A-8118

mailto:Knsindemark@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen Knowlton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 3:39:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen Knowlton

1045 Flat Rock Road
Reidsville,  27320

V-8029 A-8119

mailto:stephendknowltonmd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jennifer Wade
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 4:00:34 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jennifer Wade
602 Fosse Way
Jacksonville, NC 28546-8693
jenwade3@yahoo.com

V-8030 A-8120

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Theresa Savery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 4:07:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Theresa Savery

5401 Olivia Court
Marshville, NC 28103

3038592795

V-8031 A-8121

mailto:pscswampie@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Dana Stanley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 4:32:51 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dana Stanley
5481 Devils Racetrack Rd
Four Oaks, NC 27524-9729
tiayanieraye@hotmail.com

V-8032 A-8122

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: macala caraway
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 5:04:00 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. macala caraway
5050 Goose Creek Ln
Lenoir, NC 28645-9299
macalacaraway@yahoo.com

V-8033 A-8123

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sydney Stark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 5:19:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sydney Stark

334 buckhorn ridge rd
Mebane, NC 27302

V-8034 A-8124

mailto:Sydney.k.stark@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: patricia ludy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 5:34:10 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. patricia ludy
743 Staples Mill Rd
Jacksonville, NC 28540-4342
ludypat@yahoo.com

V-8035 A-8125

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hannah Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 6:31:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hannah Smith

561 Henry Street
Eden, NC 27288

3363124220

V-8036 A-8126

mailto:hrsmith24@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Parkinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 6:55:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

My family supports the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as
 the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat
 of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Parkinson

10106 Raven Tree Dr
Raleigh, NC 27617

V-8037 A-8127

mailto:candlpark@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of david taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 7:01:16 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. david taylor
229 Beachwood Dr NW
Calabash, NC 28467-1810
davtay51@gmail.com

V-8038 A-8128

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joy Metelits
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 7:01:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joy Metelits

411 Cedar Club Circle
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-8039 A-8129

mailto:jmetelits@cochill.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of amanda laplante
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 7:02:33 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. amanda laplante
208 Windgate Dr
Clayton, NC 27527-3317
aklaplante@hotmail.com

V-8040 A-8130

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ron Talley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 7:04:01 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ron Talley
716 Schaffer Rd
Boone, NC 28607-8081
ronslp@hotmail.com

V-8041 A-8131

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Devin Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 7:25:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Devin Clark

515 Westhampton Court
Burlington, NC 27215

V-8042 A-8132

mailto:dmc10550@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of pam cox plummer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 7:31:19 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. pam cox plummer
2919 Colony Rd
Charlotte, NC 28211-2635
pamcoxplummer@gmail.com

V-8043 A-8133

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelli Carmody
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 7:39:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kelli Carmody

4605 Worthington Lane
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-8044 A-8134

mailto:Kkirk78@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bonnie Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 7:49:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment, our future existence, and for North Carolina's economy. Please
 do the right thing and protect our clean air.

I am also adamently opposed to any FRACKING in North Carolina- it is very dangerous and you are supposed to
 protect the state that elected you as Governor.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bonnie Clark

1313 Oak Grove Road
Winston-Salem, NC 27103

13362872075

V-8045 A-8135

mailto:bonzoni.inc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kim Liggins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 8:33:48 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kim Liggins
706 Roundtree Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28303-2008
msklig1@gmail.com

V-8046 A-8136

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Pat Higgins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 9:02:34 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Pat Higgins
6818 Oldecastle Ct
Charlotte, NC 28277-8404
patnews1@gmail.com

V-8047 A-8137

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Anthony Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 9:02:45 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Anthony Williams
1103 Freedom Dr
Statesville, NC 28625-6408
mauricewilliams1103@gmail.com

V-8048 A-8138

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kerry Leach
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 9:03:22 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kerry Leach
456 Reynolda Dr
Statesville, NC 28677-5900
budkerryleach@yahoo.com

V-8049 A-8139

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kendrick Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 9:04:03 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kendrick Williams
511 Valley St
Statesville, NC 28677-7940
Kendrick.Williams@att.net

V-8050 A-8140

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jane white
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 9:25:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jane white

16 Salisbury Drive Apt. 7109
asheville,, NC 28803

V-8051 A-8141

mailto:jwcantare1@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of missy white
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 9:31:07 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. missy white
724 N Mulberry St
Statesville, NC 28677-3233
missywhite02@yahoo.com

V-8052 A-8142

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kimberly Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 9:31:21 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kimberly Miller
1520 Brennady Dr
Cornelius, NC 28031-8317
millerkimberly97@yahoo.com

V-8053 A-8143

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Bryan Bridges
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 9:32:55 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bryan Bridges
137 Downing St
Troutman, NC 28166-9642
bkbridges907@gmail.com

V-8054 A-8144

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of marian jenkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 9:33:08 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. marian jenkins
2737 Daffodil Dr
Charlotte, NC 28269-5702
mary.jenkins@carolinashealthcare.org

V-8055 A-8145

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of yolanda murdock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 9:33:11 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. yolanda murdock
134 Mills Valley Dr
Mooresville, NC 28117-5400
ymurdock287@gmail.com

V-8056 A-8146

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Livi Carlyle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 10:03:09 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Livi Carlyle
7810 Woodway Oak Cir Apt 932
Matthews, NC 28105-8380
livicarlyle.815@gmail.com

V-8057 A-8147

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tammy Steinert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 11:01:22 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tammy Steinert
5332 Coble Church Rd
Julian, NC 27283-8900
steinerttammy@yahoo.com

V-8058 A-8148

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Raymond Teachey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 11:04:08 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Raymond Teachey
7453 Horse Branch Rd
Willard, NC 28478-9473
hemisuperbird@icloud.com

V-8059 A-8149

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: patricia west-bailey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 20, 2015 11:05:03 PM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. patricia west-bailey
1693 Rock Corner Rd
Forest City, NC 28043-7648
halandpat@yahoo.com

V-8060 A-8150

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of brooke kirsten w as lz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 12:03:29 AM

Dec 20, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. brooke kirsten w as lz
139 Forest Hill Dr
Asheville, NC 28803-2417
kirstenwalw@yahoo.com

V-8061 A-8151

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Hearn-von Foerster
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 12:23:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Hearn-von Foerster

2101 DELLWOOD DR
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-8062 A-8152

mailto:sarahhvf@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Emily Fultz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 1:02:16 AM

Dec 21, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Emily Fultz
10 Piney Knob Est
Marshall, NC 28753-9007
emmysemail@yahoo.com

V-8063 A-8153

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: christina moss
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 2:37:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

christina moss

406 Richmond Road
ROCKINGHAM, NC 28379

V-8064 A-8154

mailto:berrychan2015@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rita HINES
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 5:13:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rita HINES

209 Frazier Dr
Sanford, NC 27332

V-8065 A-8155

mailto:hinesriley3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Brenda Sidney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 5:32:45 AM

Dec 21, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Brenda Sidney
115 Clarksburg Ct
Clemmons, NC 27012-8290
redhatgrammy@att.net

V-8066 A-8156

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Zane Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 7:45:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Zane Smith

102 Manor Ct
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-8067 A-8157

mailto:Zenzane@Earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terry Gouhin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 7:55:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terry Gouhin

1436 N Pea Ridge Road
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-8068 A-8158

mailto:tgouhin@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Amy Suttles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 8:02:28 AM

Dec 21, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amy Suttles
274 Charles St
Clyde, NC 28721-7458
firefeedsearth@yahoo.com

V-8069 A-8159

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Meeks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 8:25:41 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Meeks

4812 Comelia Drive
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-8070 A-8160

mailto:richardtmeeks2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tammy Daniels
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 8:32:14 AM

Dec 21, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tammy Daniels
529 S Sabiston Dr
Swansboro, NC 28584-9595
tammydabiels1@outlook.com

V-8071 A-8161

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
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From: Carolyn Turner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 9:35:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I strongly support the EPA's proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
 childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to
 increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am appalled that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the
 federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. It's time for you to get on
 board for what is best for NC.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Turner

7307 Huddlestone Rd
Bailey, NC 27807

V-8072 A-8162

mailto:caroturner@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Herron
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 10:30:04 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

John Herron
PO Box 34201
Charlotte, NC 28234

V-8073 A-8163

mailto:jmherron@webtv.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Bruce D. Hunn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111 (d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 11:04:46 AM

I am writing to comment on North Carolina’s proposed NC Power Plan rule.
First of all, I believe the US EPA has provided wide latitude to the states to develop their own custom
 plans to meet a significant reduction in carbon emissions from power generation. The federal power
 plan rule offers a balanced approach that should be taken seriously by all the states, especially
 North Carolina. Namely that approach includes 1) more efficient production of electric power from
 existing plants, 2) increased use of renewable energy sources, and 3) expansion of energy efficiency
 programs and opportunities. NC has unique opportunities in all three areas.
Unfortunately the proposed NC Power Plan rule falls fall short of meeting the goals needed to
 reduce carbon emissions that are clearly harming our planet. While, I commend the plans for
 improvement of efficiency in current power plants, the plan does not address the two most
 important elements: renewable energy and demand-side energy efficiency. As a member of ASHRAE
 I have studied the potential for expanded efficiency and renewable energy programs and can assure
 you that that we are not close to realizing their full potential. In the buildings and industrial sectors
 we can cost effectively achieve at least a 20-30% reduction in electricity use through well-known but
 not fully utilized efficiency measures. The North Carolina plan should address the types of energy
 efficiency programs allowed under the Clean Energy Incentive Program (CEIP), which grants some
 emissions allowances or credits for early action to reduce energy use in low-income communities. I
 recommend the NASEO-ACEEE State Clean Power Plan Resource Hub for tools that can help North
 Carolina include energy efficiency in their compliance plans.
However, the greatest potential is in expanded solar applications, both supply-side and demand-
side. North Carolina has taken great strides in the growth of solar applications, especially at the
 utility level, as costs continue to decline. The NC plan should capitalize on promoting this growing
 industry, with its many job creating opportunities. We are wasting a great resource – we should
 make use of the expertise provided by the North Carolina Sustainable Energy Association (NCSEA).
North Carolina in its current draft plan is missing a great opportunity to reduce carbon emissions
 while stimulating new industry and job growth. The current plan is totally inadequate and short
 sighted.
Bruce D. Hunn
hunnbuildingenergy@gmail.com
3324 Harden Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-8074 A-8164

mailto:hunnbuildingenergy@gmail.com
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From: Jason Cashwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 11:13:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jason Cashwell

314 fairfield ln
cary, NC 27511

V-8075 A-8165

mailto:cashwell@alumni.ncsu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: gail powell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 12:43:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

gail powell

6516 deer view dr
raleigh, NC 27606

V-8076 A-8166

mailto:gspowell299@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alexander Hornaday
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 12:58:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alexander Hornaday

1006 Newington Way
Apex, NC 27502

V-8077 A-8167

mailto:a.hornaday@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Plowden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 2:13:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Plowden

4480 old belews creek road
Winston Salem, NC 27101

V-8078 A-8168

mailto:annplowden@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine Hendren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 3:55:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christine Hendren

5107 Stardust Drive
Durham, NC 27712

919-908-9808

V-8079 A-8169

mailto:Christineohendren@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: "Steve Jurovics"
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111d
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 4:49:27 PM

Remarks of Stephen Jurovics, a resident of Raleigh, at the North Carolina Clean
 Power Plan Hearing on December 17, 2015 in Raleigh

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

Thank you for giving us this opportunity to comment on the plan. I am going to cut to
 the chase on the plan, as I see it.

Politics is not a zero sum game. That is, if the Democrats propose an initiative and it
 passes, then we see it as a win for the Democrats and a loss for the Republicans.
 Alternatively, if the Republicans propose a measure and it passes, we see it as a win
 for the Republicans and a loss for the Democrats. That’s an incorrect perception, a
 false premise.

It’s not a zero sum game because the interests of Americans are not included in that
 assessment. Is politics just about wins and losses for Democrats and Republicans or
 do the needs of the American people enter the picture? They must enter the picture.
 If one party proposes a measure and it passes, then both parties can take credit for
 they both made it happen.

I believe, I don’t know but believe, that in the dark of night, each member of the EMC
 acknowledges that climate change is real, unprecedented, and a bit scary. I believe
 you also know that it’s largely caused by emissions from the burning of fossil fuels
 and that coal-fired power plants constitute the largest single source of carbon
 emissions. So a plan to cut those emissions by about 30% by 2030 makes good
 sense. Any increase in cost to meet the EPA requirement will be far smaller than the
 cost for delaying emission reductions. In North Carolina we’re well on the way to that
 goal and our utilities are not saying they can’t achieve those reductions.

You also know that this plan does not meet the EPA requirement. North Carolina is
 particularly vulnerable to the effects of climate change because of our agricultural
 industry and our long coastline: our tourism and fishing industries and hundreds of
 thousands of people living within a few miles of the Atlantic.

Please do not withhold or delay a real CPP because the initiative came from a
 Democratic administration— reject the zero sum game politics that’s practiced in
 Washington—let’s be smarter than those folks. Do what’s right for North Carolina and

V-8080 A-8170

mailto:saj18@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


 for America and reject this plan.

Thank you.

V-8081 A-8171



From: Kenneth Bennett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 5:29:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Bennett

1410 East Gaston St
Lincolnton, NC 28092

7043084755

V-8082 A-8172

mailto:bennettkenneth537@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jonathan Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 5:33:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.  Our
 neighboring state of VA has the courage to seize this opportunity, yet NC continues to move backwards despite the
 recent coal ash spill, avoiding sensible regulation, and seeking to do more damage through offshore drilling along
 the outer banks.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jonathan Brown

7218 Chaddsley Dr
Huntersville, NC 28078

V-8083 A-8173

mailto:jonbmw_@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 21, 2015 6:05:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Wilson

148 NE 5 St
Oak Island, NC 28465

V-8084 A-8174

mailto:Lincarol148@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 22, 2015 12:07:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Brown

410 Angel's Way
Mars HIll, NC 28754

V-8085 A-8175

mailto:suznmars1@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie Cooper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 22, 2015 9:31:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am contacting you once again to express my outrage for the environmental record of your administration. 
 Although it probably doesn't matter to you, I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
 limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP).

I am appalled that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the
 federal requirements under the CPP and the overall environmental record of your administration. By championing a
 plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity
 to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
 bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air and water is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right
 thing and protect our clean air. We can protect our environment and still be pro business.   These aren't mutually
 exclusive.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julie Cooper

509 buffalo tom drive
Greensboro, NC 27455

V-8086 A-8176

mailto:jeeksllc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kevan Minick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 22, 2015 9:33:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kevan Minick

7708 prospector place
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-8087 A-8177

mailto:ptkevlar@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Neal Sigmon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Comments on state Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, December 22, 2015 12:47:11 PM

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules do not come close to achieving the
 carbon dioxide reductions required by the EPA. I respectfully request that the Division of Air Quality consider my comments
 on the draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (Clean Power Plan):

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar and wind
 energy successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in DEQ’s proposal. Renewable energy and energy efficiency should be
 a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

The Department of Environmental Quality has failed to engage stakeholders as required by the Clean Power Plan. The state
 plan must include documentation that the agency has conducted community outreach and community involvement, including
 engagement with vulnerable communities. The draft rules do not include this documentation.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers states incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy and energy
 efficiency projects for low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA Program. The
 draft rules do not take advantage of this program.

Neal Sigmon
333 W. Trade St. #2204
Charlotte, NC 28202

V-8088 A-8178

mailto:nsigmon@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: SJ Jablinske
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 22, 2015 1:29:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As -childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am horrendously disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up
 to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the
 Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for
 North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what
 is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

SJ Jablinske

95 Curtis ParkerRd
Alexander, NC 28701

V-8089 A-8179

mailto:kittibabies@gmail.com
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From: IrvingMFreedman@aol.com
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments; Burleson, Joelle
Subject: EPA clean power plan
Date: Tuesday, December 22, 2015 2:48:06 PM

It is essential that we, in North Carolina, cut our power plant emissions now. We are beginning to feel the
 negative effects of climate change now.
While The D.E.Q. plan does little to nothing to stave off climate change.
The crisis is now. Please do not oppose the EPA clean power plan.
The D.E.Q. counter plan is weak and barely addressed the crises at hand.
~Daryl & Irving Freedman

V-8090 A-8180
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From: IrvingMFreedman@aol.com
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments; Burleson, Joelle
Subject: EPA clean power plan
Date: Tuesday, December 22, 2015 2:48:07 PM

It is essential that we, in North Carolina, cut our power plant emissions now. We are beginning to feel the
 negative effects of climate change now.
While The D.E.Q. plan does little to nothing to stave off climate change.
The crisis is now. Please do not oppose the EPA clean power plan.
The D.E.Q. counter plan is weak and barely addressed the crises at hand.
~Daryl & Irving Freedman

V-8091 A-8181

mailto:IrvingMFreedman@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Mimi Vollum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Our air
Date: Tuesday, December 22, 2015 5:02:09 PM

Since I have lung issues, I am extremely interested in having clean air in our state
 and therefore am strongly in favor of the Clean Power Plan that has been proposed.
 The required carbon dioxide reductions set by the EPA make sense, I believe, and
 because NC has had good success with our solar and wind projects, I strongly
 believe that this should be an essential part of the state's Clean Power Plan.

The draft rules do not include required documentation that the Dept. of Environmental
 Quality has conducted community outreach and involvement and this is critical. Why
 aren't we planning to take advantage of the related incentive programs that are
 available for low income communities?

I respectfully request that my comments be taken into consideration. This is such an
 important decision that affects all of us. Thank you. 
Muriel Vollum, Ed.D

V-8092 A-8182

mailto:mimivollum@bellsouth.net
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From: Jeffrey Turner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 22, 2015 6:59:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Turner

2410 Elizabeth Ave
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-8093 A-8183

mailto:jeffreysturner@gmail.com
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From: Cornelia cornils
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 22, 2015 7:12:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cornelia cornils

218 seminole ave
concord, NC 28025

V-8094 A-8184

mailto:kuhleeah@hotmail.com
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From: Marian Hopkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 22, 2015 11:31:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marian Hopkins

625 Tinkerbell Road
Chapel hill, NC 27517

9199678017

V-8095 A-8185

mailto:mthopkin@email.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joani Robson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 23, 2015 8:10:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joani Robson

50 Whistlewood Lane
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-8096 A-8186

mailto:joanirobson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine Ganis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 23, 2015 9:01:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christine Ganis

749 Burlwood Drive
Southern Pines, NC 28387

V-8097 A-8187

mailto:Chrisganis@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Pratt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 23, 2015 11:31:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Pratt

4716 Wildwood Avenue
Charlotte, NC 28203

V-8098 A-8188

mailto:claphands@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amos Elvis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Cc: Amos Elvis
Subject: N.C. Commission on Carbon Emmissions
Date: Wednesday, December 23, 2015 1:17:34 PM

Dear Commission,
This is in response to the hearings on the Plan for North Carolina to come up with it’s on plan for
 Carbon Emissions. The Federal Government has over stepped it’s grounds or power to make sure
 that power bills will basically Sky Rocket to levels that Senior Citizens can’t afford. I am one of such
 Citizens and I have done my homework on Carbon Emissions. Wind and Solar power will not supply
 our needs. Fact!
For one thing, Carbon Emissions is a total Scam and you and I know that it is orchestrated by the
 present (OBAMA) Administration. By what authority does our Federal Government have over what
 North Carolina or it’s Citizens do and plan on this weak minded hoax. I have already attended two of
 these meetings and found that most of the ones speaking do not have their facts in order. They
 even go as far as calling themselves “Tree Huggers”.
I am proud of our Governor for taking the stand and fighting back. He knows what a Carbon Credit
 Plan will do to our industries in this state. Coal is the least expensive way to generate electricity. I
 should know I am an electrical engineer and have been for over 40 years in the business.
Please record me as against any Carbon Tax or Credit plan in North Carolina and We the People have
 a voice and I pray in God’s name that you use some common sense when ruling on this important
 matter. Thank you for your time and ear to listen to someone that this Federal EPA Plan will effect,
 and Climate Change is not real, it’s only the weather and seasons.
Amos Elvis

V-8099 A-8189

mailto:amos.elvis@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
mailto:amos.elvis@hotmail.com


From: Amos Elvis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Date: Wednesday, December 23, 2015 1:25:03 PM

111(d) for the record
Amos Elvis

From: Amos Elvis
Sent: Wednesday, December 23, 2015 1:17 PM
To: daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
Cc: Amos Elvis
Subject: N.C. Commission on Carbon Emmissions
Dear Commission,
This is in response to the hearings on the Plan for North Carolina to come up with it’s on plan for
 Carbon Emissions. The Federal Government has over stepped it’s grounds or power to make sure
 that power bills will basically Sky Rocket to levels that Senior Citizens can’t afford. I am one of such
 Citizens and I have done my homework on Carbon Emissions. Wind and Solar power will not supply
 our needs. Fact!
For one thing, Carbon Emissions is a total Scam and you and I know that it is orchestrated by the
 present (OBAMA) Administration. By what authority does our Federal Government have over what
 North Carolina or it’s Citizens do and plan on this weak minded hoax. I have already attended two of
 these meetings and found that most of the ones speaking do not have their facts in order. They
 even go as far as calling themselves “Tree Huggers”.
I am proud of our Governor for taking the stand and fighting back. He knows what a Carbon Credit
 Plan will do to our industries in this state. Coal is the least expensive way to generate electricity. I
 should know I am an electrical engineer and have been for over 40 years in the business.
Please record me as against any Carbon Tax or Credit plan in North Carolina and We the People have
 a voice and I pray in God’s name that you use some common sense when ruling on this important
 matter. Thank you for your time and ear to listen to someone that this Federal EPA Plan will effect,
 and Climate Change is not real, it’s only the weather and seasons.
Amos Elvis

V-8100 A-8190

mailto:amos.elvis@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
mailto:amos.elvis@hotmail.com
mailto:daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
mailto:amos.elvis@hotmail.com


From: Briana Strickland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 24, 2015 5:38:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Briana Strickland

323 French St
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-8101 A-8191

mailto:Strickland.n.briana@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 24, 2015 8:09:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Moore

4618 Waterbell Ln
Waxhaw, NC 28175

V-8102 A-8192

mailto:mdm7015@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeffrey Collins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 25, 2015 6:09:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Collins

5909 Hathaway Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-8103 A-8193

mailto:jcollins@pappasventures.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jasper Cobb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 25, 2015 2:33:28 PM

To Secretary van der Vaart

December 17, 2016

My name is Jasper Cobb. I’m a freshman at Chapel
 Hill High School and plan to study marine
 science.

Ocean acidification has been called ‘the evil
 twin of global warming’. Ocean acidification
 means that seawater is becoming more acidic.
 This is happening because the ocean absorbs
 about a third of the CO2 in the atmosphere, so
 it is now 30 percent more acidic than it was
 during the Industrial Revolution.

The acid is eroding calcium carbonate shells of
 animals like oysters and coral, and killing
 them off. When shelled organisms are at risk,
 the entire marine food web is at risk.

Many jobs in North Carolina come from fishing,
 and seafood provides an important part of our
 diet.

Scientists say that, if we continue emitting so
 much carbon, the oceans could become more than
 100 percent more acidic than they are now. We
 need to change our energy system so that we
 don’t create any harmful emissions, now or in
 the future.

I’m willing to sacrifice to save the ocean and I
 hope you are too.

Jasper Cobb

V-8104 A-8194

mailto:josomerainbow@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


1015 Tallyho Trail

Chapel Hill, NC 27516

-- 
~~~~glorious lump of treasure~~~~
♂♥♂ Gender 
♀♥♀ Doesn't 
♀♥♂ Matter 
"Don't call her she, because shes not a girl."

V-8105 A-8195



From: Katie Head
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 25, 2015 7:13:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katie Head

858 Calton Rd
Bostic, NC 28018

V-8106 A-8196

mailto:k.marie_11@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen Sample
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 25, 2015 8:32:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen Sample

2005 Ruffin St
Durham, NC 27704

V-8107 A-8197

mailto:stephen.sample@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Noelyne Langston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, December 25, 2015 11:16:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Noelyne Langston

1225 Bostian Drive
Fayetteville, NC 28304

V-8108 A-8198

mailto:Noelyneltd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ethan Sikora
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 26, 2015 2:19:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ethan Sikora

1489 b Ephesus Church Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-8109 A-8199

mailto:Ethansikora@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paula Keenum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, December 26, 2015 11:39:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paula Keenum

602 Parkway Blvd
WILMINGTON, NC 28412

9108066245

V-8110 A-8200

mailto:prcsc3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pam Robbins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, December 27, 2015 12:49:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pam Robbins

3613 Willow Bluff Dr
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-8111 A-8201

mailto:pam.j.robbins@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amos Elvis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments; Kyle Hall
Subject: 111(d) Climate Change is a HOAX!
Date: Sunday, December 27, 2015 1:18:57 PM

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=nq4Bc2WCsdE
Amos Elvis

V-8112 A-8202

mailto:amos.elvis@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
mailto:Kyle.Hall@mail.house.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Angie Kilburn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 11:54:05 AM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Angie Kilburn
5550 Carolina Beach Rd
Wilmington, NC 28412-2600
lionluva77@gmail.com

V-8113 A-8203

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Urps
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 12:05:34 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Heather Urps
7740 Rolling Meadows Ln
Huntersville, NC 28078-3344
heathrrurps@gmail.com

V-8114 A-8204

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of elliott baldwin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 12:22:04 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. elliott baldwin
5505 Townsend Warbler Ct
Wake Forest, NC 27587-4804
Elliott.baldwin08@gmail.com

V-8115 A-8205

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maggie Banko
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 12:25:19 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Maggie Banko
10413 Summerton Dr
Raleigh, NC 27614-8789
mhbanko@gmail.com

V-8116 A-8206

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Zay Sevier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 12:28:43 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Zay Sevier
1605 W Cone Blvd
Greensboro, NC 27408-3623
zaysevier@bellsouth.net

V-8117 A-8207

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Baylee Roy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 12:28:55 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Baylee Roy
10341 River Bank Dr
Raleigh, NC 27614-8931
bmroy11@gmail.com

V-8118 A-8208

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Randy Hobbs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 12:57:00 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Randy Hobbs
306 Pete Jones Dr
Richlands, NC 28574-8180
randyhobbs@yahoo.com

V-8119 A-8209
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From: Care2 on behalf of Cheri Bennett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 12:59:13 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cheri Bennett
5802 Harvest Hill Rd
Greensboro, NC 27405-9408
iowaslady@gmail.com

V-8120 A-8210
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From: PAULA DAVIS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 1:31:19 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. PAULA DAVIS
171 Scaffs Ln
Aydlett, NC 27916-9740
BLAZINNPD@GMAIL.COM

V-8121 A-8211
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From: Pam marion
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 1:56:40 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Pam marion
8039 Deverow Ct
Lewisville, NC 27023-9708
prpm9@yahoo.com

V-8122 A-8212

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jillian Gatewood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 2:22:09 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jillian Gatewood
185 W Knoll Brook Dr
Mocksville, NC 27028-4317
flyingcheetah7@yahoo.com

V-8123 A-8213
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mailto:info@care2.com
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From: Dana Kennedy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 2:28:26 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dana Kennedy
105 Sparta Way
New Bern, NC 28562-2261
danalkennedync@gmail.com

V-8124 A-8214

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Billy Norman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 2:55:37 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Billy Norman
394 Big Cove Rd
Waynesville, NC 28786-5418
billy_normanjr@bellsouth.net

V-8125 A-8215

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Hargett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 3:26:05 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michelle Hargett
6506 Deermont Ct
Charlotte, NC 28211-6202
mhargett31061@gmail.com

V-8126 A-8216

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Ritchie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 3:27:27 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mark Ritchie
110 Roswell Dr
Kernersville, NC 27284-8277
m_chris_ritchie@hotmail.com

V-8127 A-8217

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katharine Kollins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d) comments
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 3:41:56 PM

Hello,

I would like to submit he following written comments, which were also given in person during
 the Raleigh hearing on December 16th.

Like many of the other commenters here today, I do not believe DEQ’s current compliance
 proposal is best for the state of North Carolina in terms of future electricity prices, economic
 development, nor the environment.

Forcing North Carolina into accepting the EPA’s Federal plan will greatly limit our state’s
 ability to adjust and utilize electricity generating plants in a manner that is tailored to our
 state’s natural energy resources, our local skilled workforce, and lowest cost compliance
 options. Creating a robust stakeholder process for our state allows North Carolina to propose
 a plan that will capitalize on the incredible energy resources our state can employ.

North Carolina has diverse and abundant naturally occurring resources that allow our state the
 option to generate our own clean and reliable electricity. As others can more adequately speak
 to solar, biomass, and ag waste resources, I would like to highlight the utilization of wind
 power as a compliance option within the CPP.

Although the adoption of wind power in North Carolina is in the very early stages, it is an
 important and untapped resource that benefits all North Carolinians. This source of renewable
 energy is an economic boon to the counties that have wind resources and work to capitalize
 on those resources. A small county can see their tax base increase by 50% or even double
 overnight. Family farmers can harvest the wind, a steady income stream not dependent on
 weather, precipitation, or timing, right along side traditional farming operations. New
 permanent, high-paid, technical jobs are created in primarily rural counties, offering excellent
 career opportunities for local residents. For every 15MW of installed turbine capacity,
 approximately one $60 - $80K salaried position is added to the county.

It is only by including wind and other renewables in a thorough analysis of clean power plan
 compliance options that our state will be able to realize all of the benefits that come from
 wind power, including the economic benefits. These are the kinds of energy resource we must
 ensure are on the table in our efforts to meet the Clean Power Plan guidelines, which can only
 be accomplished if our state plays an active role in creating a plan tailored to our specific
 resources and strengths.

Thank you.

Katharine

-- 
Katharine Kollins
President, Southeastern Wind Coalition
303-564-9687

V-8128 A-8218
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From: Care2 on behalf of Theresa Steimle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 3:51:53 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Theresa Steimle
3062 Candlelight Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28311-2055
steimle3@yahoo.com

V-8129 A-8219
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From: Care2 on behalf of Oleta Lee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 4:51:14 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Oleta Lee
337 Faith Rd
Mooresville, NC 28115-8584
ocarolinelee@gmail.com

V-8130 A-8220

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Wendy Greeson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 4:53:05 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Wendy Greeson
2554 Brucewood Rd
Graham, NC 27253-9004
wengrees@aol.com

V-8131 A-8221
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From: Care2 on behalf of Lois Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 6:23:07 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lois Miller
4717 Johnson Pond Rd
Apex, NC 27539-8685
laoisme65@gmail.com

V-8132 A-8222
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From: Care2 on behalf of Jennifer Marks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 7:22:20 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jennifer Marks
5922 San Marcos Way
Raleigh, NC 27616-8356
funnycatlady@gmail.com

V-8133 A-8223

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: alyce salvo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 7:43:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

alyce salvo

4216 whispering oaks dr
charlotte, NC 28213

V-8134 A-8224
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From: Care2 on behalf of Jackie Colborn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 7:55:30 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jackie Colborn
636 Secrest Ave
Belmont, NC 28012-4020
jacklyn.colborn@gmail.com

V-8135 A-8225
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From: Care2 on behalf of Charlotte Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 9:24:38 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Charlotte Jackson
908 Starkland Way
Holly Springs, NC 27540-8727
Cbjackson150@gmail.com

V-8136 A-8226
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Nicole Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 9:56:20 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nicole Walker
813 S White St
Wake Forest, NC 27587-2962
nicolew101@gmail.com

V-8137 A-8227
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From: Care2 on behalf of John Turmelle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 10:22:15 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. John Turmelle
443 Aycock Residence Hall
Greenville, NC 27858
turmellej13@students.ecu.edu

V-8138 A-8228
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From: Care2 on behalf of Kay BURKS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 10:27:00 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kay BURKS
693 Nc Highway 16 S
Jefferson, NC 28640-9251
kburks56@aol.com

V-8139 A-8229
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From: Care2 on behalf of Chrystal Wooten
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 10:54:29 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Chrystal Wooten
1212 E 35th St
Charlotte, NC 28205-1617
chrystal@modrydesign.com

V-8140 A-8230
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From: Care2 on behalf of Linda McBride
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 10:55:43 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Linda McBride
87 Fountain View Ln
Durham, NC 27705-9309
lindamcbride@twc.com

V-8141 A-8231

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Angelia McPhillips
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 10:55:55 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Angelia McPhillips
1719 Eastcrest Dr
Charlotte, NC 28205-5407
angeliamc832@yahoo.com

V-8142 A-8232

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of MAK MAK
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 11:24:58 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. MAK MAK
59 Charlie Street Rd
Bakersville, NC 28705-6402
warriormani.war38@gmail.com

V-8143 A-8233

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: aaron ratcliffe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, December 28, 2015 11:55:39 PM

Dec 28, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. aaron ratcliffe
153 Chancery Ln
Waynesville, NC 28786-6113
aaronjratcliffe@gmail.com

V-8144 A-8234

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


New signatures

From: mail@changemail.org
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 100 more people signed “Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start protecting clean air”
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 5:51:03 AM

Joelle Burleson – This petition addressed to you on Change.org has new
 activity. See progress and respond to the campaign's supporters.

Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start
 protecting clean air
Petition by NORTH CAROLINA CONSERVATION NETWORK ·
 100 supporters

100 more people signed

View petition activity

RECENT SUPPORTERS

Rebecca Carl

Clayton, NC ·  Dec 29, 2015

Kathleen Dough

Manteo, NC ·  Dec 29, 2015

Pia Reed

Monroe, NC ·  Dec 29, 2015

Steve Pittman

Fayetteville, NC ·  Dec 28, 2015

V-8145 A-8235

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1td/3JSk2UijQTuV3dTWzaf9EQ/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLHJORydXxns32cC9EN38di4-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1td/3JSk2UijQTuV3dTWzaf9EQ/h0/PI4QvBL3l-2BOH9SHmwuDwC3pIPhGMqPrc16-2B8O81vTP0-3D
mailto:mail@changemail.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1td/3JSk2UijQTuV3dTWzaf9EQ/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLHJORydXxns32cC9EN38di4-3D


Daniel Perlmutter

Cullowhee, NC ·  Dec 28, 2015

View all 100 supporters

CHANGE.ORG FOR DECISION MAKERS

On Change.org, decision makers like you connect directly with people
 around the world to resolve issues. Respond to let the people petitioning
 you know you're listening, say whether you agree with their call to action,
 or ask them for more information. Learn more.

This notification was sent to daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov, the address listed as
 the decision maker contact by the petition starter. If this is incorrect, please post a
 response to let the petition starter know.

Change.org ·  548 Market St #29993, San Francisco, CA 94104-5401, USA

V-8146 A-8236

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1td/3JSk2UijQTuV3dTWzaf9EQ/h2/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLHJORydXxns32cC9EN38di4-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1td/3JSk2UijQTuV3dTWzaf9EQ/h3/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDX0-2BGtvfuKANZy6q-2Fgt-2FRi5S8HT6eRej1Fy9iCZx0V-2BVzRWZAbix3xCTUIMuQilsnUG-2BmrFp44SvAYb0jKaOh642JeZo60zJhWr3K6PbjcWmD-2FbPL39f5DLDW-2FG72-2FdQA-3D-3D
mailto:daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1td/3JSk2UijQTuV3dTWzaf9EQ/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1td/3JSk2UijQTuV3dTWzaf9EQ/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4-3D


From: Care2 on behalf of Rachelle Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 7:23:19 AM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rachelle Williams
119 Vail Rd
Pikeville, NC 27863-9204
raeray1234@yahoo.com

V-8147 A-8237

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Clarence Ray Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 9:54:15 AM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Clarence Ray Jones
2613 E Weaver St
Durham, NC 27707-3055
cjones2328@nc.rr.com

V-8148 A-8238

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Randy Reardin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 9:55:57 AM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Randy Reardin
1320 Ashcraft Ln
Charlotte, NC 28209-2423
rrreardin@gmail.com

V-8149 A-8239

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Phillip Britt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 9:59:27 AM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Phillip Britt
277 Hugh Shelton Loop
Fayetteville, NC 28301-3488
pkb.britt@gmail.com

V-8150 A-8240

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Cassandra Weston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 10:28:59 AM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cassandra Weston
No mail
Greensboro, NC 27405
casswasherenc@gmail.com

V-8151 A-8241

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Brenda Harper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 10:52:40 AM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Brenda Harper
374 Boundary St
Haw River, NC 27258-9569
bbharper@gmail.com

V-8152 A-8242

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jan Stubbs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 10:58:08 AM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jan Stubbs
1210 Birch St
Salisbury, NC 28146-8804
scout6679@yahoo.com

V-8153 A-8243

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: john ward
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 11:58:40 AM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. john ward
13704 Cathedral Way
Charlotte, NC 28278-7300
johnt21404@gmail.com

V-8154 A-8244

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeremy Sagaribay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 12:00:00 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jeremy Sagaribay
265 Old Haw Creek Rd
Asheville, NC 28805-1948
kingjjompanies@gmail.com

V-8155 A-8245

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tammy Bowes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 3:01:39 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tammy Bowes
404 Saplin Branch Rd
Timberlake, NC 27583-9025
tammyneathery@rocketmail.com

V-8156 A-8246

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Chiquita Crotts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 3:23:56 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Chiquita Crotts
168 Wood Duck Loop
Mooresville, NC 28117-8137
crottsnc@roadrunner.com

V-8157 A-8247

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alicia Fernandez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 3:24:52 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alicia Fernandez
1501 Grassy Hills Ln
Holly Springs, NC 27540-7285
alicia8221964@aol.com

V-8158 A-8248

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Delane Sellers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 3:52:53 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Delane Sellers
100 Hunt Rd
Whiteville, NC 28472-8815
delanes@atmc.net

V-8159 A-8249

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erikah Weaver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 4:32:13 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Erikah Weaver
5114 Katsulis Ct
Tarawa Terrace, NC 28543-1243
erikah.weaver@aol.com

V-8160 A-8250

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Liz Dalfonso
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 4:43:12 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Liz Dalfonso
6127 Amos Smith Rd
Charlotte, NC 28214-8954
iammegorillaz@hotmail.com

V-8161 A-8251

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Bobbie Womeldorff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 4:52:56 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bobbie Womeldorff
514 N Waters Edge Dr
Durham, NC 27703-6708
pheonixtigerfly@yahoo.com

V-8162 A-8252

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paige Morning
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 5:01:57 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Paige Morning
1870 Becton Farm Rd
Kinston, NC 28501-7370
mrnintym@yahoo.com

V-8163 A-8253

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katie Sanders
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 5:07:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katie Sanders

72003 Wilkinson
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

2017889860

V-8164 A-8254

mailto:sanders.katie@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Massey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 5:09:23 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Karen Massey
9102 Big Pine Rd
Marshall, NC 28753-6443
dkangelklynn@yahoo.com

V-8165 A-8255

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandy Stewart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 5:12:26 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sandy Stewart
1381 Walter Reed Rd
Fayetteville, NC 28304-4415
rstewart@valueplace.com

V-8166 A-8256

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Allyson McDonough
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 5:22:13 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Allyson McDonough
219 Wakefield Dr
Charlotte, NC 28209-3200
agmcd24@yahoo.com

V-8167 A-8257

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gigi Ochs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 5:51:56 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gigi Ochs
9803 Rockwood Rd
Charlotte, NC 28215-8568
goscorpio79@hotmail.com

V-8168 A-8258

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Angel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 6:23:08 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ann Angel
111 Lynn Ct
Jacksonville, NC 28540-7205
annandyj@yahoo.com

V-8169 A-8259

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Britt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 6:53:33 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Pamela Britt
13301 Nc Highway 72 E
Lumberton, NC 28358-6342
pamewame01@yahoo.com

V-8170 A-8260

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randall Jenkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 7:29:41 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Randall Jenkins
81 Mount Harmony Church Rd
Timberlake, NC 27583-9170
randyljenkins@gmail.com

V-8171 A-8261

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherrod Brady
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 7:41:02 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sherrod Brady
127 Maney Branch Rd
Weaverville, NC 28787-9715
sherrodbrady@gmail.com

V-8172 A-8262

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Forsha
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 7:47:10 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Diane Forsha
100 River Park Ln
Mill Spring, NC 28756-6858
deforsha@gmail.com

V-8173 A-8263

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marcia Pines
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 8:00:37 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marcia Pines
124 Havisham Ct
Wake Forest, NC 27587-6401
mcpines63@hotmail.com

V-8174 A-8264

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laurie Dercole
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 9:01:10 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Laurie Dercole
Redfox trail
Newport, NC 28570
grandmalaurie_618@yahoo.com

V-8175 A-8265

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Henshaw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 9:27:33 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jane Henshaw
3017 Buckingham Way
Apex, NC 27502-9341
youbet78@aol.com

V-8176 A-8266

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: stephanie caruthers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 10:04:22 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. stephanie caruthers
1583 Clan Campbell Dr
Raeford, NC 28376-8472
stephanie.affonso@gmail.com

V-8177 A-8267

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Kielas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 10:27:26 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sarah Kielas
6997 Good Hope Dr
Greensboro, NC 27406-9113
sakielas@gmail.com

V-8178 A-8268

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: julia pardue
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 10:27:28 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. julia pardue
1736 Shacktown Rd
Yadkinville, NC 27055-8109
babyjewels71@aol.com

V-8179 A-8269

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Venny Robinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 10:35:28 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Venny Robinson
1403 Fisher St
Morehead City, NC 28557-3766
vennyd52@gmail.com

V-8180 A-8270

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather edwards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 10:59:13 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Heather edwards
4197 Medford Dr NW
Concord, NC 28027-4517
heather.edwards18@yahoo.com

V-8181 A-8271

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brandon Foreman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 11:04:29 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Brandon Foreman
5936 Terrington Ln
Raleigh, NC 27606-4562
bforemanvt@yahoo.com

V-8182 A-8272

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Cooke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 11:06:17 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cheryl Cooke
5420 Summit Manor Ln
Raleigh, NC 27613-7346
cec603@gmail.com

V-8183 A-8273

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Kloiber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 11:10:38 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. John Kloiber
215 Austin Field Ct
Mount Holly, NC 28120-7708
capefearfury20@yahoo.com

V-8184 A-8274

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kitty Carpenter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 11:13:04 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kitty Carpenter
78 Paul Revere Ln
Cameron, NC 28326-7771
goobydoobydoobydo2@windstream.net

V-8185 A-8275

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leona Whichard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 11:19:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leona Whichard

84402 Winslow
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-8186 A-8276

mailto:lpwhichard@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanne Fontana
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 11:21:54 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Joanne Fontana
4513 Whistling Way
Raleigh, NC 27616-7203
jfontana709@aol.com

V-8187 A-8277

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mac Arookie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 11:37:04 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mac Arookie
723 Singleton Rd
Mocksville, NC 27028-6840
nunnoffurbiznis@gmail.com

V-8188 A-8278

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jaime smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 11:42:12 PM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jaime smith
2401 Grant Ave
Raleigh, NC 27608-2007
jaipsmit@hotmail.com

V-8189 A-8279

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Helen Moose
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, December 29, 2015 11:49:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Helen Moose

282 Walnut Grove Lane
Wilkesboro, NC 28697

V-8190 A-8280

mailto:mooseh26@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clare Martin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 12:17:52 AM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Clare Martin
280 S Ashe St
Southern Pines, NC 28387-6104
clarebearno1@aol.com

V-8191 A-8281

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gina Baugher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 12:45:04 AM

Dec 29, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gina Baugher
2879 Parkers Lndg
Tarboro, NC 27886-9488
mamab3@yahoo.com

V-8192 A-8282

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Reanna Gentry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 2:36:57 AM

Dec 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Reanna Gentry
20 Westwood Dr
Clyde, NC 28721-8022
dbolareina27@gmail.com

V-8193 A-8283

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sophie Lau
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 5:40:37 AM

Dec 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sophie Lau
815 Frye St
Wake Forest, NC 27587-2155
slau3728@gmail.com

V-8194 A-8284

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Sheridan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 6:09:31 AM

Dec 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michael Sheridan
1048 Shirley Dr
Jacksonville, NC 28540-0901
michael.a.sheridan@usmc.mil

V-8195 A-8285

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debbie Chiovitti
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 7:37:46 AM

Dec 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Debbie Chiovitti
189 Sonora Dr
Lillington, NC 27546-6335
dmello482010@gmail.com

V-8196 A-8286

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Justin Baum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 9:16:07 AM

Dec 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Justin Baum
204 Pennsylvania Ave
Winston Salem, NC 27104-3034
justinbaum34@gmail.com

V-8197 A-8287

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nan Clarke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 9:38:13 AM

Dec 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nan Clarke
116 Lakeshore Dr
Durham, NC 27713-9381
barefooteditorialservices@gmail.com

V-8198 A-8288

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa DiRusso
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 10:11:15 AM

Dec 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lisa DiRusso
5508 Faith Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28314-1624
lisadirusso@gmail.com

V-8199 A-8289

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Reta Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 10:45:38 AM

Dec 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Reta Jackson
433 Hodges and Miller Rd
Blowing Rock, NC 28605-9025
rjackson@mclaurinparking.com

V-8200 A-8290

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynda Wynn-Nolet
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 10:47:02 AM

Dec 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lynda Wynn-Nolet
11 Hanlith Ct
Clayton, NC 27527-3772
peachtree127@yahoo.com

V-8201 A-8291

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Linda Jacob
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 10:50:18 AM

Dec 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Linda Jacob
3010 Blueberry Ln
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-5710
Ljacob3010@aol.com

V-8202 A-8292

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of christina coffield
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 11:22:15 AM

Dec 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. christina coffield
10620 US Highway 17
Williamston, NC 27892-8528
chrissycoffield1986@gmail.com

V-8203 A-8293

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Runge
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 11:44:01 AM

Dec 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sarah Runge
2237 Summit Ridge Loop
Morrisville, NC 27560-5905
sarahrrunge@gmail.com

V-8204 A-8294

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Georgia Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 12:08:29 PM

Dec 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Georgia Clark
409 N Lakeside Dr
Hendersonville, NC 28739-5695
chynaczar@yahoo.com

V-8205 A-8295

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Bridget Woodard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 1:03:17 PM

Dec 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bridget Woodard
705 Sparta Dr Apt E
Greensboro, NC 27406-2777
bridgetdiary2004@yahoo.com

V-8206 A-8296

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tanya Jisa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 1:05:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, the Clean Power Plan
 (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change
 continue to increase, we must work towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with
 the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state.

Clean air is good for people, our environment and for our economy. Please act responsibly and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tanya Jisa

173 Viburnum Way
Carrboro, NC 27510

9194337457

V-8207 A-8297

mailto:tejisa@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of EILEEN STEIN
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 1:29:46 PM

Dec 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. EILEEN STEIN
7604 Garnkirk Dr
Huntersville, NC 28078-0614
chyluv01@yahoo.com

V-8208 A-8298

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: m g
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 1:48:29 PM

Dec 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. m g
123 main street
huntersville, NC 28117
785719@student.iss.k12.nc.us

V-8209 A-8299

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Mary Shadbolt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 2:07:08 PM

Dec 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mary Shadbolt
215 Swiss Lake Dr
Cary, NC 27513-4793
marytshad@gmail.com

V-8210 A-8300

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Abby Rademacher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 2:33:00 PM

Dec 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Abby Rademacher
1739 Chadwick Shores Dr
Sneads Ferry, NC 28460-9283
abbynumber9@gmail.com

V-8211 A-8301

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jay Headrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 2:33:41 PM

Dec 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jay Headrick
106 Leslie Ln
Wilmington, NC 28411-6642
Elitefitnesstrainer@yahoo.com

V-8212 A-8302

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gwendolyn Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2015 2:34:54 PM

Dec 30, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gwendolyn Baker
5616 Bradford Lake Ln
Charlotte, NC 28269-1368
gbake1955@yahoo.com

V-8213 A-8303

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Camille Guerry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 31, 2015 8:47:42 AM

Dec 31, 2015

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Camille Guerry
578 Hutch Mountain Rd
Fletcher, NC 28732-8717
camibrooks4@yahoo.com

V-8214 A-8304

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Grant
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, December 31, 2015 12:19:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Grant

25 Baird st
asheville, NC 28801

803-354-3485

V-8215 A-8305

mailto:tigre2236@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Greene
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Comments on proposed rules
Date: Thursday, December 31, 2015 3:07:18 PM

Dear Joelie Burleson

NCDENR

This is very frustrating because we are split. You are acting as though there is no
 global warming and I am very concerned about the future we are leaving for our
 children. The CO2 concentration in the atmosphere is greater than 400 ppm and
 science (remember science?) calculates an increase in the temperature of the earth.

Do you recognize science? This is where we split. I recognize science and lawyers do
 not. Exxon executives do not. Duke Energy Executives do not.

Any farmer in NC can lease her least productive field to a solar power company and
 produce electric power for 5 cents per kwh. What is Duke to do? The concept of a
 monopoly electric power utility company is void. Please adjust the state laws to
 comply with this fact. And please do not prohibit it.

Duke will be a grid and storage company. We need six more pump storage units like
 Oconee.

Exxon will build a billion solar panels and be an energy supplier.

Please tell me where I am wrong.

Respectfully

Richard Greene
1217 Braeburn Rd
Charlotte NC 28211
rkgreene66@gmail.com
704 367 1895

PS The cost of proper coal ash disposition should have been included in the price of
 power from coal all along.

V-8216 A-8306

mailto:rkgreene66@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
mailto:rkgreene66@gmail.com


From: Mary Jamieson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 9:02:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Jamieson

12 Sugar Cove Road
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-8217 A-8307

mailto:marytjamieson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacob Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 9:25:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacob Johnson

815 Old Welcome Rd
Lithia, FL 33547

V-8218 A-8308

mailto:jacob51johnson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martin Hazeltine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 9:37:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martin Hazeltine

7614 Dunbar Dr SW
Sunset Beach, NC 28468

V-8219 A-8309

mailto:mhazeltine@atmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 9:44:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Adams

283 Inman Branch Rd
Waynesville, NC 28786

3368701515

V-8220 A-8310

mailto:padams1256@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelli Sakoman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 9:46:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kelli Sakoman

9593 mornimgside circle
Harrisburg, NC 28075

V-8221 A-8311

mailto:Kelli.sakoman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Cabell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 10:03:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Cabell

1400 Lockwood Road
Kinston, NC 28501

2525600580

V-8222 A-8312

mailto:katyopal@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patrick Carney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 10:07:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patrick Carney

6014 Beech Cove Ln
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-8223 A-8313

mailto:Patcarney1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Cook
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 10:33:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Cook

PO Box 1567
385 Junaluska Rd
Andrews, NC 28901

V-8224 A-8314

mailto:ppcook@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 10:55:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am VERY disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Williams

16 Vance Circle
Lexington, NC 27292

3362486530

V-8225 A-8315

mailto:judithjw@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Hughes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 11:03:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Hughes

34 Pleasant Street
Apt. 5A
Woodstock, VT 05091

V-8226 A-8316

mailto:jdh8941@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mara Wooten
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 11:41:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mara Wooten

901 savin landing
knightdale, NC 27545

V-8227 A-8317

mailto:mew0373@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Skinner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 11:49:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Skinner

115 Eastcliff Dr SE
Concord, NC 28025

V-8228 A-8318

mailto:aeskinner14@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Owens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 12:27:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Owens

309 St. Germain Ave
Valdese, NC 28690

V-8229 A-8319

mailto:sarahxowens@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Heckel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 2:07:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Heckel

115 Sir Patrick's Ct
Clemmons, NC 27012

V-8230 A-8320

mailto:jch52969@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Wolfe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 3:33:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Wolfe

rt 1
Youngsville, NC 27596

V-8231 A-8321

mailto:jwolfe731@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Maness
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 4:31:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Maness

111 Walnut Creek Dr
Goldsboro, NC 27534

9197789859

V-8232 A-8322

mailto:mitzi671@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jason Kasson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 4:51:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jason Kasson

320 Logan Ct
King, NC 27021

4074849212

V-8233 A-8323

mailto:jaskass4@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kendra rocap
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 4:53:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kendra rocap

1602 glendale ave
Durham, NC 27701

V-8234 A-8324

mailto:kendrarocap@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randy Propst
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 4:55:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Randy Propst

109 Liverette Trail
Mooresboro, NC 28114

8286571786

V-8235 A-8325

mailto:rp6580@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marie Löwgren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 5:19:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marie Löwgren

2300 E Lake Rd
Decatur, GA 30030

V-8236 A-8326

mailto:melowgren@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DOROTHY MCGEE
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 6:31:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

If you are for business (other than Duke Power) you will do what is best for solar, and keep companies like Google
 and Apple in NC.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

DOROTHY MCGEE

1113 WALTER CLARK DRIVE
HILLSBOROUGH, NC 27278

V-8237 A-8327

mailto:dvmcgee@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margi Erickson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 6:55:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margi Erickson

412 S 3rd St
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-8238 A-8328

mailto:margi@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kerry Rini
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 9:01:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kerry Rini

1320 Chestnut St
WILMINGTON, NC 28401

V-8239 A-8329

mailto:kerry.rini@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherry Washam
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 9:43:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sherry Washam

14330 Beatties Ford Road
Huntersville, NC 28078

V-8240 A-8330

mailto:Sherry.hawley.washam@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leigh Anne Keener
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 02, 2016 11:38:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions and methane
 emissions as well.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leigh Anne Keener

McCartney Ave
Morgantown, WV 26505

3042911317

V-8241 A-8331

mailto:lakeener@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patty Babb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:37:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patty Babb

907 Ardsley Road
Charlotte, NC 28207

V-8242 A-8332

mailto:pattybabb@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Forslin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 9:22:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric Forslin

506 N Mangum St
Durham, NC 27701

V-8243 A-8333

mailto:Eforslin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: austin deo Garlock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:07:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

austin deo Garlock

4009 dutch harbor court
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-8244 A-8334

mailto:deo.garlock@mindlinc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Small
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:07:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrew Small

209 Friendly Circle
Asheville, NC 28806

V-8245 A-8335

mailto:theplagueasaform@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Victoria Atkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:07:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Victoria Atkins

311 Elam Ave
Ramseur, NC 27316

V-8246 A-8336

mailto:victoriadatkins@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clayton Denman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:07:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Clayton Denman

7829 TIMBER GLOW TRL
KNOXVILLE, TN 37938

8659221683

V-8247 A-8337

mailto:claydenman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: john ventre
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:08:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

john ventre

700 shumont rd
bl mt, NC 28711

V-8248 A-8338

mailto:jv3free@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: S. Teel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:08:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

S. Teel

2204 Commonwealth Ave
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-8249 A-8339

mailto:shannonteel.7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: boone guyton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:08:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

boone guyton

85 LAUGHING CROW
ALEXANDER, NC 28701

8286833688

V-8250 A-8340

mailto:boone.guyton@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Schulman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:08:18 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Schulman

PO Box 18
Penland, NC 28765

8287770630

V-8251 A-8341

mailto:moxadox@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jill Ford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:08:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jill Ford

83 Lakeview Dr
Whispering Pines, NC 28327

V-8252 A-8342

mailto:fordjill@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Madeleine Pabis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:08:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Madeleine Pabis

100 E. Ellerbee Street
Durham, NC 27704

V-8253 A-8343

mailto:mpabis3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna McManus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:09:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna McManus

3503-A N Church St
Greensboro, NC 27405

V-8254 A-8344

mailto:mcmanusd56@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Schweickert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:09:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Schweickert

1125 Stoneferry Lane
raleigh, NC 27606

4193040034

V-8255 A-8345

mailto:jeffschweickert@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: linda harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:09:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

linda harris

301 farmland road
mocksville, NC 27028

V-8256 A-8346

mailto:harrislley@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stacey Curtis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:09:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stacey Curtis

97 woods mill bend dr
Siler city, NC 27344

V-8257 A-8347

mailto:Staceycurtis@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Pachas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:09:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Pachas

229 Soundview Dr
Kill Devil Hills,  27948

V-8258 A-8348

mailto:appaloosairish@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sheila Harrell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:09:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sheila Harrell

1829 Front Street D5
Durham,  27705

V-8259 A-8349

mailto:sheilaharrell92@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meagan Harvell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:09:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Meagan Harvell

400 Bulldog dr. apt.304
Asheville, NC 28801

V-8260 A-8350

mailto:mharvell@unca.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Med
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:09:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Med

33 Shakedown street
ASHEVILLE, NC 28801

V-8261 A-8351

mailto:bmed43@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anja Sheppard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:09:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anja Sheppard

101 Autumn Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-8262 A-8352

mailto:amstrudy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: WENDY0. Costa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:09:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

WENDY0. Costa

500 UMSTEAD DR. APT. 202 A
CHAPEL HILL, NC 27516

V-8263 A-8353

mailto:elfinia23@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ben Thomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:09:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ben Thomas

601 Jones Ferry Rd Apt N9
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-8264 A-8354

mailto:bithomas2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian French
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:09:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian French

6047 Gold Wagon Lane
Mint Hill, NC 28227

V-8265 A-8355

mailto:bcfrench85@gmai.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Rand
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:10:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Rand

1205 Old Coats Rd
Lillington, NC 27546

V-8266 A-8356

mailto:mbridgers7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ray Falk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:10:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ray Falk

212 Andrews Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9196369396

V-8267 A-8357

mailto:RymndFlk@gMail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JeVerna Haynes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:10:13 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JeVerna Haynes

914 Northside Dr
Fredericksburg, VA 22405

V-8268 A-8358

mailto:lynnhaynesaccess@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Berdanier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:10:16 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heather Berdanier

Scenic Brook Ln
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-8269 A-8359

mailto:hlmountz@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alicia Tucker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:10:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alicia Tucker

1101 K Street
North Wilkesboro, NC 28659

V-8270 A-8360

mailto:tharmony1234@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandi Gay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:10:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandi Gay

905 Hidden Jewel Lane
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-8271 A-8361

mailto:sandi.l.gay@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carrie Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:10:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carrie Wilson

P.O. Box 19512
Raleigh, NC 27619

V-8272 A-8362

mailto:Carrie.wilson93@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vanessa hall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:11:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.  I myself suffer
 from asthma and after having moved here from Chicago, continually suffer sinus infections.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vanessa hall

4912-H Sardis Rd
Charlotte, NC 28270

V-8273 A-8363

mailto:hall.vanessa@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: linda harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:11:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

linda harris

301 farmland road
mocksville, NC 27028

V-8274 A-8364

mailto:harrislley@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Savannah Patinka
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:11:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Savannah Patinka

18028 Delmas dr
Cornelius, NC 28031

V-8275 A-8365

mailto:Savannahpatinka@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: teresa leigh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:11:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

teresa leigh

2901 Optimist Farm Road
apex, NC 27539

9197739272

V-8276 A-8366

mailto:teresa@teresaleigh.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dortch Mann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:11:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dortch Mann

2622 Beechwood Street
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-8277 A-8367

mailto:dortchmann@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna DeWan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:11:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna DeWan

1398 Macedonia Road
Saluda, NC 28773

V-8278 A-8368

mailto:ddgb1858@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Leak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:11:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Leak

107 Caddell Dr
Maxton, NC 28364

V-8279 A-8369

mailto:donaanjon@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:11:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Jones

301 Bayberry Dr
Salisbury, NC 28147

V-8280 A-8370

mailto:archangel318@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Nichols
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:11:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Nichols

2127 Sunset Ave
Durham, NC 27705

V-8281 A-8371

mailto:eprescue@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kat Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:11:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kat Wilson

P.O. Box 4724
Chapel Hill, NC 27515

V-8282 A-8372

mailto:kwils331@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie Befford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:11:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julie Befford

9798 Covered Bridge Rd
Zebulon, NC 27597

V-8283 A-8373

mailto:Jandghomestead@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Corron
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:11:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Corron

6462 Wilson Avenue
Fayetteville, MD 28314

V-8284 A-8374

mailto:linda.corron@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Regina Chester
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:12:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Regina Chester

P.O.Box 32
Germanton, NC 27019

V-8285 A-8375

mailto:reiachester@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Applewhite
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:13:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Applewhite

1113 Tennwood Dr
Wilmington, NC 28411

7049953273

V-8286 A-8376

mailto:cathy.applewhite@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy LaPlaca
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:13:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

For heaven's sake - and your own children and grandchildren, please wake up about climate change! 

I hope that you noticed that the Eastern U.S. broke over 5,000 temperature records in December 2015.  And of
 course, epic floods not just in the U.S. Midwest, but in the UK and South America.

Good heavens, we have real work to do to de-carbonize our electricity and transportation.  Please stop holding up
 progress so we can get to work.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy LaPlaca

2012 Sprunt Ave
#11
Durham, NC 27705

4803598442

V-8287 A-8377

mailto:laplaca.nancy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Benante
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:13:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Benante

907 Pineborough Road
Charlotte, NC 28212

V-8288 A-8378

mailto:catherine@springmixmedia.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie Befford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:13:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julie Befford

9798 Covered Bridge Rd
Zebulon, NC 27597

V-8289 A-8379

mailto:Jandghomestead@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Watson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:13:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Watson

314 Danbury Ct
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-8290 A-8380

mailto:clwatso2@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melvin Mclaughlin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:13:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melvin Mclaughlin

605 gray head lane
Knightdale, NC 27545

V-8291 A-8381

mailto:Scopio26@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ashley Quilty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:13:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ashley Quilty

3927 Winfield Dr
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-8292 A-8382

mailto:ashleyelizabeth3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret McKean
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:13:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Governor McCrory, you must stop listening to Duke Power (you represent citizens, not corporations) and instead
 you must TELL Duke power that it needs to cut carbon emissions and clean up its act. 

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret McKean

3711 Stoneycreek Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-8293 A-8383

mailto:mamckean@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharyn Wood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:13:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharyn Wood

15 High Meadow Dr
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-8294 A-8384

mailto:wood.sharyn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Konzelman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:13:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Konzelman

34 Tappan Street
Spruce Pine, NC 28777

8287654174

V-8295 A-8385

mailto:konzeld@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Courtney Nolley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:13:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Courtney Nolley

3117 fairbrook drive
Charlotte, NC 28216

7044301060

V-8296 A-8386

mailto:Nolley22.cn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kurt gundersen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:13:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kurt gundersen

10 bethany lane
youngsville, NC 27596

V-8297 A-8387

mailto:gundersen.kurt@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Grajek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:13:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Grajek

3434 Edwards Mill Rd,  # 112-359
Raleigh, NC 27612

3303481275

V-8298 A-8388

mailto:grajekma@hiram.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: beverly gundersen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:13:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

beverly gundersen

10 bethany lane
youngsville, NC 27596

V-8299 A-8389

mailto:breadlady10@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mojo collins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:13:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

mojo collins

po box 626
nags head, NC 27959

252-441-6107

V-8300 A-8390

mailto:mojocollins@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:13:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Moore

2750 Campus Walk Ave
Durham, NC 27705

V-8301 A-8391

mailto:sam121@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ben Coleman Jr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:13:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ben Coleman Jr

1870 Highway 268 W
Pilot Mountain, NC 27041

V-8302 A-8392

mailto:Hutchben@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mona Rust
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:13:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mona Rust

1225 Fairview CLub Drive
wake Forest, NC 27587

9194497209

V-8303 A-8393

mailto:horton.mona@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry Petrovick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:13:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larry Petrovick

1657 Village Glen Dr
Raleigh, NC 27622

V-8304 A-8394

mailto:Larryp006@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emily Honeycutt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:14:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Emily Honeycutt

8116 Gabriels Bend Dr
Raleigh, NC 27612

9197864227

V-8305 A-8395

mailto:emily.honeycutt@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Harvey Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:14:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Harvey Smith

125 Greencrest Drive
Linden, NC 28356

9108901018

V-8306 A-8396

mailto:redstarlean@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: shelley jaffe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:14:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

shelley jaffe

102 Balzac court
cary, NC 27511

9196248875

V-8307 A-8397

mailto:sjaffe@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ralph Underwood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:14:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ralph Underwood

1070 Ellis Road
Madison, NC 27025

V-8308 A-8398

mailto:Rusboat@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Combs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:14:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Combs

1500 Alemany St
Morrisville, NC 27560

V-8309 A-8399

mailto:mursentn@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Lawson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:14:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Lawson

306 Wallington Rd
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-8310 A-8400

mailto:salaw42410@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheri Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:15:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheri Johnson

749 Rawls Drive
Raleigh, NC 27610

9195234749

V-8311 A-8401

mailto:irehc46@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Armstrong Pillow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:15:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Armstrong Pillow

229   Potluck Farm Road
Rougemont, NC 27572

3363643004

V-8312 A-8402

mailto:hart.pillow@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Watson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:15:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Climate change is the most important issue we face in North Carolina and the world. Please support the
 Environmental Protection Agency's Clean Power Plan (CPP). Climate change is already costing us jobs and lives.

It's shameful that North Carolina leadership is setting us up to fail the CPP federal requirements. By championing a
 plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity
 to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
 bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Watson

1421 Dellwood Drive
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-8313 A-8403

mailto:linda.watson@cookforgood.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Sabo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:15:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Sabo

325 Woodland Springs Lane
Boone, NC 28607

V-8314 A-8404

mailto:karen.a.sabo@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen Howard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:15:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen Howard

128 Lighthouse Rd
Mt. Holly, NC 28120

V-8315 A-8405

mailto:Spazhoward@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa West
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:15:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

My family made a commitment to clean energy in October 2014 when we paid $18,000  to install twenty solar
 panels on the roof of our home in central North Carolina.  Please use your children, grandchildren and future
 generations around the world as a guide when you ask yourself. "What is the moral choice for the future of the
 planet regarding fossil fuels vs. clean technology?"

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Teresa West

1409 Buckner Clark Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-8316 A-8406

mailto:teresa.j.west@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: April Fischer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:15:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

April Fischer

3965 Regents Street
Lumberton, NC 28360

V-8317 A-8407

mailto:Aprilecu97@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alden Hanson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:15:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

I care about the environment in NC - and I VOTE!!!!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alden Hanson

7412 Rocky Ridge Rd
Wake Forest, NC 27587

919 302-0781

V-8318 A-8408

mailto:aldenhanson@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Richardson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:15:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Richardson

747 marlboro place
ROCKY MOUNT, NC 27801

2529774594

V-8319 A-8409

mailto:blessbygod1937@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Aglaia OQuinn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:16:18 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Aglaia OQuinn

5106 Murphy School Rd
Durham, NC 27705

V-8320 A-8410

mailto:leadoyle@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: autumn cobeland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:16:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

autumn cobeland

302 W. Aycock St
raleigh, NC 27608

V-8321 A-8411

mailto:autumn.cobeland@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Martell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:17:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janet Martell

703 Cleveland St
Durham, NC 27701

V-8322 A-8412

mailto:ninth.st@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Warren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:17:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Warren

PO Box 64
Rodanthe, NC 27968

2522168099

V-8323 A-8413

mailto:twarren3598@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry Thornton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:17:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larry Thornton

624 School Road E
Asheville, NC 28803

8282734948

V-8324 A-8414

mailto:74Sooner@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Renee Kramer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:18:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Renee Kramer

148 Dogwood Acres Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9194285211

V-8325 A-8415

mailto:rkramer@udel.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keith Boswell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:18:15 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Keith Boswell

504 S. Sixth St
Carolina Beach, NC 28428

V-8326 A-8416

mailto:kboswell13@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Hurtt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:18:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Hurtt

2712 Quail Point Drive
Raleigh, NC 27603

9197632596

V-8327 A-8417

mailto:kimmer760@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dorothy Butler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:19:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dorothy Butler

2600 Croasdaile Farm Pkwy
Durham, NC 27705

V-8328 A-8418

mailto:DButler14@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Olga Kogan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:19:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Olga Kogan

2519 Costmary Lane
Unit 9
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-8329 A-8419

mailto:lvov1927@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ashley Dillon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:19:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ashley Dillon

6 Green Valley Ct
Asheville, NC 28806

V-8330 A-8420

mailto:Adillon81@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tracy Deibert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:19:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tracy Deibert

3209 Skylark Haven Dr
Pfafftown, NC 27040

V-8331 A-8421

mailto:t.deibert0303@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Black
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:19:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janet Black

PO Box 1031
Candler, NC 28715

V-8332 A-8422

mailto:ecochristian@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ken Wolfe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:19:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

For the future of this state you need to act on behalf of the health and well being of the citizens of NC and their
 future children and NOT Duke Energy!

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ken Wolfe

10 Raventree lane
Candler,  28715

V-8333 A-8423

mailto:Wolfeks@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shannon Milligan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:19:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shannon Milligan

5805 Sand Pebble Place
Raleigh,  27613

V-8334 A-8424

mailto:Smilligan117@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Cline
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:19:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Cline

115 Westside Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-8335 A-8425

mailto:sarahcline22@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marsha Earp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:19:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marsha Earp

6498 river road
Vanceboro,  28586

V-8336 A-8426

mailto:Marshaearp@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Carveth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:19:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Carveth

1114 Hickory Dr
Hillsboorough, NC 27278

V-8337 A-8427

mailto:mcarveth@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karin Hess
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:19:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karin Hess

304 Milburnie Rd
Knightdale, NC 27545

V-8338 A-8428

mailto:karinhess@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles wilson Jr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:19:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles wilson  Jr

2037 fanning CT
Leland, NC 28451

V-8339 A-8429

mailto:Luckymurff@AOL.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kevin Dietzel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:20:11 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kevin Dietzel

1085 W. New Hampshire Ave
Southern Pines, NC 28387

V-8340 A-8430

mailto:Dietzel.kevin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Manelopoulos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:21:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Manelopoulos

3901 best trail
Haw river, NC 27258

V-8341 A-8431

mailto:Aussiecman@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Cummings
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:21:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Cummings

415-B Hensley Drive
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-8342 A-8432

mailto:michaelcummings7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Schaeffer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:21:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Schaeffer

222 Glenwood Ave
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-8343 A-8433

mailto:Mschaeffer@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Steinbaugh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:21:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debra Steinbaugh

122Woodcliff Loop
Newland, NC 28657

V-8344 A-8434

mailto:Dgsteinbaugh@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vinod Kettay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:21:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vinod Kettay

4028 Strendal Drive
Cary, NC 27519

V-8345 A-8435

mailto:VKETTAY1@YAHOO.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bev Ohler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:21:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bev Ohler

210 north fork road
black mountain, NC 28711

V-8346 A-8436

mailto:theschlag@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Meadows
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:21:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane Meadows

63 Collins Creek Ct
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-8347 A-8437

mailto:meadows.maryjane@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: barbara miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:21:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

barbara miller

4 lancaster lane
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-8348 A-8438

mailto:alemeda50@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Boyles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:21:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Boyles

8377 Fairfield Forest Rd
Denver, NC 28037

17049079261

V-8349 A-8439

mailto:dboyles17@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ken Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:21:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ken Wilson

2801 Bells Fork Rd
Greenville, NC 27858

V-8350 A-8440

mailto:Kwilson81@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Cowley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:22:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debra Cowley

19 deacons pond ct
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-8351 A-8441

mailto:Dacowley@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Susan Reid-Daniels
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:23:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Susan Reid-Daniels

PO Box 1243
Flat Rock, NC 28731

(828) 699-2211

V-8352 A-8442

mailto:carolinawrensnest@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dena Christine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:23:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I have read this and I agree. I also am very disappointed that you along with too many in our state capital are putting
 our state and all of it's inhabitants in harm's way. Our state has always been a wonderful place to live yet we are
 now on a course to have our air, water and soil ruined. This affects every living thing and once the damage is done
 it is too late. By promoting fracking and trying to take away our rights to oppose it you are not listening to the
 people nor are you caring about us or future generations. By not taking into consideration how fracking is ruining
 other places in our country I have to wonder if you only care about and listen to oil and gas companies at our
 expense,
By promoting the proposed pipeline, drilling off of our coastline and all else that damages and potentially damages
 our state you are showing us all that you do not care about anyone except the gas and oil companies.

When anyone is elected, places their hand on a Bible and takes the oath to represent the people well and responsibly,
 that ought to be exactly what they do sir.
I can hope you will choose to change and represent the people of our state well. And if not, then I can hope and pray
 that you will not be elected again.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dena Christine

1404 Camp Dogwood Road
Pinnacle, NC 27043

V-8353 A-8443

mailto:DCUghlucky@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nilesh Jariwala
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:23:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nilesh Jariwala

105 ruby walk dr
Morrisville, NC 27519

V-8354 A-8444

mailto:Nilesh.jariwala@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Vest
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:23:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Vest

205 S. Cameron St
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-8355 A-8445

mailto:nancy_m_vest@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jean Ingram
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:24:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jean Ingram

826 Jonathan Dr
Lowgap, NC 27024

V-8356 A-8446

mailto:Jeannepingram@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shirley Jensen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:24:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shirley Jensen

2072 Sullivan Park Circle
Burlington, NC 27215

V-8357 A-8447

mailto:skj421@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Mathews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:25:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise Mathews

2314 Putters Way
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-8358 A-8448

mailto:dandj104@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary-Ellen Marx
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:25:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary-Ellen Marx

68 Deep Valley Lane
Hendersonville, NC 28791

V-8359 A-8449

mailto:maremarx@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bea Hair
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:25:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bea Hair

333 Crowell lane
Salisbury,  28146

V-8360 A-8450

mailto:Bhair@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Evaline Morris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:25:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Evaline Morris

207 Tedpace Street
Princeton, NC 27569

9199358385

V-8361 A-8451

mailto:evalinemorris@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicholas Stark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:25:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nicholas Stark

3029 old house circle
matthews, NC 28105

V-8362 A-8452

mailto:nickstark@comcast.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael P. Ferguson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:25:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael P. Ferguson

528 Everett Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

(919) 967-9458

V-8363 A-8453

mailto:iamearthangel@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Doug Nitkiewicz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:25:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Doug Nitkiewicz

11048 Wiltshire Lane
Charlotte, NC 28262

V-8364 A-8454

mailto:Dugn34@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alan Burns
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:25:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alan Burns

6914 Rocky Falls Rd
Charlotte, NC 28211

7044087088

V-8365 A-8455

mailto:alanburns9@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynne Murphy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:25:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynne Murphy

504 S Bickett St
Burgaw, NC 28425

V-8366 A-8456

mailto:murphk9s@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dale Mettam
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:25:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dale Mettam

1187 Ridgeland Drive
Raleigh, NC 27522

V-8367 A-8457

mailto:d_mettam@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Maloy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:25:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pamela Maloy

183 King Fisher ln
SYLVA, NC 28779

V-8368 A-8458

mailto:luvsnmbr88@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alexa Macek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:26:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alexa Macek

49 Orchard Park Drive
apt 86
greenville, SC 29615

V-8369 A-8459

mailto:alexamacek19@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynn Navarre
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:26:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynn Navarre

POB 952
Summerfield, NC 27358

V-8370 A-8460

mailto:innerscapes1@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emily McIntosh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:26:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Emily McIntosh

135 Cumberland Ave
Asheville, NC 28801

V-8371 A-8461

mailto:emilyfmcintosh@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Bartels
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:26:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Bartels

121 Columbus avenue
Archdale, NC 27263

9102976881

V-8372 A-8462

mailto:bottles78@rocketmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lori Dean
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:26:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lori Dean

247 VFW Dr
Boone, NC 28607

V-8373 A-8463

mailto:jiordan1@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: julia c burr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:27:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

julia c burr

71 fortune street
black mountain, NC 28711

V-8374 A-8464

mailto:burgurl@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jarrett Whelan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:27:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jarrett Whelan

4008 Colony Woods Dr
Greenville, NC 27834

V-8375 A-8465

mailto:Whelanj@ecu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda OConnor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:27:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda OConnor

108 Bishop Dr
Winterville, NC 28590

V-8376 A-8466

mailto:loc@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eloise Grathwohl
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:27:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eloise Grathwohl

307 Granville Road
Chapel Hill,  27514

9196122868

V-8377 A-8467

mailto:grathwohle@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Curtis Schacher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:27:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Curtis Schacher

515 john barry dr
wilmington, NC 28412

V-8378 A-8468

mailto:curtis.schacher@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: cici cary
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:27:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

cici cary

37 howard street
asheville, NC 28806

V-8379 A-8469

mailto:jakrabbitt@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jerod Kratzer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:27:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jerod Kratzer

131 Shirley Drive
Cary, NC 27511

V-8380 A-8470

mailto:jerod.kratzer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Parisa Jabbarzadegan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:27:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Parisa Jabbarzadegan

9307 alcazar walk
Raleigh, NC 27617

V-8381 A-8471

mailto:Pj_volley@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jazmyn Edwards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:27:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jazmyn Edwards

3307 White Blossom Dr
Winterville, NC 28590

V-8382 A-8472

mailto:edwardsj1323@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Slee Arnold
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:28:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Slee Arnold

6008 Wild Orchid Trail
Raleigh,  27613

V-8383 A-8473

mailto:Slee@sleearnold.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denny Addis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:28:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denny Addis

122 Haven Lane
Murphy, NC 28906

V-8384 A-8474

mailto:d_addis@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Matthews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:28:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Matthews

10148 buggy horse road
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-8385 A-8475

mailto:Lmatthews5@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Reem Hakeem
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:28:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Reem Hakeem

3100 Tottenham Ct
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-8386 A-8476

mailto:hakeemreem1029@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Jefferies
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:29:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Jefferies

4323 Old Lincolnton Road
crouse, NC 28033

7048132101

V-8387 A-8477

mailto:kjefferies1968@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Stover
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:29:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Stover

628 Tina Dr
Shelby, NC 28152

V-8388 A-8478

mailto:Tstover62454@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sally Robertson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:31:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is designed to fail, the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

North Carolina could be a leader. Instead, you are determined to make it a laggard.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sally Robertson

113 Circadian Way
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-8389 A-8479

mailto:sally@earthsupportservices.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Penny Wallace
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:31:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I remember the sights, sounds and smells of our polluting past. I don't want to return to the filth and loss of health it
 caused.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Penny Wallace

932 Little Mtn. Rd
Waynesville, NC 28786

8284006768

V-8390 A-8480

mailto:Penrus932@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Earle Hand
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:31:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Earle Hand

511 Paul Kennedy Rd
Thomasville, NC 27360

V-8391 A-8481

mailto:ehand@libertyhardware.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: L Heintz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:31:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

L Heintz

81 Locust St
Black Mt, NC 28711

V-8392 A-8482

mailto:petite.one@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ellye Walsh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:31:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ellye Walsh

11409 Horseman's Trail
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-8393 A-8483

mailto:ellyewalsh@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lara Marshall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:31:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lara Marshall

1368 Stoneybrook Lane
Boone, NC 28607

V-8394 A-8484

mailto:laramars515@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bruce Brofman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:31:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bruce Brofman

113 White Ash Drive East
Asheville, NC 28803

9145886842

V-8395 A-8485

mailto:bbrofman7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sadie Sondgerath
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:31:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sadie Sondgerath

33 Baird St
Asheville, NC 28801

828-280-0124

V-8396 A-8486

mailto:sadie.cool@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: linda Stender
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:31:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

linda Stender

2009 Passaic Way
Apex, NC 27523

9193627075

V-8397 A-8487

mailto:seeyabye70@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Millsaps
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:31:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Millsaps

4726 Rembert Drive
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-8398 A-8488

mailto:Petermillsaps@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Norma Burns
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:31:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Norma Burns

421 Clarence Phillips Rd
Bennett, NC 27208

V-8399 A-8489

mailto:countrymouse@rtmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Logan Paul
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:31:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Logan Paul

4449 Murphy school road
Durham, NC 27705

V-8400 A-8490

mailto:Logan.paul787@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: lavanda parks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:31:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

lavanda parks

25 Floyd Dr lot 17
Asheville, NC 28803

8283352198

V-8401 A-8491

mailto:lavandap42@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:31:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pat Taylor

465 Northridge Drive
Boone, NC 28607

8287731635

V-8402 A-8492

mailto:PATTAYLOR@BLOWINGROCKREALTY.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Aidan Nolan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:32:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Aidan Nolan

5008 Olde Stone Lane
Matthews, NC 28104

V-8403 A-8493

mailto:him@aidannolan.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shiva Nunna
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:33:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shiva Nunna

306 Mint Hill Dr
Cary, NC 27519

V-8404 A-8494

mailto:Nunnashiv@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ricka McKeithan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:33:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ricka McKeithan

Glenn Ridge
Raleigh,  27604

V-8405 A-8495

mailto:xswake@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sandra rogers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:33:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

sandra rogers

5104 Wickham Road
Raleigh, NC 27606

9192331967

V-8406 A-8496

mailto:srogers020@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lindsay Carter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:33:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lindsay Carter

5624 Clarks Fork Drive
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-8407 A-8497

mailto:Lindsaycarter00@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gwynne Nicholaides
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:34:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gwynne Nicholaides

1305 Park Knoll Court
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

V-8408 A-8498

mailto:gwynnemn@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Gyurica
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:34:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

I vote Republican. However, when it comes to your re-election, actions like this, on your part, as well as other
 environmental issues, have me voting otherwise.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Gyurica

4609 Briargrove Ct
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-8409 A-8499

mailto:mgyurica@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rosario Gravino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:34:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rosario Gravino

4300 Ellinwood Dr
Apex, NC 27539

V-8410 A-8500

mailto:Rosgravino@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Felicia Hayes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:34:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Felicia Hayes

2204 meadowlark rd
Nashville, NC 27856

V-8411 A-8501

mailto:feliciah61@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Keziah
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:35:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Keziah

3516 Keithcastle Ct
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-8412 A-8502

mailto:Donna.Keziah@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Burgess
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:35:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Burgess

3740 U.S. Highway 321 South
Blowing Rock, NC 28605

V-8413 A-8503

mailto:mastburgess@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Quinn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:35:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heather Quinn

1808 Saddlewood Lane
Sanford, NC 27330

V-8414 A-8504

mailto:One7short@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Mapes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:37:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Mapes

213 Nicholas Dr
Asheville, NC 28806

8283800814

V-8415 A-8505

mailto:goinmobile99@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Etsuyo Choi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:37:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Etsuyo Choi

1714 Michaux Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-8416 A-8506

mailto:etsuyo@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dale Truett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:37:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dale Truett

2338 Milton Ave
Gastonia, NC 28052

V-8417 A-8507

mailto:dtruett3@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stefon Lira
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:37:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stefon Lira

303 West Council St
Salisbury, NC 28144

704.234-7476

V-8418 A-8508

mailto:Portostefono@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Avery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:37:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Avery

401 Oberlin Road Apt 375
Raleigh, NC 27605

V-8419 A-8509

mailto:Greensboro@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Beaty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:37:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Beaty

5637 Roundhouse Ln
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-8420 A-8510

mailto:adbeaty48@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: pradeep swain
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:37:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

pradeep swain

3004 kilarney ridge loop
cary, NC 27511

V-8421 A-8511

mailto:swainp_2001@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl McGraw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:38:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheryl McGraw

1004 Braxton Ct
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-8422 A-8512

mailto:chrrlgrrl@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Rhoades
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:39:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Rhoades

4070 Landover Lane
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-8423 A-8513

mailto:Arhoades1980@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maja Kricker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:39:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

At a time when increasing numbers of children are having their health destroyed by asthma and climate change is
 jeopardizing our safety and security, we need you to step up and stand with the people of this state rather than with
 Duke Power by reducing the use of fossil fuels and promoting clean, renewable energy resources such as solar,
 wind and geothermal.

I am currently living on a road where sections are under 5 feet of water.  It is the only way in or out of our
 neighborhood.   We can only get in or out by boat and emergency vehicles cannot get to us. A number of us are
 seniors and some disabled.   We have not experienced flooding like this since Hurricane Fran in 1996 and I am
 convinced that we are experiencing more extreme weather events due to climate change. This is NOT homeland
 security.

 I am asking you to create a viable plan that will reduce carbon emissions to levels at or below the goals of the Clean
 Power Plan so that the environmental problems will hopefully not reach catastrophic proportions.

We do not pay taxes so that government officials will protect the profits of large energy corporations like Duke
 Power.
I am asking that you do the jobs we pay you to do:  keep us safe and secure by protecting our environment. 

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maja Kricker

438 Jeremiah Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-8424 A-8514

mailto:majakricker@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rhonda Chrisawn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:40:16 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rhonda Chrisawn

PO Box 1346
Bakersville, NC 28705

V-8425 A-8515

mailto:r_chrisawn@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Audra Karp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:40:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Audra Karp

3912 Borough Rd
Currie, NC 28435

9105234678

V-8426 A-8516

mailto:audra.aspire@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roxann Schager
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:41:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roxann Schager

155 Tanager Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

9192609132

V-8427 A-8517

mailto:rlvondrake@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leah Nelson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:41:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leah Nelson

4232 Marion Kent Pl
granite falls, NC 28630

V-8428 A-8518

mailto:rucarenee2008@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Bowley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:41:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Bowley

34 Penley Park Drive
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-8429 A-8519

mailto:Kathybowley@sbcglobal.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Duane Usa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:41:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Duane Usa

111 Bimini Ct
Havelock, NC 28532

V-8430 A-8520

mailto:usa.duane@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cory Riback
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:43:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cory Riback

1206 Waybridge Way
Weddington, NC 28104

V-8431 A-8521

mailto:Cory@corlinproductions.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Howard Peckman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:43:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Howard Peckman

2723 Vinca Lane
Mebane, NC 27302

V-8432 A-8522

mailto:hjpeckman@aim.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: H. Alan Helsing
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:43:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

H. Alan Helsing

2500 E. Indiana Ave
Southern Pines, NC 28387

V-8433 A-8523

mailto:hahelsing@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: bernie Kaminsky
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:43:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

bernie Kaminsky

2425 Mullis Ln
Matthews, NC 28105

V-8434 A-8524

mailto:bkaminsky@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Victoria Hallock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:43:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Victoria Hallock

2017 quail Forest
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-8435 A-8525

mailto:hallockj@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:43:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Davis

72 Old Oak Hill RD
Candler, NC 28715

V-8436 A-8526

mailto:cdaviscandler@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ethan Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:43:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ethan Miller

1340 Campus Dr
Durham, NC 27708

V-8437 A-8527

mailto:ethanmiller187@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tim Childress
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:45:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tim Childress

1705 Sheree Lane
Greensboro, NC 27406

V-8438 A-8528

mailto:tacwolf2@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Doe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:45:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cindy Doe

3003 Camelot dr
Kinston, NC 28504

V-8439 A-8529

mailto:Cindyldoe@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Yvonne Rollins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:45:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Yvonne Rollins

4017 Iverson Street
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-8440 A-8530

mailto:yrollins@ncsu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caitlin Willis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:45:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Caitlin Willis

2605 Chapel Hill Rd
Durham, NC 27707

2054701434

V-8441 A-8531

mailto:caitlinnwillis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Zucker-McMannes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:45:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Zucker-McMannes

3245 Puncheon Fork Rd
Mars Hill, NC 28754

V-8442 A-8532

mailto:sharynzucker@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katerina Kokolis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:45:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katerina Kokolis

207 Charter House rd
Columbia, SC 29212

V-8443 A-8533

mailto:karenkokolis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynne Kane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:45:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynne Kane

11 Lark Circle
Chapel Hill, NC 27515

V-8444 A-8534

mailto:batya.etel@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sheila Kellogg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:45:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sheila Kellogg

2025 Ford Gates Dr
Garner, NC 27529

V-8445 A-8535

mailto:smkellog@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Levy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:46:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Levy

7058 Burlwood Rd
Charlotte, NC 28211

V-8446 A-8536

mailto:levyollie@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Garten
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:47:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Garten

50 Cumberland Avenue
Asheville, NC 28801

V-8447 A-8537

mailto:mgarten@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tyler Hasspacher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:49:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tyler Hasspacher

8122 lariat dr
Summerfield, NC 27358

V-8448 A-8538

mailto:Tjh5866@uncw.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ben Metzler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:49:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ben Metzler

1104 Haughton Green Ct
Apex, NC 27502

V-8449 A-8539

mailto:benitor6@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Parks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:49:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Parks

6949 Rothchild Dr
Charlotte, NC 28270

V-8450 A-8540

mailto:dparkslmbt@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Crutchfield
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:49:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Crutchfield

205 Dances Bay Road
Elizabeth City, NC 27909

V-8451 A-8541

mailto:maryart@net-change.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Solomon Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:49:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Solomon Williams

1559 New Garden Rd
Greensboro
NC,  27410

V-8452 A-8542

mailto:solwilliams3@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David O"Connor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:49:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David O'Connor

2826 Casona Way
Raleigh, NC 27616

9192954232

V-8453 A-8543

mailto:doconnor5@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Kelemen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:49:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Kelemen

90 Quartz Hill Road
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-8454 A-8544

mailto:susanandjim@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matt Kuntz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:49:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Matt Kuntz

8242 Marshall Brae dr
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-8455 A-8545

mailto:Smokeyburnout@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brett Morachnick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:49:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brett Morachnick

306 Belles Landing Ct
Cary, NC 27519

V-8456 A-8546

mailto:brett_morachnick@caryacademy.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan Kennedy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:49:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joan Kennedy

119 Spruce St
119 spruce
Clyde, NC 28721

8285077920

V-8457 A-8547

mailto:joan.kennedy10@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: christopher Sabiston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:51:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

christopher Sabiston

705 tuttles grove rd
Beaufort, NC 28516

V-8458 A-8548

mailto:csabiston705@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lauren Biehl
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:51:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lauren Biehl

100 West St
Asheville, NC 28801

V-8459 A-8549

mailto:laurenbiehl@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: samantha resendez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:51:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

samantha resendez

2723 Thelma st
Durham, NC 27704

9193964383

V-8460 A-8550

mailto:samantharesendez89@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: SANTOS LUYANDA
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:51:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

SANTOS LUYANDA

87 foggy hollow way
piney creek, NC 28663

V-8461 A-8551

mailto:soyborinqueno5@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Sullivan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:51:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Sullivan

807 Atlanta ave
Carolina Beach, NC 28428

V-8462 A-8552

mailto:sully926@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Martin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:51:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Martin

1960 River Bend Rd
Franklin, NC 28734

V-8463 A-8553

mailto:kwmartin2@catamount.wcu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice Stratton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:51:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janice Stratton

5411 Cole Mill Rd
Durham, NC 27705

919-383-5371

V-8464 A-8554

mailto:jdssjsals@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matilda Phillips
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:52:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.
Setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP is ugly politics.
Six members of my immediate family suffer from asthma and related respiratory illnesses.  Help us breathe, please.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Matilda Phillips

185 Driftwood Lane
Winston Salem, NC 27104

V-8465 A-8555

mailto:matphil25@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lily Lee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:52:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lily Lee

101 Divot Lane
Cary, NC 27513

V-8466 A-8556

mailto:Lfl1844@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wade Barber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:52:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wade Barber

PO Box 1755
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-8467 A-8557

mailto:wadebarber2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: MARGARET METZGER
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:52:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

MARGARET METZGER

706 E JONES ST
RALEIGH, NC 27601

9194138884

V-8468 A-8558

mailto:margoknight@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Landis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:53:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Landis

6627 Martins Creek Rd
Murphy, NC 28906

V-8469 A-8559

mailto:rflandis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Adrienne Sheitman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:55:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Adrienne Sheitman

119 Monument View Lane
Cary, NC 27519

V-8470 A-8560

mailto:Ajsheitman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Therese Pennell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:55:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Therese Pennell

2706 Brookhaven Drive
kinston,  28504

V-8471 A-8561

mailto:penntess@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: latarsha mosely
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:55:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

latarsha mosely

34 JENEE LN
Durham, NC 27703

V-8472 A-8562

mailto:tarsham98@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Neville Handel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:55:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Neville Handel

499 East Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312

9195426865

V-8473 A-8563

mailto:nevillehandel@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sally Cook
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:55:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sally Cook

523 Oak Hill Ct
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-8474 A-8564

mailto:Scook1128@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Fodor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:55:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Fodor

20 Traylee drive
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-8475 A-8565

mailto:Afodor@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Walters
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:55:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Walters

619 E Kingston Ave
Charlotte, NC 28203

V-8476 A-8566

mailto:Drwalter@uncc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nidia Flores
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:57:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nidia Flores

107 Blakely Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-8477 A-8567

mailto:nidiaflores@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice Ellen Presnell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:57:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janice Ellen Presnell

33 Brucemont Circle
Asheville, NC 28806

V-8478 A-8568

mailto:ellen.presnell@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynn Cross
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:57:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynn Cross

605 Latta St
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-8479 A-8569

mailto:Lynn.eakes@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Murphy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:57:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Think Paris...think big.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Murphy

257 Florence Street
NEW BERN, NC 28560

252-229-1998

V-8480 A-8570

mailto:wmurphy21@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thompson Teagle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:58:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thompson Teagle

1302 Mason Farm Road
Raleigh, NC 27514

V-8481 A-8571

mailto:trteagle@ncsu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jonathan Kelman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:00:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.  If NC is going to be competitive in a global economy, it makes
 sense for us to get on board with the future.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jonathan Kelman

11 west end way
Asheville, NC 28806

9498384630

V-8482 A-8572

mailto:jhckelman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wanda Schrader
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:01:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wanda Schrader

116 Skylark Way
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-8483 A-8573

mailto:wandawebschrader@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wanda Schrader
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:01:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wanda Schrader

116 Skylark Way
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-8484 A-8574

mailto:wandawebschrader@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ronald McIrvin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:01:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ronald McIrvin

605 West Market Street
Unit 210
Greensboro, NC 27401

V-8485 A-8575

mailto:rmcirvin@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: josephine hughes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:01:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

josephine hughes

206n.tilleryst
rocky mount, NC 27804

V-8486 A-8576

mailto:hjosephine51@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary jo Bacorn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:01:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary jo Bacorn

2028 verde creek rd
Charlotte
Charlotte, NC 28214

7576526715

V-8487 A-8577

mailto:mjtatam@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jasmine Tai
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:01:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jasmine Tai

110 Poplar branch ln
Cary, NC 27519

V-8488 A-8578

mailto:Mooorara@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Zircher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:02:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Zircher

330 Carolina Meadows Villa
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-8489 A-8579

mailto:zircher@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Monroe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:02:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Monroe

3424 Mackinac Island Ln
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-8490 A-8580

mailto:michaelamonroeii@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bob Cole
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:02:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bob Cole

179 Woodsong Way
Brevard, NC 28712

8285535620

V-8491 A-8581

mailto:colerl@mtnisp.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Cao
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:03:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Cao

510 Trolley Car Way
Morrisville,  27560

919 371 2790

V-8492 A-8582

mailto:Caothanh62@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Kucinski-Gilbert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:04:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Kucinski-Gilbert

1150 Sea Bourne Way
Sunset Beach, NC 28468

V-8493 A-8583

mailto:babettekg@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Collin Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:04:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Collin Jones

415 Chunns Cove Road
Apt. 100-D
Asheville, NC 28805

V-8494 A-8584

mailto:jonesco09@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian Pearaon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:05:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian Pearaon

175 Hibriten Mtn Rd
Lenoir, NC 28645

V-8495 A-8585

mailto:jbpearson@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alana Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:05:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alana Smith

219 s Hillsborough ave
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-8496 A-8586

mailto:alanawyn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eddie Ledesma
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:05:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eddie Ledesma

500 checkmate cir
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-8497 A-8587

mailto:Elledesm@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Ellen Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:05:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Ellen Adams

112 Catnip Point
Bath, NC 27808

V-8498 A-8588

mailto:maryellensadams@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Renee Lane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:06:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Renee Lane

1258 High St. S.W
Shallotte, NC 28470

9105243167

V-8499 A-8589

mailto:iamnit4luv36@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Willard Messer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:07:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Willard Messer

702 Timberlake Road
Franklin, NC 27525

V-8500 A-8590

mailto:wjohnmesser@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: john papandrea
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:07:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

john papandrea

110 west 90 street
2F
new york, NY 10024

2122121212

V-8501 A-8591

mailto:jpap100@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darlene Ball
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:07:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darlene Ball

420 Skysail Road
Salisbury, NC 28146

V-8502 A-8592

mailto:Darleneball@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Burris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:09:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Burris

3840 Cliffdale Rd
Salisbury, NC 28146

V-8503 A-8593

mailto:judyburris68@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Myra Emerson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:09:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Myra Emerson

844 Shady Lawn Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-8504 A-8594

mailto:myra@emereed.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: J. Kent Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:09:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

J. Kent Williams

704 Freemason's Dr
Greensboro, NC 27407

V-8505 A-8595

mailto:kwilliams1@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Cardine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:09:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I'm not going to send youth same boilerplate letter as everyone else.  I don't care about your politics.  I just think that
 clean air and water are important.  To set up an example, the reason that re-entering the atmosphere in a Shuttle is
 fiery and difficult is because there is an 'invisible' layer that provides us with a closed environment.  As an analogy,
 if you light enough matches in a closed room, the air is going to get foul.  Please be reasonable, not political.  We
 would like decisions made for us that will provide cleaner air and water.  If you're going to respond, please do me
 the same courtesy i've shown and don't respond with a boilerplate response.

Sincerely,

William Cardine

204 Cook Cove Road
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-8506 A-8596

mailto:indidog@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vicky Weber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:10:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vicky Weber

22 ascot point circle, apt. 101
Asheville, NC 28803

V-8507 A-8597

mailto:weber.vky@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joe Biron
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:10:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joe Biron

3900 N. Sharon Amity
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-8508 A-8598

mailto:joebiron@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Lynch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:10:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Lynch

12301 Staunton Ct
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-8509 A-8599

mailto:jhlynch@ix.netcom.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Hughes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:11:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Hughes

131 Ski Haven Place
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-8510 A-8600

mailto:nhughes200@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karin Piergallini
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:13:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karin Piergallini

25 Surry Circle North
Pinehurst, NC 28374

V-8511 A-8601

mailto:Karin@PinehurstRealty.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Carter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:13:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve Carter

1045 tillotson rd
pinnacle,  27043

3366555541

V-8512 A-8602

mailto:saurafarm@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne & Herman Rozycki
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:15:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne & Herman Rozycki

935 Saltwood Lane
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-8513 A-8603

mailto:arozycki@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: June Spence
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:15:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

June Spence

1712 Center Rd
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-8514 A-8604

mailto:junecspence@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jonathan Parkinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:16:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jonathan Parkinson

134 Lonesome Dove Ln
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-8515 A-8605

mailto:jmpvotes@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Lou Joyce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:16:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Lou Joyce

P.O.Box 562
18
Leicester, NC 28748

8285150225

V-8516 A-8606

mailto:maryloujoyce57@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terry Wiley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:17:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terry Wiley

2709 winding ridge Dr
Wilson, NC 27893

V-8517 A-8607

mailto:selwyn121468@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Otto Lindsey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:17:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Otto Lindsey

515 south KERR ave
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-8518 A-8608

mailto:ottolindsey@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Yves Orvoen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:19:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Yves Orvoen

2411 west club boulevard
Durham, NC 27705

V-8519 A-8609

mailto:yves.orvoen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kyle Dalton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:19:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kyle Dalton

Po box 154
Danbury, NC 27016

V-8520 A-8610

mailto:Kyledalton123@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gale Ketteler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:19:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gale Ketteler

2406 Cypress Ct
High Point, NC 27265

V-8521 A-8611

mailto:galeketteler@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gail Marsh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:19:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

You should support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution--the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

Typical of the right-wing Republicans, you and your environmental agency have purposefully set up North Carolina
 to fail the federal requirements under the CPP.  Proposing a plan ‘'designed to fail,' denies North Carolina citizens
 the benefits of creating a plan that would work for North Carolina. Now we will have to wait for Washington to
 determine what is best for our state and then write a plan. This is obviously stupid--except it does keep the faithful
 watchers of Fox News voting for you and for the right-wing folks in the legislature.

How about dialing back the politics a bit and giving the good folks of North Carolina some clean air and a better
 environment--design a good plan that works.

Sincerely,

Gail Marsh

2713 McDowell Road
Durham, NC 27705

V-8522 A-8612

mailto:gail.marsh3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Timothy Corcoran
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:19:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Timothy Corcoran

2816 Deer Crossing Dr
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-8523 A-8613

mailto:tim.corcoran99@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Pettit
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:20:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Pettit

210 Clearwater Ct
Clayton, NC 27520

5134760625

V-8524 A-8614

mailto:maggie.e.pettit@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:20:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janet Wilson

2904 DelawareDrive
Fayetteville, NC 28304

V-8525 A-8615

mailto:Janpoo@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Colby Hall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:22:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Colby Hall

3731 Yorktown Place
Raleigh, NC 27609

919-782-2250

V-8526 A-8616

mailto:challnc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Roberts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:22:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Roberts

1648 Gilliam Mtn. Rd
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-8527 A-8617

mailto:poppynlulu@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Edwards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:23:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Edwards

3212 Caldwell Drive
Raleigh, NC 27607

(919) 787-7355

V-8528 A-8618

mailto:lindaoedwards@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mickie Price
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:24:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mickie Price

11 Locust Road
Newland, MT 28657

828-733-1779

V-8529 A-8619

mailto:mickbillprice@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat & Paul Kelly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:24:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pat & Paul Kelly

12000 Raspberry Ln
Raleigh, NC 27614

919-413-8833

V-8530 A-8620

mailto:mpmkelly@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tomasue Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:24:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tomasue Clark

5120 Angelia Drive
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

V-8531 A-8621

mailto:Tomasue123@AOL.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edna Monett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:25:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edna Monett

1032 Appamattox court
Fayetteville, NC 28305

V-8532 A-8622

mailto:monettchic@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katie Kelly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:25:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katie Kelly

460 Sheldon road
Southern pines, NC 28387

V-8533 A-8623

mailto:Ktkelly5050@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wm Carothers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:25:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.  All power
 plants need to have the same set of rules.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wm Carothers

40 inverrary rd
40 inverrary rd
Pinehurst,  28374

9102952162

V-8534 A-8624

mailto:jaycarothers@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Olga Turkevich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:25:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).  We should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air, water and health.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Olga Turkevich

2520 Bonnie Brae Rd
Durham, NC 27703

V-8535 A-8625

mailto:contact@olgatech.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: della mol
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:25:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

della mol

503 charleston place
faye, NC 28303

(910) 486-8803

V-8536 A-8626

mailto:dellapie@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terry Vance PhD
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:25:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terry Vance PhD

1419 Gray Bluff Trail
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-8537 A-8627

mailto:terryvance@bigfoot.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JoAnn Hicks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:25:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JoAnn Hicks

12627 NC Highway 50
Holly Ridge, NC 28445

V-8538 A-8628

mailto:joann013@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Russell Rossi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:25:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Russell Rossi

4221 Wedgewood Dr
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-8539 A-8629

mailto:russ_rossi@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Alaimi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:26:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Alaimi

8738 Pinnacle Cross Drive Apt 4G
Huntersville, NC 28078

7046040296

V-8540 A-8630

mailto:aliandsoraya@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Derouin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:27:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Derouin

8100 Winstone ct
Raligh, NC 27615

V-8541 A-8631

mailto:Anneder@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brandon Hudson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:28:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brandon Hudson

1310 Englewood Ave
Durham, NC 27705

V-8542 A-8632

mailto:brandonjhudson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Holt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:30:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Holt

386 Kenilworth Rd
Asheville, NC 28805

V-8543 A-8633

mailto:cathyfholt@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vicki Genfan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:30:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vicki Genfan

1471 Pratt Rd
Ararat, NC 27007

V-8544 A-8634

mailto:genfanbooking@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elsa Desrochers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:30:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elsa Desrochers

599 Blackbeard's View
Bath, NC 27808

V-8545 A-8635

mailto:Daveandelsa@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Pelosi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:31:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Pelosi

1255 South Main Street
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-8546 A-8636

mailto:cwpelosi@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marsha Cochran
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:31:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marsha Cochran

113 Derby Drive
King, NC 17021

V-8547 A-8637

mailto:mcc136@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Fiddle witch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:31:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Fiddle witch

28tt
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-8548 A-8638

mailto:fiddlewitch@spamarrest.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chas Rich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:31:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chas Rich

138 Sound View Dr
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-8549 A-8639

mailto:rhythmrych@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Erwin Davidson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:37:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Listen, this is not a political issue, this is a planetary issue.  We all share the same sky.  Just follow, or do better
 than, the plan but don't discount or ignore it!

Don't set up North Carolina to fail the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed
 to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that
 works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to
 determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Erwin Davidson

276 Leigh Farm Rd
#106
Durham, NC 27707

V-8550 A-8640

mailto:Eriskay.slp@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lawrence Cruz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:37:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lawrence Cruz

102 jefferson road
Newport, NC 28570

V-8551 A-8641

mailto:lawrencecruz77@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elissa Schroeder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:37:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elissa Schroeder

2910 Briarcliffe Road
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

V-8552 A-8642

mailto:elissamei@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bernadette Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:37:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bernadette Johnson

11124 Meadow Bank Lane
Charlotte,  28262

V-8553 A-8643

mailto:Bsadiek@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edward Reiss
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:37:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edward Reiss

9 Ray Rd
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-8554 A-8644

mailto:sauteesalot@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: BettyAnne Chandler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:39:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

BettyAnne Chandler

7708 Summerfield Road
Summerfield, NC 27358

V-8555 A-8645

mailto:binnc02@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan Novak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:39:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joan Novak

4820 Biscayne Road
Durham, NC 27707

V-8556 A-8646

mailto:JoanNovak@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marquez Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:39:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marquez Williams

8207 holly tree ln
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-8557 A-8647

mailto:Williams.quez6@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bianca Pender
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:39:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bianca Pender

2317 Wickham Road
Kernersville, NC 27284

V-8558 A-8648

mailto:biancabeanybaby@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan Colburn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:39:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joan Colburn

P.O. Box 8
Naples, NC 28760

V-8559 A-8649

mailto:joancolburn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Herb Goodman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:41:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Herb Goodman

1885 Sells Road
Salisbury, NC 28144

V-8560 A-8650

mailto:herbgoodman@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deanne Modaff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:43:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deanne Modaff

5 Stancliff Dr
Asheville, NC 28803

V-8561 A-8651

mailto:Dmodaff@live.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jill Slee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:43:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 support renewable clean energy and protect our clean air and not contribute to global warming and climate change.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jill Slee

14535 Harmonious St
Charlotte, NC 28278

V-8562 A-8652

mailto:jillslee@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Neal Oldham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:43:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Neal Oldham

513 Kellyridge Dr
Apex, NC 27502

9193879414

V-8563 A-8653

mailto:Oldham.neal@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Marshall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:43:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Marshall

3570 Birchfield Ct
Apt #304
Fayetteville, NC 28306

7033044289

V-8564 A-8654

mailto:xrobertcmx@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:45:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Parker

621 Transylvania Ave
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-8565 A-8655

mailto:johndempseyparker@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Virginia Healey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:46:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Virginia Healey

11700 ARNOLD PALMER DR
APT 103
RALEIGH, NC 27617

9193816243

V-8566 A-8656

mailto:virginia.mollie01@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jerry Perlmutter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:46:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jerry Perlmutter

16 Fosythia Ct
Durham, NC 27705

V-8567 A-8657

mailto:copejp100@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: munsey wheby
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:47:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

munsey wheby

423 valley road
sanford, NC 27330

9197702742

V-8568 A-8658

mailto:munsey007@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lauran Sites
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:47:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lauran Sites

4107 Silvermere Way
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-8569 A-8659

mailto:lcsites1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debbie Heuser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:47:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debbie Heuser

500 Laurel Springs Dr #505
durham, NC 27713

9543042164

V-8570 A-8660

mailto:debbie.heuser@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frances Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:49:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the
 Clean Power Plan (CPP). Reducing our carbon emissions is a good thing for NC to do.

Instead, apparently, you are playing games, purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail and preventing North
 Carolina from creating a plan that works best for our state, our community, and our energy mix. 

Please do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frances Jones

PO Box 1438
Flat Rock, NC 28731

828-696-2730

V-8571 A-8661

mailto:fthorjon@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mike Claxton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:49:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mike Claxton

1089 Meadowlands Trail
Calabash, NC 28467

V-8572 A-8662

mailto:mikeclaxton50@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Kennedy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:49:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Kennedy

230 Sunnyside Rd
Hiawassee, GA 30546

V-8573 A-8663

mailto:lindaloo170@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy DeWinter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:50:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy DeWinter

5304 Willow Cry Ln
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-8574 A-8664

mailto:amydewinter@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Stipe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:51:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, which you may know
 as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As outdoor breathing warnings continue and childhood asthma rates rise in North
 Carolina you should be working for a comprehensive plan.  Effects and threat of climate change continue; we
 should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disheartened that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP.  Championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Stipe

9607 Greenfield Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-8575 A-8665

mailto:houndess@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly West
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:51:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly West

1912 Washington St
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-8576 A-8666

mailto:kimberly.west@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Killebrew
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:51:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Killebrew

411 Wesser Creek Rd
Bryson City, NC 28713

V-8577 A-8667

mailto:jgkillebrew@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susie Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:51:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susie Wilson

329 14th st sw
Hickory, NC 28602

V-8578 A-8668

mailto:susiewilson39@gmsil.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Evan Bost
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:52:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Evan Bost

412 Pinecroft Drive
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-8579 A-8669

mailto:evan.j.bost@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Fairchild
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:55:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Fairchild

109 Long Shadow Place
Durham, NC 27713

V-8580 A-8670

mailto:mefair@generalmail.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bob Suber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:55:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bob Suber

821 Manco Dairy Road
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-8581 A-8671

mailto:Bsuber44@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Multer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:55:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Multer

1022 Bramblewood Ct
Lenoir, NC 28645

V-8582 A-8672

mailto:kamuler@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Dick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:55:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Dick

507 Brier Crossings loop
Durham, NC 27703

9196963361

V-8583 A-8673

mailto:rvtdiver1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Ross
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:55:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrew Ross

1289 N Fordham Blvd
# 408
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

9196196178

V-8584 A-8674

mailto:aross8687@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Krista Harder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:56:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Krista Harder

205 Raleigh Street
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-8585 A-8675

mailto:kmharder@live.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Campbell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:57:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Campbell

5507 Centennial Drive
Durham, NC 27712

V-8586 A-8676

mailto:Caseycat@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mike champion
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:58:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

mike champion

86 Quacker Dr
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-8587 A-8677

mailto:mchampion.champion7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Reid
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 12:59:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Reid

3903 Obriant Place
greensboro, NC 27410

V-8588 A-8678

mailto:nancycr99@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom O"Neal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:00:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom O'Neal

113 Pinecrest Rd
Durham, NC 27705

V-8589 A-8679

mailto:doneal16@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Biesack
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:01:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Biesack

3325 Bentwillow Dr
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526

9198809301

V-8590 A-8680

mailto:davidbiesack@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenneth Hoopes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:01:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Hoopes

403 Tree Ct
Holly Ridge, NC 28445

9108032001

V-8591 A-8681

mailto:khoopes01@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Myra Mcswain
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:01:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Myra Mcswain

1301 Solo Drive
Siler City, NC 27344

V-8592 A-8682

mailto:mamcswain@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DonnaMarie Woodson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:01:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

DonnaMarie Woodson

6230 Hackberry Creek Trl
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-8593 A-8683

mailto:donnamarie93@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ken Bridle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:01:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ken Bridle

1160 Ralph Tuttle Road
Walnut Cove, NC 27052

V-8594 A-8684

mailto:kbridle@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ILKI KIM
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:01:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ILKI KIM

1718 Country Lane
Durham, NC 27713

V-8595 A-8685

mailto:hannibal.ikim@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Theresa Nash
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:02:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Theresa Nash

4500 Forest Glen Road
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-8596 A-8686

mailto:tracynash@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patti Chisholm
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:02:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patti Chisholm

123olde point rd
Hampstead, NC 28443

V-8597 A-8687

mailto:Pattchis1113@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter McLean
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:04:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter McLean

1805 Misty Hollow Lane
Apex, NC 27502

9196087806

V-8598 A-8688

mailto:rpvmclean@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Shelhart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:04:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Shelhart

1229 Martin Luther King Jr Rd
Walnut Cove,  27052

V-8599 A-8689

mailto:chazbears@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mallary Byrd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:05:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mallary Byrd

47 English Dr
Candler, NC 28715

V-8600 A-8690

mailto:Mbyrd75@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat Shane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:05:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pat Shane

1289 N. Fordham Blvd
#266
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-8601 A-8691

mailto:pshane@unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jolene Hollowell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:05:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jolene Hollowell

904 E 14th St
Greenville, NC 27858

V-8602 A-8692

mailto:jolene_hollowell@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Herbert House
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:05:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Herbert House

1921 W Front
burlington, NC 27215

V-8603 A-8693

mailto:bioherb@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marion Edrington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:08:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marion Edrington

P. O. Box 223
Scotland Neck,  27874

252 826-5295

V-8604 A-8694

mailto:ledring@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Tautphaeus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:08:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Tautphaeus

3337 Stoney Creek Dr
Clayton, NC 27520

V-8605 A-8695

mailto:wdtaut68@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Norris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:08:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Norris

1323 Wellington Ave
wilmigton, NC 28401

V-8606 A-8696

mailto:adelenorris87@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lori Snow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:09:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lori Snow

905 Blair ST
Thomasville, NC 27360

V-8607 A-8697

mailto:lksnow583@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Strickland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:09:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.  Having
 asthma, this is an important issue to my health and well being.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Strickland

202 Chiselhurst way
Cary, NC 27513

V-8608 A-8698

mailto:Nightskygazer2@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Aney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:09:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Aney

1401 Cantrell Ct
Fayetteville, NC 28314

V-8609 A-8699

mailto:aneywc@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian Mikkelsen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:10:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Why do we choose to ban words around climate change instead of pursuing facts and making investments in a future
 for our children?  Why choose a path of ignorance? Why live in a state of denial?

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian Mikkelsen

1808 french dr
raleigh, NC 27612

V-8610 A-8700

mailto:mikk74@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sharon sturdivant
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:11:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

sharon sturdivant

1302 hunter oaks lane
charlotte, NC 28213

V-8611 A-8701

mailto:sturdisharon@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine Kraft-Gray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:13:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christine Kraft-Gray

806 tanlaw court
Wilmimgton, NC 28412

V-8612 A-8702

mailto:2cusome@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kerry Bullock-Ozkan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:13:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kerry Bullock-Ozkan

104 Pine Hill Dr
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-8613 A-8703

mailto:bullockozkan@twc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Strickland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:13:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Strickland

202 Chiselhurst way
Cary, NC 27513

V-8614 A-8704

mailto:strickland_mark@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Geer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:13:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Geer

501 Eddie Perry Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-8615 A-8705

mailto:Annegeer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Vance
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:13:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Vance

1419 Gray Bluff Trail
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-8616 A-8706

mailto:rodavan@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Ceraldi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:13:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Ceraldi

21 Chatham road
Asheville, NC 28804

V-8617 A-8707

mailto:Annceraldi@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leposava Modie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:13:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leposava Modie

2807 Winghaven Lane
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-8618 A-8708

mailto:lepamodie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jean Charlton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:15:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jean Charlton

116 RED MAPLE CT
Lynchburg, VA 24501

4343841997

V-8619 A-8709

mailto:jeancharlton2003@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clarissa Schaf
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:15:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Clarissa Schaf

400 spartacus ct
Cary, NC 27518

V-8620 A-8710

mailto:Thanksgivingdog@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James A. Piver, Jr.
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:16:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James A. Piver, Jr.

144 Howland Pkwy
Beaufort, NC 28516

V-8621 A-8711

mailto:jpiver95@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sarah getchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:16:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

sarah getchell

211 n 23rd st
wilmington, NC 28405

V-8622 A-8712

mailto:serpti@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Lloyd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:17:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Lloyd

140 Fox Farm Road
Hiddenite, NC 28636

V-8623 A-8713

mailto:michelle_lloyd828@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erin Philbrook
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:17:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erin Philbrook

3025 Farrior road
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-8624 A-8714

mailto:Philbrookerin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyne Whiting
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:17:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyne Whiting

5544 Old Still Road
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-8625 A-8715

mailto:cwhiting@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jim Lev
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:19:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jim Lev

shotokanlev@gmail.com
shotokanlev@gmail.com
Chapel hill, NC 27516

V-8626 A-8716

mailto:shotokanlev@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Stenross
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:19:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Stenross

120 Carol St
carrboro, NC 27510

V-8627 A-8717

mailto:stenross@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Krooswyk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:19:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Krooswyk

436 Whitt Ave
Burlington, NC 27215

V-8628 A-8718

mailto:skrooswyk@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lucian Stone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:19:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lucian Stone

2901 Bertland Avenue
Durham, NC 27705

V-8629 A-8719

mailto:lucianstone@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meredith Carson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:20:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Meredith Carson

6193 Moores Creek Drive
Summerfield, NC 27358

V-8630 A-8720

mailto:Cardsmeredith@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol McCroskey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:20:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. This would be a start to keep us from being a total laughing stock in this country.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol McCroskey

PO Box 118
Micaville, NC 28755

V-8631 A-8721

mailto:ravenrock1mama@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth McWhorter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:21:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth McWhorter

2312 Darby Lane
Hillsborough, NC 27278

9192458532

V-8632 A-8722

mailto:june.mcwhorter@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Kelsoe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:21:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Kelsoe

148 Frank Smith MHP Drive
Taylorsville, NC 28681

8283030342

V-8633 A-8723

mailto:charleskelsoe@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charlene Minor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:21:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charlene Minor

624 Ashby Drive
Davidson, NC 28036

V-8634 A-8724

mailto:Greendavidson@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phyllis Swank
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:21:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Phyllis Swank

750 Weaver Dairy Rd
# 1212
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-8635 A-8725

mailto:pswank38@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Carson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:22:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Carson

225 Central Oaks Rd
Clemmons, NC 27012

V-8636 A-8726

mailto:rlcarson68@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Flora Pino García
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:25:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Flora Pino García

calle romero 12
Alameda del Valle,, Madrid, España, Europa

V-8637 A-8727

mailto:florapino@bme.es
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristiana Van Eyk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:25:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kristiana Van Eyk

632 mountain road
Asheboro, NC 27205

V-8638 A-8728

mailto:ksvaneyk@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: joel gamble
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:26:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

joel gamble

3384 hwy 150
reidsville, NC 27320

V-8639 A-8729

mailto:jericgamble@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ruben Allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:27:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ruben Allen

53 Brown Ln
Taylorsville, NC 28681

V-8640 A-8730

mailto:rnallen998@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: vivecia barnett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:27:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

vivecia barnett

P.O. Box 2592
Hickory, NC 28603

8283961958

V-8641 A-8731

mailto:viveciav@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Flowers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:29:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Flowers

623 Apple St
Gibsonville, NC 28249

V-8642 A-8732

mailto:Captcapella@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paula Plarre
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:31:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paula Plarre

9025 saint stephens place
wilmington, NC 28412

910-794-4450

V-8643 A-8733

mailto:printsinthesand327@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katarzyna Malec
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:32:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katarzyna Malec

506 north 21st st
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-8644 A-8734

mailto:Zynaami@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gaylon Green
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:33:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gaylon Green

3740 Lynn Oaks Drive
Trinity,  27370

V-8645 A-8735

mailto:Gaylon.green@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary E. SAYLER
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:33:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary E. SAYLER

7306 CONNAN LN
CHARLOTTE, NC 28226

9802268503

V-8646 A-8736

mailto:deewhy1939@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Aoyama
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:37:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Aoyama

2801 Steeplechase Ct
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-8647 A-8737

mailto:sushifarmer8@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meredith Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:37:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Meredith Parker

411 E Cornwall Rd
Cary, NC 27511

V-8648 A-8738

mailto:Meredith.tuttle@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Stuart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:37:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrew Stuart

1507 Hammersmith Dr
Wintervillw, NC 28590

V-8649 A-8739

mailto:Stuarta@ecu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Sowers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:37:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Sowers

394 W. Lucerne Dr
Lafayette, CO 80026

970-620-0464

V-8650 A-8740

mailto:chrissowers8@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Baer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:37:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I don't understand why we would want to do less than our utmost to protect our environment and save our state and
 our planet.  I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known
 as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and
 threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Baer

306 Lakemont trl
Mount Airy, NC 27030

3367869500

V-8651 A-8741

mailto:cindytbaer@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Monika Lesch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:38:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Monika Lesch

108 Morehead St
Morganton, NC 28655

V-8652 A-8742

mailto:monikall2468@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Walt Dietrich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:39:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Walt Dietrich

429 Summerlea
Fayetteville, NC 28311

V-8653 A-8743

mailto:727fr8dog@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: david Vohwinkel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:39:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

david Vohwinkel

212 Allie Bell Ln
Rolesville, NC 27571

V-8654 A-8744

mailto:dvohwinkel@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Steintrager
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:39:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Steintrager

1040 new moon rd
Germanton
Germanton, NC 27019

V-8655 A-8745

mailto:rsteintrager@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Lehman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:40:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposely setting North Carolina up to fail with
 the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. There's no point in being a contrarian.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Lehman

Orange County
Chapel Hill,  27514

V-8656 A-8746

mailto:talehman@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen Graf
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:41:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen Graf

9101 Art Road
Cedar Grove, NC 27231

V-8657 A-8747

mailto:stephengraf1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Devon Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:46:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Devon Miller

2317 Wickham rd
Kernersville, NC 27284

V-8658 A-8748

mailto:devon2005@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beverly Barnes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:47:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beverly Barnes

148 Chatham Rd
Asheville, NC 28804

V-8659 A-8749

mailto:bevgb73@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Sachter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:47:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Sachter

580 Panther Branch Road
Alexander, NC 28701

V-8660 A-8750

mailto:dhsachter@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: M Bell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:49:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

M Bell

Po box 3144
Durham, NC 27715

V-8661 A-8751

mailto:springninetyone@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tamm Brock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:51:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tamm Brock

3024 N Davidson St
Charlotte, NC 28205

980-613-8033

V-8662 A-8752

mailto:Tammy@sterlingsoftwaresys.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ken Evans
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:51:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ken Evans

2925 Emerald Meadow Ln
Charlotte, NC 28273

7042877181

V-8663 A-8753

mailto:kevans@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Kinney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:51:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrew Kinney

672 Spindlewood
Pittsboro, NC 27312

9194753544

V-8664 A-8754

mailto:kinney.aj@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Daye
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:51:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Daye

3100 north elm street
APT 38-K
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-8665 A-8755

mailto:daye.william@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brandon Whitesell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:51:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

I fear your personal business interests and political gaming are putting our health at risk.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brandon Whitesell

408 Culpepper LN
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-8666 A-8756

mailto:branjo@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:52:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gary Brown

614 Arnette Avenue
Apartment B
Durham, NC 27701

V-8667 A-8757

mailto:mysteryson2@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel Roper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:53:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rachel Roper

754 Gatewood Dr
Winterville, NC 28590

V-8668 A-8758

mailto:drrachelroper@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Valeri Angles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:54:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Valeri Angles

615 school st
Mooresville, NC 28115

V-8669 A-8759

mailto:Valerira123@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Donk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:55:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Donk

151Rook Rd
Goldsboro, NC 27530

9197313185

V-8670 A-8760

mailto:jdonk@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Lambert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:55:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Lambert

725 Ennis Rd
Waxhaw, NC 28173

V-8671 A-8761

mailto:pattilamb@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Maynard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:57:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Maynard

16 Skyview Ct
Asheville, NC 28803

(814) 440-5722

V-8672 A-8762

mailto:cmbarber@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Rowlett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:57:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Rowlett

2435 Smithwick Rd
Kernersville, NC 27284

3362590286

V-8673 A-8763

mailto:rowlettsusan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn McDonald
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 1:59:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn McDonald

250 Cox rd
RAEFORD, NC 28376

9107760007

V-8674 A-8764

mailto:carolyngoogwin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sara Chenlo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:01:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sara Chenlo

3514 glenraven dr
Rakeigh, NC 27604

V-8675 A-8765

mailto:Sarapache1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bruce Clarke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:02:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We just had the warmest december on record. What are you going to tell the next generation about what you did to
 respond to this crisis? I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon
 pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and
 the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon
 emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bruce Clarke

416 Canonero Dr
Fairview, NC 28730

V-8676 A-8766

mailto:b707737@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Baron
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:02:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Baron

312 Island Cove Ct
Winnabow, NC 28479

19103996157

V-8677 A-8767

mailto:robert@rbaron.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Buckel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:03:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Buckel

7735 Claiborne Woods Rd
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-8678 A-8768

mailto:Just4lindylou@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gaye Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:05:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gaye Williams

1107 Maubrey Court
Apex, NC 27502

9198126342

V-8679 A-8769

mailto:fgayewilliams@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clare Leary
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:05:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Clare Leary

9092 Devaun Park Blvd
Calabash, NC 28467

9105797560

V-8680 A-8770

mailto:clare.leary@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Winifred Gleason
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:07:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Winifred Gleason

213 Soundside Dr
Atlantic Beach, NC 28512

646-322-8100

V-8681 A-8771

mailto:Gleasonw@optonline.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maureen dostert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:07:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maureen dostert

2 landover court
durham, NC 27713

9194908405

V-8682 A-8772

mailto:mdostert2002@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beverly Hussein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:10:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beverly Hussein

210 Westbrook Court
Archdale, NC 27263

3366870445

V-8683 A-8773

mailto:beverly.couch@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kay and J.D. Fish
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:11:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is the life blood for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. The pressure is on
 you, the leader of our great state, to do the right thing and protect our clean air for generations to come.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kay and J.D. Fish

4916
Theys Road
raleigh, NC 27606

V-8684 A-8774

mailto:jandkfish@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Yvonne Calloway
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:13:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Yvonne Calloway

1300 Betsy Drive
Charlotte, NC 28211

7048903671

V-8685 A-8775

mailto:yvonne.calloway@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristina Carlet
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:13:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kristina Carlet

2221 Commonwealth Ave
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-8686 A-8776

mailto:klhcarlet@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Eubanks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:13:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Eubanks

109 Elmwood Terrace
Greensboro,  27408

V-8687 A-8777

mailto:mcceubanks@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kerry Hazen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:13:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kerry Hazen

1512 Greenwood St
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-8688 A-8778

mailto:khazen@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: dabney ruffin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:13:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

dabney ruffin

523 summit street
winston salem, NC 27101

V-8689 A-8779

mailto:dabney.ruffin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jack Balsinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:14:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jack Balsinger

1312 Taswell Court
Leland, NC 28451

V-8690 A-8780

mailto:jbalsinger@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Kite
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:15:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Kite

388 Dogwood Lane
Blowing Rock, NC 28605

V-8691 A-8781

mailto:maccallumdk12@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lizz Shields
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:15:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lizz Shields

410 Elm Street
Aberdeen, NC 28315

7706330047

V-8692 A-8782

mailto:auntlizz099@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Theresa Alvarado
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:16:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Theresa Alvarado

226 Reedy Creek Ct
Lexington, NC 27295

V-8693 A-8783

mailto:tesaalvarado79@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat & Dave Smiley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:18:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pat & Dave Smiley

239 Pinnacle Shores Drive
mooresville, NC 28117

7043609357

V-8694 A-8784

mailto:Rivahrun@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie Barefoot
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:19:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julie Barefoot

4412 Embleton Drive
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-8695 A-8785

mailto:Barefootjulie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:19:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Taylor

622 Joyner Street
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-8696 A-8786

mailto:dtaylor654@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: martin feinstein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:19:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

martin feinstein

400 coolidge street
chapel hill, NC 27516

V-8697 A-8787

mailto:martin_feinstein@unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dianne Griffin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:19:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dianne Griffin

483 Winfield Huffman Rd
Wilkesboro,  28697

V-8698 A-8788

mailto:d_griffin@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: barbara carothers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:21:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

barbara carothers

3 meadow wood trail
fletcher, NC 28732

V-8699 A-8789

mailto:bcarothers541@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Hood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:25:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Hood

2830 Park Place
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-8700 A-8790

mailto:dnnrthhd@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anita Moloney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:25:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anita Moloney

304 Eden Drive
Hillsborough, NC 27278

9192969164

V-8701 A-8791

mailto:neesathrives@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lexie Danner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:25:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lexie Danner

188AA Bernard Bledsoe Lane
Todd, NC 28684

8289645627

V-8702 A-8792

mailto:lexie.danner@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Max Mattison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:25:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Max Mattison

234 Alta Vista Dr
Candler, NC 28715

8286332058

V-8703 A-8793

mailto:max.mattison@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Vaughn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:27:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Vaughn

2732 University Dr
Durham, NC 27707

19198240132

V-8704 A-8794

mailto:p8yton@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kiesa Kay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:31:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kiesa Kay

PO Box 94
Micaville, NC 29755

V-8705 A-8795

mailto:kiesakay@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elisha Shelton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:31:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elisha Shelton

59 shady acres trailer park
Belhaven, NC 27819

2529441476

V-8706 A-8796

mailto:elishashelton17@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katelyn Foust
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:31:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katelyn Foust

825 Moss Road
Zebulon, NC 27597

V-8707 A-8797

mailto:k.foust22@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gayle Graziano
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:33:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gayle Graziano

455 River Oaks Dr
Hayesville, NC 28904

V-8708 A-8798

mailto:gaylegraziano@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Florence Babb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:37:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Florence Babb

305 E Poplar Ave
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-8709 A-8799

mailto:fbabb@unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Hellert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:37:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Hellert

24 Ormond Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-8710 A-8800

mailto:stephanie.hellert@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald Courtney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:37:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donald Courtney

201 Edna John Court
Dunn, NC 28334

V-8711 A-8801

mailto:irma2oc@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Allen Keil
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:37:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

This isn't about you! It is about your children and grandchildren and mine. It's time to do the right thing.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Allen Keil

180 Britten Cove Rd
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-8712 A-8802

mailto:akeile@buncombe.main.nc.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: shannon simpson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:39:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

shannon simpson

87 maple dr
asheville, NC 28805

V-8713 A-8803

mailto:thirteenmoons13@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betty Rash
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:39:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betty Rash

610 N. Pine Street
Charlotte, NC 28202

V-8714 A-8804

mailto:bettychafinrash@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bonnie Westbrook
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:40:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I STRONGLY support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known
 as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and
 threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.  Oh yes, while we're at it, please protect clean water too!  And our oceans/coast from drilling
 and seismic tests!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bonnie Westbrook

3795 Ridge Crest Drive
Southport, NC 28461

910 2694357

V-8715 A-8805

mailto:jimbonw@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Lackey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:40:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Lackey

203 Carol St
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-8716 A-8806

mailto:suzzzz66@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ashley T Sutton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:43:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ashley T Sutton

3810 Derbyshire Rd
WINSTON SALEM, NC 27104

3369956217

V-8717 A-8807

mailto:ashley.sutton@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Padma Dyvine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:43:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Padma Dyvine

PO Box 204
Bat Cave, NC 28710

V-8718 A-8808

mailto:padmadyvine@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marian Anders
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:47:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marian Anders

221 Crawford Rd
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-8719 A-8809

mailto:marian.anders@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alonzo Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:49:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alonzo Clark

2740 Woodie Drive
Wendell, NC 27591

V-8720 A-8810

mailto:alc2014@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherryl Kleinman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:49:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sherryl Kleinman

605 Long Leaf Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-8721 A-8811

mailto:skleinman1@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sue Barnett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:53:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sue Barnett

8627 Carileph Ct
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-8722 A-8812

mailto:sueandkeith@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Grant
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:53:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Grant

21 Fearrington Post
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-8723 A-8813

mailto:robertgrant@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathleen Caldwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:53:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Caldwell

2319 White Cross Rd
chapel hill, NC 27516

9194145571

V-8724 A-8814

mailto:kathleencaldwell@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ron Sigrist
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:55:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ron Sigrist

4383 Creekridge Lane
Kernersville, NC 27284

V-8725 A-8815

mailto:ronaldsigrist@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sally Thomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:56:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Please do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Although there has never been a known case of asthma in our family, our young granddaughter has it after living all
 her nine years in Charlotte.  It breaks my heart.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sally Thomas

720 Brockbank Rd
Charlotte, NC 28209

704-496-4140

V-8726 A-8816

mailto:sallymthomas@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Powers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:57:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Powers

52 Cameo Court
Clayton, NC 27527

V-8727 A-8817

mailto:bekpoq@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Llewellyn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:57:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Llewellyn

114 Marsh St
Beaufort, NC 28516

V-8728 A-8818

mailto:charles.llewellyn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phillip Bowditch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:57:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Phillip Bowditch

405 Deaverview Road
Asheville, NC 28806

828-258-1431

V-8729 A-8819

mailto:pjbowditch@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:57:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Johnson

48 Fox Lair Lane
Hendersonville, NC 28791

828-702-3324

V-8730 A-8820

mailto:sharonjohnsondvm@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Don Waldo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 2:58:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Don Waldo

229 Cabot Drive
Winton-Salem, NC 27103

8282895448

V-8731 A-8821

mailto:daydreamersink@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darren Straughan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:01:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I understand the issues with pollution when it comes to fossil fuels but what are we gonna do about jobs is states like
 west Virginia that depends on these coal mine jobs to support their families, if we are gonna do away with these
 jobs we need to have a replacement job for the thousands of people that are gonna lose there jobs ,if we are gonna
 stop using fossil fuels and take the jobs away from them we need to be sure they have another way to support their
 families. States like wv are very poor states we surely don't need to make it worse, I will agree to stop using fossil
 fuels when we agree to take care of our fellow Americans, we let immigrants come to the US and we put them to
 work and help them but when it comes to our fellow Americans that have lived in this country all their lives we
 want to take there jobs, if we are gonna go to clean energy we need it in states like west Virginia and be sure every
 single person that is losing their job is put to work in the clean e
 nergy
work force.

Sincerely,

Darren Straughan

2270 Carolina rd
Burlington, NC 27217

13365165333

V-8732 A-8822

mailto:darren740.ds@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joyce King
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:01:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joyce King

126 Rand Drive
Raleigh, NC 27608

9195108260

V-8733 A-8823

mailto:jwkingart@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cama Merritt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:01:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cama Merritt

1244 Arbor Rd #224
Winston-Salem,  27104

(336) 724-4563

V-8734 A-8824

mailto:merritt.cama@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cornelia Cornils
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:01:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cornelia Cornils

218 seminole ave se
Concord, NC 28025

V-8735 A-8825

mailto:Kuhleeah@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mahendra Singh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:01:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mahendra Singh

526 Front Ridge Dr
Cary, NC 27519

V-8736 A-8826

mailto:kunwarmahen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gail Prelovsky
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:03:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gail Prelovsky

123 Tuckahoe Drive West
Duck, NC 27949

V-8737 A-8827

mailto:gmprelovsky@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Duke Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:03:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Duke Williams

4409 Kerley Rd
Durham, NC 27705

V-8738 A-8828

mailto:Williduke@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alex Cardinell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:04:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alex Cardinell

3721 Baugh Street
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-8739 A-8829

mailto:cardinea@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julia rush
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:04:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julia rush

118 Lady Slipper Trail
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-8740 A-8830

mailto:juliarush216a@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:05:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian Taylor

727 Ridge Point Drive
Corolla, NC 27927

V-8741 A-8831

mailto:mathbrain1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Metzler-Fiorino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:05:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Metzler-Fiorino

216 Barbee Blvd
Oak Island, NC 28465

9106855441

V-8742 A-8832

mailto:metzler.19@osu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ralph Breckle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:07:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ralph Breckle

2817 Parkway Av
Charlotte, NC 28208

V-8743 A-8833

mailto:breckle1@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Farmer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:07:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Farmer

146 Mallard Lane
Boone, NC 28607

V-8744 A-8834

mailto:farmermd@appstate.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betsy Ross
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:09:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please do not allow off-shore drilling for North Carolina! I have lived in California on the coast where off-shore
 drilling is allowed. It pollutes the air making it so difficult to breathe that you can taste oil in your mouth! It is
 disgusting! It leaves tar all over the beach! NC will lose tourism $ from pollution!
I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betsy Ross

3328 Rolling Hill Road
Durham, NC 27705

V-8745 A-8835

mailto:betsyrwb@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Evia-Lanevi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:10:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As someone with adult-onset asthma, pollution is a personal for me.  We should all want to
 ensure clean air and lower carbon emissions.

We need to create a plan that work well for both our state and our country.  I would like to see movement toward
 improving pollution, not worsening it.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Evia-Lanevi

200 Constance Spry Way
Durham, NC 27713

V-8746 A-8836

mailto:dlanevi@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vivian Carol
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:10:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vivian Carol

6404 Montvale Ct
Charlotte, NC 28226

704-366-3777

V-8747 A-8837

mailto:viviancarol@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Sewell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:12:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leslie Sewell

10515 Buffalo Creek Rd
Bahama,  27503

V-8748 A-8838

mailto:lcsewell37@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annu Dahiya
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:13:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Annu Dahiya

1210 clarendon st
unit b
durham, NC 27705

V-8749 A-8839

mailto:dahiya.annu@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JOE AMOROSO
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:13:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JOE AMOROSO

1029-DUNCAN RD
WALNUT COVE, NC 27052

V-8750 A-8840

mailto:amo32joe@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wendy Davey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:13:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wendy Davey

77 Norway Manor Loop
WAYNESVILLE, NC 28786

8283161255

V-8751 A-8841

mailto:wendydavey.wd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Iery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:17:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I favor a thoughtful review of the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution,
 known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects
 and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.
Please review our NC environmental agency requirements for compatibility with the federal requirements under the
 CPP. A thoughtful and mutual review could foster a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our
 energy mix, and not let the bureaucrats in Washington determine what is best for our state. 

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Iery

608 SHort Spoon Cir
Rocky Mount, NC 27804

V-8752 A-8842

mailto:daveiery@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Schafer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:19:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Schafer

BrooksmLake Road
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

V-8753 A-8843

mailto:Whirlwindhorses@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mary luckhaus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:20:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

mary luckhaus

1514 fox hollow rd
greensboro, NC 27410

3366814941

V-8754 A-8844

mailto:mary.luckhaus@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Thomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:21:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Thomas

3633 Prestwick Pl
Greenville, NC 27834

V-8755 A-8845

mailto:If.thomas@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rana Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:25:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rana Jackson

131 Coates Street
Saluda, NC 28773

V-8756 A-8846

mailto:ranajackson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sonya Allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:25:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sonya Allen

2509 N. Patterson Ave
Winston Salem, NC 27105

V-8757 A-8847

mailto:revalation2359@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Bundgaard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:26:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Bundgaard

1702 Natchez Trace
Greensboro, NC 27455

336-286-0864

V-8758 A-8848

mailto:shbundgaard@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nia Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:27:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nia Baker

348 park square place
Matthews, NC 28105

V-8759 A-8849

mailto:njbsinger@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Gearhart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:28:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We must do the right thing for future generations.  We need your positive support to protect the health of our
 beautiful state and the our beautiful planet.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Gearhart

5622 Balsom Rd
Pfafftown, NC 27040

(336) 922-5854

V-8760 A-8850

mailto:gearhace@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jamie Abeln
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:29:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jamie Abeln

313 Ivywood lane
Raeford, NC 28376

V-8761 A-8851

mailto:Jabeln83@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vanessa Chalk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:31:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vanessa Chalk

2726 E Shoreham St
Durham, NC 27707

V-8762 A-8852

mailto:vbchalk@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marilyn Grubbs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:31:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Grubbs

5212 Summit Ridge Drive
Durham, NC 27712

V-8763 A-8853

mailto:marilyngrubbs@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Pate
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:31:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Pate

1391 Hwy 24
Newport, NC 28570

2522409265

V-8764 A-8854

mailto:Patpate@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: helen mcallister
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:33:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

helen mcallister

16635 round hill ct
hidden valley lake, CA 95467

7073502492

V-8765 A-8855

mailto:hkmcallister@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martha and Chip Whitfield
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:37:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martha and Chip Whitfield

221 Altondale Avenue
Charlotte, NC 28207

704 560 8978

V-8766 A-8856

mailto:whitfieldmartha@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Jacobson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:38:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Jacobson

508 Metcalf St
New Bern, NC 28560

252-633-1033

V-8767 A-8857

mailto:jjjacobson@washjeff.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jane white
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:41:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jane white

16 Salisbury Drive Apt. 7109
asdheville, NC 28803

V-8768 A-8858

mailto:jwcantare1@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paula Crawford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:41:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paula Crawford

10004 NC 80
Bakersville, NC 28705

V-8769 A-8859

mailto:pc1949@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:45:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrew Walker

615 Tommie Wooten road
Chadbourn, NC 28431

V-8770 A-8860

mailto:Anw6494@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Corinne Yip
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:45:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Corinne Yip

5128 Nicholas Crk
Wilmington, NC 28409

(910) 792-9836

V-8771 A-8861

mailto:chyme@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Landert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:47:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Landert

3444 Chimney Rock Rd
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-8772 A-8862

mailto:kalander@unca.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ruth Stambaugh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:49:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Western NC is an area of high air pollution.  Please read the following form letter and let it speak for me.  Thank
 you.  Ruth Stambaugh

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ruth Stambaugh

93 Bird Creek Estate Rd
Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-8773 A-8863

mailto:deemare@juno.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clark Olsen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:50:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Clark Olsen

19A Foxglove Ct
Asheville, NC 28805

V-8774 A-8864

mailto:clarkolsen@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Boland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:51:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Boland

168 White Oak Circle
Franklin, NC 28734

404-272-0802

V-8775 A-8865

mailto:cathy@bolandconsulting.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wayne Stiles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:51:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wayne Stiles

18710 Nc 209 Highway
Hot Springs, NC 28743

V-8776 A-8866

mailto:wfspi@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Rister
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:51:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Rister

323 Winding Woods Way
Beaufort, NC 28516

V-8777 A-8867

mailto:mistydawn@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Kramer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:52:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Kramer

106 Fairgrove Way
Cary, NC 27511

V-8778 A-8868

mailto:Remarkr@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betty Beaver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:56:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betty Beaver

548 White Oaks Dr., Apt. 124
Salisbury, NC 28147

V-8779 A-8869

mailto:kattzs5@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Ocasio
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:57:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Ocasio

1731 Hudson Graham Ln
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-8780 A-8870

mailto:mlocasio68@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ginny Wright-Frierson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:58:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ginny Wright-Frierson

1619 princess st
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-8781 A-8871

mailto:Vmwf@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: MK Austin, PA, MPH
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:58:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

MK Austin, PA, MPH

PO Box 118
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-8782 A-8872

mailto:tabularasa.0206@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: cynthia moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:59:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

cynthia moore

2113 holly drive
wilmington, NC 28401

V-8783 A-8873

mailto:plecosprout@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marily Floyd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:59:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marily Floyd

188 Summer Morning Court
Lake Lure, NC 28746

V-8784 A-8874

mailto:mountain.floyd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Justin Owens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 3:59:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Justin Owens

5915 Parkstone Dr
Matthews, NC 28104

V-8785 A-8875

mailto:jowens1972@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Riley Maness
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:01:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Riley Maness

111 Walnut Creek Dr
Goldsboro, NC 27534

V-8786 A-8876

mailto:75c2fdc7@opayq.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ken Carson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:02:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ken Carson

171 Foxtail Drive
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-8787 A-8877

mailto:kcarson@roadrunner.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melanie Bellflower
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:03:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melanie Bellflower

200 Penchant Ct
Cary, NC 27513

V-8788 A-8878

mailto:melaniebellflower@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Kellogg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:04:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Kellogg

2216 Deepwood Drive
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-8789 A-8879

mailto:Attackasthma@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Adrienn Uzsak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:07:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Adrienn Uzsak

3911 Greenleaf Street
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-8790 A-8880

mailto:uzsakada@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Spencer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:10:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Spencer

781 Cobia Ct
Bolivia, NC 28422

V-8791 A-8881

mailto:charlie_spencer@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Abigail Stephens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:10:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Abigail Stephens

394 Vanderbilt Rd
Asheville, NC 28803

V-8792 A-8882

mailto:abi.k.stephens@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sean Morrison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:10:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sean Morrison

760 HWY 24 Lot #20
Newport, NC 28570

9199222178

V-8793 A-8883

mailto:seanmorr38@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Young
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:10:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Wake UP! Climate change is real.  Read the real science and stop listening to propaganda from those big business
 electric, oil & gas and coal CEOs who stand to gain monetarily from denying the truth.  Most North Carolina
 citizens and I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known
 as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and
 threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington and Raleigh to
 determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Young

99 OLD POSSUM WAY
MURPHY, NC 28906

8285162180

V-8794 A-8884

mailto:slyoung28906@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Council
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:13:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Council

1430 Whilden Place
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-8795 A-8885

mailto:bscouncil@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: george ziegler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:13:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

george ziegler

99ma
oldfort, NC 28762

V-8796 A-8886

mailto:ziegler.george@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Malinda Coleman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:19:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Malinda Coleman

6901 Ridge Haven Road
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-8797 A-8887

mailto:Colemanmalinda@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Greg Ledford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:19:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Greg Ledford

28 cottage ridge rd
Fletcher, NC 29732

8282304148

V-8798 A-8888

mailto:Ledhole67@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rakel Rocha
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:19:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rakel Rocha

Po box 242144
Charlotte, NC 28224

V-8799 A-8889

mailto:Ncpronto@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sylvia Robin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:25:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sylvia Robin

56 Rosewood Ave
Asheville, NC 28801

V-8800 A-8890

mailto:Sgrobin@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beverly Pope
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:25:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beverly Pope

1504 Garfield Rd
Burlington, NC 27215

V-8801 A-8891

mailto:beverly-pope@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Howell Parrish
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:26:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I remember all the pollution of the water, the ground, the air. They were all in it for the money and PROGRESS, oh
 and how cancer, disease, and sickness has increased all over the world. Our air, water, and land (that our food
 grows in, to be put right on your table) has been contaminated and polluted.

This reminds me of how I realized years ago that DRY CLEANING chemicals were and are dangerous and toxic,
 which are released in the air and water. Over a span of many many years we (people) have had items dry cleaned
 and when we wear or sleep on them we breath in all of those volatile chemicals.  I really believe more people
 should be made aware if this. Let me broaden your mind with the impact....almost all military, and uniformed
 people have used dry cleaning over many years, and these are clothes that they live in, exposure to lungs and the
 skin is absorbing the entire time.  I also recall the recent polluted wells off capital blvd. around Starmount
 Subdivision, which was supposedly investigated and traced back to a dry cleaning company years ago, and the
 chemicals released polluted wells apparently through creeks and the wells providing water source. I know how
 companies, and other agency hide information, deny it, or did not or do not care, Agent Orange, Washington, and
Monsanto is an example or the denying and coverups. In my mind I see the biggest picture with pollution and
 chemical poisoning starting from the small source and expanding outward. I hope you find this informative and
 worth looking into or passing it on to someone that will.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.
Cynthia Howell Parrish
131 W Silver Belle DR
Zebulon NC 27597

3400 Scott Dr
Raleigh NC 27604
(Starmount Subdivsion)

Sincerely,

Cindy Howell Parrish

131 W Silver Belle Dr
Zebulon, NC 27597

V-8802 A-8892

mailto:cindymichelle@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


V-8803 A-8893



From: Patricia Jenkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:27:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Jenkins

80 Estelle Ln
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-8804 A-8894

mailto:Vanna1000@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kay Doost
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:27:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kay Doost

1618 Marion Street
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-8805 A-8895

mailto:fkdoost@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Grimes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:31:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cindy Grimes

PO Box 196
Websterville, VT 05678

V-8806 A-8896

mailto:NCKittenbird@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sylvia Kaneko
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:32:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

As a former North Carolinian from the hills west of Asheville I do hope you will do your best to keep our Blue
 Ridge clean and inviting to all who love the Parkway and its environs. 

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sylvia Kaneko

16 Heldun St
W Roxbury, MA 02132

617 620-2257

V-8807 A-8897

mailto:sykjp@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Morgan Feltz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:33:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Morgan Feltz

115 Pembroke Pointe Ln
Apt 2L
Pembroke, NC 28372

3139388664

V-8808 A-8898

mailto:morganbutler29@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thearesa Simpson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:35:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thearesa Simpson

132 Clusters Cir
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-8809 A-8899

mailto:thearesa_s@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sally Migliore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:35:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sally Migliore

4613 Grenadine Court
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-8810 A-8900

mailto:samigliore@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherry Huffer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:35:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sherry Huffer

2113 Camrose Street
R
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-8811 A-8901

mailto:Sherryhuffer@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dr. Walt de Vries
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:37:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dr. Walt de Vries

6006 Inland Greens Drive
wilmington, NC 28405

9107694070

V-8812 A-8902

mailto:waltdv@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Richards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:38:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Richards

6404 Old Fort Road
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-8813 A-8903

mailto:rgang@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:39:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Harris

1615Eagle Lodge Ln
Durham, NC 27703

V-8814 A-8904

mailto:Rharris171@aol.c
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Pope
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:39:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Pope

2609 Coulter Place
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-8815 A-8905

mailto:thurstonpope@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sarah amoroso
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:42:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

sarah amoroso

5501 broadleaf rd
summerfield nc
summerfield, NC 27358

3366446886

V-8816 A-8906

mailto:pollyamoroso@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Fernando Bonilla
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:42:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Fernando Bonilla

3113 Queensdale Dr
Monroe, NC 28110

V-8817 A-8907

mailto:Fernando.jose.bonilla@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Robustelli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:43:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joseph Robustelli

111 Breckenridge Ct
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-8818 A-8908

mailto:robustja@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charity Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:46:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charity Moore

135 Earl Joyce Lane
Mount Airy, NC 27030

V-8819 A-8909

mailto:charitynbryson2100@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deanna Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:49:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deanna Wilson

19914 Wooden Tee Dr
Davidson, NC 28036

V-8820 A-8910

mailto:Deanna.wilson83@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine Day
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:49:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support legislation that will not only protect our evironment, but also enhance our children's future!
I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christine Day

4917 Sadies Place
Wingate, NC 28174

V-8821 A-8911

mailto:unicornsong@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nathan Bean
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:51:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nathan Bean

368 Florence Dr
Clayton, NC 27527

V-8822 A-8912

mailto:Nbean333@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Joyce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:53:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). We really should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Joyce

336 Racquet Club Road
Asheville, NC 28803

V-8823 A-8913

mailto:nancyhjoyce@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Hansen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:53:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Hansen

3722 Amber Dr
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-8824 A-8914

mailto:hansenforest@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: George and Katherine Horwitz-Armacost
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:56:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

This is an opportunity for you to distinguish yourself for once.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

So what else is new?  I am disappointed but not at all surprised that you and your environmental agency are
 purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan
 that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to
 create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats
 in Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.  (Fat chance, right?)

Thank you.

Sincerely,

George and Katherine Horwitz-Armacost

10 Bynum Beach Road
Bynum, NC,  27228

V-8825 A-8915

mailto:gdh38@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Nammack-Weiss
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 4:57:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Nammack-Weiss

600 Hollow Court
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

19199518277

V-8826 A-8916

mailto:amynammack@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Hebert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:01:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Hebert

940 w 1st street
Charlotte, NC 28202

V-8827 A-8917

mailto:Gouldylocs@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Hazard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:01:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frank Hazard

236 Toms Knob
Sparta,  28675

V-8828 A-8918

mailto:oldiesbutgoodies@skybest.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Hazard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:02:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Hazard

236 Toms Knob
Sparta, NC 28675

V-8829 A-8919

mailto:oldiesbutgoodies@skybest.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Krones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:04:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Krones

5409 Baywood Drive
Waxhaw, NC 28173

7048439665

V-8830 A-8920

mailto:pdkrones@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Tyler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:07:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve Tyler

4200 Columbus Club Drive
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-8831 A-8921

mailto:rsteventyler@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan Byrd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:07:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joan Byrd

947 Bo Cove Road
Cullowhee, NC 28723

V-8832 A-8922

mailto:jbyrd@email.wcu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Walter Correa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:09:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Walter Correa

11120 Slider Drive
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-8833 A-8923

mailto:Waltermets@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clover Colonel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:13:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Clover Colonel

1040 s church st
Burlington, NC 27215

V-8834 A-8924

mailto:Cloversmed@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicole Velarde
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:13:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nicole Velarde

2328 malos st
Garner, NC 27529

V-8835 A-8925

mailto:Nvelarde1061@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maryann Smale
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:15:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maryann Smale

37 Dyers Bay Rd
Steuben, ME 04680

207-629-8242

V-8836 A-8926

mailto:maryann_62@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alice Wieting
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:16:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alice Wieting

2949 Deepwoods Dr
Burlington, NC 27215

V-8837 A-8927

mailto:awieting1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deedra Durocher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:17:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deedra Durocher

1704 High Street
New Bern, NC 28560

2526311509

V-8838 A-8928

mailto:deedra110@verizon.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Rees
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:17:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Rees

750 Weaver Dairy Rd  #170
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-8839 A-8929

mailto:peg-rees@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Briggs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:17:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Briggs

1834 Frankie Avenue
Fayetteville
NC, NC 28304

V-8840 A-8930

mailto:Nbriggs629@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Kenny
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:19:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Kenny

10010 Silver Lake Ct
Charlotte, NC 28277

7048497033

V-8841 A-8931

mailto:thekennys@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nagalingam Sivayogan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:21:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nagalingam Sivayogan

2709 Tryon Pines Dr
Apt. 202
Raleigh, NC 27603

9195614624

V-8842 A-8932

mailto:nsivayogan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: amy hill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:25:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

amy hill

7663 harlow road
archdale, NC 27263

V-8843 A-8933

mailto:fuzziheddd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Henry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:25:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Henry

507 Valley Dr
Durham, NC 27704

9199869598

V-8844 A-8934

mailto:kh_nc@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:25:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larry Taylor

110 Nancy Dr
Elizabeth City, NC 27909

2522641749

V-8845 A-8935

mailto:sisickpuppy@roadrunner.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tracey King
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:27:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tracey King

287 Simon Rd
Middlesex, NC 27557

9196108381

V-8846 A-8936

mailto:sdkhillie@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roseann LaRoque
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:29:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roseann LaRoque

217 Knox Dr
Morehead City, NC 28557

V-8847 A-8937

mailto:Mandrlaroque@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ginny Grace
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:31:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ginny Grace

6027 Bluebird Hill Lane
Matthews, NC 28104

7047084585

V-8848 A-8938

mailto:ginnygrace@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christopher Nicchitta
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:31:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christopher Nicchitta

115 Pinecrest Road
Durham, NC 27705

V-8849 A-8939

mailto:christopher.nicchitta@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Root
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:31:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Root

7631 Watercrest Rd
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-8850 A-8940

mailto:paul_birg@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mf solomon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:33:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We support strongly the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution-- the
 Clean Power Plan (CPP).

 As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue
 to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

It is not lost on many of us that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to
 fail with the federal requirements under the CPP.  WHY???

Nothing about this makes sense, save greed and corruption.

STOP this.  Do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Sincerely,

mf solomon

2 stillwater
Durham, NC 27707

V-8851 A-8941

mailto:mfsolomon@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenneth Leary
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:35:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Leary

airport road
pinehurst, NC 28374

V-8852 A-8942

mailto:kenleary@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mar-Lee Cook
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:39:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mar-Lee Cook

1023 Litchfield place
Concord
Concord, NC

V-8853 A-8943

mailto:marleebeal@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Hill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:43:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Hill

7663 Harlow Rd
Archdale, NC 27263

V-8854 A-8944

mailto:fuzziheddd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: A Jasper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:51:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

A Jasper

115 Ballatore Court
Cary, NC 27519

V-8855 A-8945

mailto:a1jasper@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cassidy Maxwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:53:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cassidy Maxwell

1915 Perry Ave
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-8856 A-8946

mailto:cassidyhmaxwell@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mike Spruell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:56:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mike Spruell

105 Kilborne Rd
Mooresville, NC 28117

7049077907

V-8857 A-8947

mailto:mspruell@mi-connection.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jordan Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:57:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jordan Johnson

101 Walter Taylor avenue
Morganton, NC 28655

V-8858 A-8948

mailto:Johnsonjordan26@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve A
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 5:59:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve A

102 CCC Rd
Gastonia, NC 28052

V-8859 A-8949

mailto:saa.action@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bridget Herring
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:04:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bridget Herring

35 Erskine Ave
Asheville, NC 28801

V-8860 A-8950

mailto:bridgetherring@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Verno Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:07:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Verno Moore

302 Euray Moore Rd
Warsaw, NC 28398

9109909292

V-8861 A-8951

mailto:vernonmoore951@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Christman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:10:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Christman

4100 Spruce Drive
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-8862 A-8952

mailto:spcjab@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Candace Oakes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:10:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Candace Oakes

140 S Alta Vista Dr
Saluda, NC 28773

V-8863 A-8953

mailto:dolce_1@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dwight Marable
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:13:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dwight Marable

723 edinborough dr
Durham, NC 27703

V-8864 A-8954

mailto:Djmarable@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ashish Nagar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:13:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ashish Nagar

800 Aaron Cir, Apt# 822
Durham,  27713

V-8865 A-8955

mailto:ashish.anagar@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Zachary Pate
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:14:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Zachary Pate

1594 Ole London Road
Greenville, NC 27834

V-8866 A-8956

mailto:patez00@students.ecu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vivek Somasundaram
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:16:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vivek Somasundaram

285 Fairhaven Road
Lewisville, NC 27023

V-8867 A-8957

mailto:viveksoma456@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elaine Herring
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:17:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elaine Herring

60 Byrum Road
60 Byrum Road
Gates, NC 27937

V-8868 A-8958

mailto:fisheywishy@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rose Bevington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:19:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rose Bevington

274 Stubbs rd
ellenboro, NC 28040

V-8869 A-8959

mailto:rosefrank77@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jay Morrison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:19:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jay Morrison

1700 Careington Park Circle
#305
Morrisville, NC 27560

V-8870 A-8960

mailto:jcm0823@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:25:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Johnson

6012 Windham Dr
Cary, NC 27609

V-8871 A-8961

mailto:mmcolors@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alyssa Bossi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:25:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alyssa Bossi

116 Anita way
Cary, NC 27513

V-8872 A-8962

mailto:Alyssas_bossi@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terrie Bain
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:25:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terrie Bain

5520 Allis
Allison Lane
Charlotte, NC 28277

9195233301

V-8873 A-8963

mailto:tlbain54@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julia Daniel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:29:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julia Daniel

110 Sir Richard East
Kill devil hills, NC 27948

V-8874 A-8964

mailto:a_whispering_dove317@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Alexander
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:31:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pamela Alexander

4 Mill Creek Court
Greensboro, NC 27407

V-8875 A-8965

mailto:repsalex@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: R. Ross Holloway
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:33:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

R. Ross Holloway

711 West Main St
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-8876 A-8966

mailto:r_holloway@brown.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: R. Ross Holloway
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:33:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

R. Ross Holloway

711 West Main St
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-8877 A-8967

mailto:r_holloway@brown.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherry Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:35:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sherry Jones

2290 Dawson Cabin Rd #2
Jacksonville, NC 28540

V-8878 A-8968

mailto:vanillasugar0131@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lori Wacker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:37:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lori Wacker

600 S Elm Street
Greenville, NC 27858

V-8879 A-8969

mailto:Ljwacker@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Untiedt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:40:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Teresa Untiedt

528 W. Horah Street
Salisbury, NC 28144

V-8880 A-8970

mailto:Babcockteresa@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Hardison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:41:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Hardison

11 creek side dr
Arapahoe, NC 28510

V-8881 A-8971

mailto:Garyhardison@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maria Goldstein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:43:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maria Goldstein

731 9th Street NW
Hickory, NC 28601

V-8882 A-8972

mailto:healthylivingmg@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Hyler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:43:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Hyler

2 Springmill Dr
Asheville, NC 28806

V-8883 A-8973

mailto:wildelavender@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leigh Ann Vanschaick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:43:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leigh Ann Vanschaick

3512 Gibbs lane
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-8884 A-8974

mailto:Vsnschaick12@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maxwell Mandler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:44:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maxwell Mandler

Warren Wilson College, PO Box 9000
Asheville, NC 28815

9083031090

V-8885 A-8975

mailto:maxinator46@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roseana Matthews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:45:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roseana Matthews

1105 Chalmers St
Durham, NC 27707

V-8886 A-8976

mailto:charmedoreoroses@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Wiles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:45:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.
It's time North Carolina get with the 21st centrury and be a leader!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leslie Wiles

4028 Tarkle Ridge Dr
kitty hawk, NC 27949

V-8887 A-8977

mailto:wilesleslie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharen Oxman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:45:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharen Oxman

66 Merrill Lane
Pisgah Forrest, NC 28768

2514247925

V-8888 A-8978

mailto:shack694@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jami haigler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:47:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jami haigler

5220 eno cemetery road
cedar grove, NC 27231

V-8889 A-8979

mailto:jamihaigler@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Harless
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:47:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Harless

2907 Ingleside Dr
High Point, NC 27265

336-869-8037

V-8890 A-8980

mailto:catmax@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: P Read
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:47:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

P Read

1171 Smith Creek Way
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-8891 A-8981

mailto:pread6955@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lorelei Dean
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:49:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lorelei Dean

17220 Hurley Drive
Laurinburg, NC 28352

9103183615

V-8892 A-8982

mailto:lwalkerdean@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elisabeth Forshey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:51:02 PM

Jan 3, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elisabeth Forshey
5401 Effieham St
Oak Ridge, NC 27310-9202
theimpossiblegirl2013@gmail.com

V-8893 A-8983

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Young
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:55:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Your planned actions are shameful. Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's
 economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Young

2190 Cypress Creek Road
Maple Hill, NC 28454

V-8894 A-8984

mailto:jimyoung0691@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Max Drake
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:55:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). We should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Max Drake

1050 Beaver Dam Rd
CHAPEL HILL, NC 27517

V-8895 A-8985

mailto:maxdrake@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Rago
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:56:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Rago

6421 Pleasant Creek Ct
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-8896 A-8986

mailto:patrago@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Louisa Dang
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:57:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Louisa Dang

1236 Jamestowne Drive
Elon, NC 27244

V-8897 A-8987

mailto:louisajdang@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martha Ellington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:57:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martha Ellington

2020 White Oak Rd
Raleigh, NC 27608

9198899023

V-8898 A-8988

mailto:mhellington@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darryl Wally
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 6:58:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. It should be obvious that protecting human health is reliant on protecting the environment, and
 thus doing so is a no-brainer.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darryl Wally

240 Silene
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-8899 A-8989

mailto:dwally@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Hardvall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:01:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Hardvall

Crowfields drive
Asheville,  28803

V-8900 A-8990

mailto:Mhardvall@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Adalberto Taguchi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:01:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Adalberto Taguchi

209 Moravia Lane
Cary, NC 27513

V-8901 A-8991

mailto:a.taguchi@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan Dulberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:03:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joan Dulberg

555 Pine Ridge Place
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-8902 A-8992

mailto:PurpleJoan@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: joan Naylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:03:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

joan Naylor

12 Spruce St
Barnardsville
NC, NC 28709

V-8903 A-8993

mailto:joannaylor@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jill Randolph
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:03:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jill Randolph

13706 Dealtry Lane
Pineville, NC 28134

V-8904 A-8994

mailto:jrandolph1111@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Mattiacci
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:06:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Mattiacci

5619 Doncaster Drive
Charlotte, NC 28211

V-8905 A-8995

mailto:mmattiacci@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mike Przykucki
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:07:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mike Przykucki

10351 Kirkmont Dr
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-8906 A-8996

mailto:Aprzykucki@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caroline Carr-Starr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:07:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Caroline Carr-Starr

990 Heartwood WY
wHITTIER, NC 28789

V-8907 A-8997

mailto:ccarrstarr@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:07:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Brown

364 hey 70 west
Suite 5
Marion,  28752

V-8908 A-8998

mailto:Thecomputerclinic@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia DiMattia
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:11:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia DiMattia

2805 Bardwell Rd
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-8909 A-8999

mailto:cdimattia@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Bunnell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:13:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Bunnell

2917 B Jessica Dr
Winterville, NC 28590

V-8910 A-9000

mailto:anne_bunnell@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Zietlow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:13:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

With everything that is going on in our unstable global system of energy, we need to become more self sufficient. 
 That said, we need to create a business of clean energy that can sustain ourselves and our children.  Since moving to
 beautiful North Carolina in 2006 both of my children have had asthma issues that they never had before in
 Montana.
I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Zietlow

2 pottery terrace trail
Flat rock, NC 28731

V-8911 A-9001

mailto:loonie6@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Bryant
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:17:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Bryant

103 Timber Dr
Asheville,  28804

V-8912 A-9002

mailto:Rbryant1122@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Wulff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:19:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Wulff

627 Ray Ave
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-8913 A-9003

mailto:mister_jrwulff@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: EDWARD RAAP
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:21:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

EDWARD RAAP

4010 S NC HIGHWAY 49
BURLINGTON, NC 27215

V-8914 A-9004

mailto:ERAAP13@YAHOO.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wayne Giese
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:21:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wayne Giese

103 Jackson's Run
Morganton,  28655

V-8915 A-9005

mailto:WaynesterG@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Paris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:25:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Paris

4567 union st
Concord, NC 28025

V-8916 A-9006

mailto:Ntp.456@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Dupree
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:26:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Dupree

PO Box 581
Balsam, NC 28707

8282461186

V-8917 A-9007

mailto:donnadupree44@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Whisnant MD
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:27:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joseph Whisnant MD

5915 Leon Court
Nashville, NC 27856

252-443-0146

V-8918 A-9008

mailto:joseph.whisnant@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Blanton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:29:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Blanton

2228 Russell Dr
Granite Falls, NC 28630

V-8919 A-9009

mailto:tebmtn@excite.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ronald KLEIN
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:29:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ronald KLEIN

140 RED OAK CT
RAEFORD, NC 28376

V-8920 A-9010

mailto:lifeteam03@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edward Kenestrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:29:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edward Kenestrick

W Maynard Ave
Durham, NC 27704

V-8921 A-9011

mailto:ekenestrick@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: April Burkacki
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:32:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

April Burkacki

2018 Hearthwood ct
Greensboro, NC 27407

V-8922 A-9012

mailto:Aburkacki@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lucy Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:33:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lucy Parker

430 S 23rd St
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-8923 A-9013

mailto:Truffles57@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sinéad Abbott-McCloud
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:36:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sinéad Abbott-McCloud

10506 Worsley Lane
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-8924 A-9014

mailto:Thenewdivisioncure@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elisa Roels
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:37:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elisa Roels

8200 River Road
Wilmington, NC 28412

9193498599

V-8925 A-9015

mailto:captainelisa@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elaine Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:41:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elaine Jones

6015 Charing Pl
Charlotte, NC 28211

V-8926 A-9016

mailto:Elaine1961jones@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maryann Pitman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:41:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maryann Pitman

179 US Hwy 158 Bus E
Gatesville, NC 27938

2523570783

V-8927 A-9017

mailto:berts-girl@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joey Timmons
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:41:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joey Timmons

113 Midnight Trail
Mount Airy, NC 27030

3374794254

V-8928 A-9018

mailto:jtimmons1964@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrea Reif
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:43:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrea Reif

5212 Deer Haven Drive Apt. B
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-8929 A-9019

mailto:andreakreif@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Valerie Edmonds
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:46:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Valerie Edmonds

5307 Creedmoor Road
apt 101
Raleigh, NC 27512

9196150997

V-8930 A-9020

mailto:edmondsvb@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ariana Figueroa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:47:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ariana Figueroa

25 Dale Street
Asheville, NC 28806

6086306104

V-8931 A-9021

mailto:ariana.figueroa@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erica Witsell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:49:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erica Witsell

16 Smoke Tree Rd
Candler, NC 28715

8283350652

V-8932 A-9022

mailto:ericawitsell@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Stewart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:49:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heather Stewart

562 Darby Glen Lane
Durham, NC 27713

V-8933 A-9023

mailto:Heatherp84@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Cope
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:50:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I strongly support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as
 the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat
 of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that your political policy and NC's environmental agency are purposefully setting North
 Carolina up to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,'
 the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best
 for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine
 what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Cope

10 Mayfield Road
Asheville, NC 28804

8285453120

V-8934 A-9024

mailto:cmcopious@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dedra C. Routh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:55:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dedra C. Routh

3694 Routh Rd
Franklinville, NC 27248

V-8935 A-9025

mailto:cranford.farm@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Wheeler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:58:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Wheeler

43 Olmsted Lane
Flat Rock, NC 28731

V-8936 A-9026

mailto:dgwheeler@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lois Nixon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 7:58:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lois Nixon

107 Overview Lane
Cary, NC 27511

V-8937 A-9027

mailto:doukab@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ada McKerrel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 8:07:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ada McKerrel

8737 Springhouse Lane
Raleigh, NC 27617

919-601-8448

V-8938 A-9028

mailto:amckerrell@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Al Davidson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 8:09:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Al Davidson

202 Brookshire Lane
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-8939 A-9029

mailto:plcdoc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thelbert Ray Ivey, Sr. M=vgc3
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 8:11:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thelbert Ray Ivey, Sr. M=vgc3

388 Kestrel Drive SW
Shallotte, NC 28470

V-8940 A-9030

mailto:oibray3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Lucas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 8:14:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Lucas

371 River Road
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-8941 A-9031

mailto:mdlucas@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jen Streicker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 8:19:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jen Streicker

934 Logan Circle
Cary, NC 27511

9196065520

V-8942 A-9032

mailto:Jenstreicker@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Pescevich Kreplin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 8:23:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Pescevich Kreplin

608 Harbour View Drive
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948

V-8943 A-9033

mailto:cpkreplin@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brenda Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 8:25:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brenda Scott

3102 Camelot Ct
Durham,  27705

V-8944 A-9034

mailto:fencingcellist@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Taft
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 8:25:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Taft

309 Flanagan Building
Greenville, NC 27834

V-8945 A-9035

mailto:dostere@ecu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Janecki
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 8:25:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Janecki

920 Exum St
Durham, NC 27701

919-824-5673

V-8946 A-9036

mailto:alliumsativa@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: SCOTT DRAKE
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 8:28:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

SCOTT DRAKE

2530 CREEK RIDGE LANE
CHAPEL HILL, NC 27514

V-8947 A-9037

mailto:FAKE@NC.RR.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Maine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 8:33:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Maine

4000 Walnut Hills Drive
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

V-8948 A-9038

mailto:sandalley@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Vanlanot
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 8:34:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Vanlanot

1247 Highland Games Rd
Red Springs, NC 28377

910-359-0257

V-8949 A-9039

mailto:vanlanotwilliam@gmaul.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marcia Lyons
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 8:35:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marcia Lyons

PO Box 698
Buxton, NC 27920

V-8950 A-9040

mailto:marcialyons0@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nora Norred
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 8:37:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nora Norred

517 LakeRidge Trail
Denton, NC 27239

V-8951 A-9041

mailto:njnorred@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Olley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 8:37:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Olley

104 Kings Mountain Ct
chapel hill, NC 27516

9193605255

V-8952 A-9042

mailto:loirelee@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Marshall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 8:41:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gary Marshall

16825 knoxwood dr
Huntersville, NC 28078

704-895-8214

V-8953 A-9043

mailto:G_marsha@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrei Paraschiv
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 8:44:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrei Paraschiv

1519 Pebble Creek Xing
Durham, NC 27713

9192607428

V-8954 A-9044

mailto:Ncandrei@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Geigh Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 8:56:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Geigh Jackson

4710 Topsail Lane Apt 205
Winston Salem, NC 27107

V-8955 A-9045

mailto:geighjackson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Samuel Guillen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 8:57:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Samuel Guillen

3205 Revelation Street
None
Raleigh, NC 27610

9195855134

V-8956 A-9046

mailto:samguillen1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Kepplinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 9:03:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Kepplinger

2844 Wycliff Road
Raleigh, NC 27607

9196495608

V-8957 A-9047

mailto:anne.kepplinger@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tucker Fogg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 9:06:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tucker Fogg

580 Park Street
Apt 203
Columbus,  43215

7046412606

V-8958 A-9048

mailto:Foggtl@miamioh.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Stallings
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 9:07:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Stallings

2009 Abby Knoll Dr
Apex, NC 27502

V-8959 A-9049

mailto:cfsphd@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jack Le Sueur
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 9:10:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jack Le Sueur

504 Watts Street
Durham, NC 27701

V-8960 A-9050

mailto:jack.lesueur@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Glove
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 9:10:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Glove

519 Andover Road
Durham, NC 27712

V-8961 A-9051

mailto:sueglover@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Boehme
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 9:28:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

The Supreme Court already ruled against the case where the air in Arden, NC was declared by the EPA (on the same
 day as the Supreme Court ruling) to be unfit to breathe, insisted that families move, and had to change the school
 bus routes to protect children and families from breathing dangerously polluted air.  Can we not be more
 progressive than our Supreme Court in protecting our children?

I have already undergone cancer treatment, am fighting a lung condition (and no, I never smoked cigarettes) which
 both were more than likely due to environmental pollutants.  You should just hope none of you or your loved ones
 suffer diseases due to the unclean environment.  Perhaps if they do, you might get a taste of what your decisions
 may cost.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pamela Boehme

2560 Aaron Lane
Winsston-Salem, NC 27106

V-8962 A-9052

mailto:bubblegump@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Colin Osborne, III
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 9:32:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Colin Osborne, III

PO Box 569
Lumberton, NC 28359

V-8963 A-9053

mailto:cosborneiii@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Wright
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 9:33:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janet Wright

3 Holland Mountain View
Asheville, NC 28804

V-8964 A-9054

mailto:janetiwrightemail@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steven Winchester
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 9:34:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steven Winchester

PO Box 856
Waynesville
waynesville, NC 28786

V-8965 A-9055

mailto:winchesters@saic.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jonathon Nowiski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 9:40:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jonathon Nowiski

109 Coates Rd
Linden, NC 28356

9109221338

V-8966 A-9056

mailto:jonnowiski@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 9:41:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Smith

2752 W. Arlington Blvd
Greenville, NC 27834

V-8967 A-9057

mailto:Scslds89@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rolf Sorensen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 9:43:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rolf Sorensen

19 WEBB STREET
GLEN IRIS,, VIC 03146

V-8968 A-9058

mailto:RKS@vicbar.com.au
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matt Parris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 9:43:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Matt Parris

34 Candler School Rd
Candler, NC 28715

V-8969 A-9059

mailto:jamesmatthewparris@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Cassell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 9:44:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Cassell

1201 Claxton Ridge Drive
Kernersville, NC 27284

4344896848

V-8970 A-9060

mailto:jnnfrcassell@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nathalie Worthington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 9:46:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nathalie Worthington

6822 22nd ave n ste 222
st petesburg, FL 33710

V-8971 A-9061

mailto:nathalington@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lauren Vordenberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 9:55:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lauren Vordenberg

6000 Grand Summit Blvd Apt 6328
Concord, NC 28027

9804752271

V-8972 A-9062

mailto:Laurenashley227@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Rodrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 9:57:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janet Rodrick

8718 Mollys Court
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-8973 A-9063

mailto:Jan.rodrick@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brittany Bates
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 10:09:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brittany Bates

504 Tucker Rd
Grimesland, NC 27837

V-8974 A-9064

mailto:bi.bates@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel Jordan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 10:16:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense. Is yours common sense or your typical big greedy dollars? Be
 conservative about the environment that gives us the very air to breathe!

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rachel Jordan

111 Kingsgate Road
Asheville, NC 28805

V-8975 A-9065

mailto:redrivka@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Shaw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 10:18:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Shaw

49 millers run
Murphy, NC 28906

V-8976 A-9066

mailto:Lms247pms@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: R. Schlagal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 10:20:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As an asthmatic and a long term resident of North Carolina I support the Environmental Protection Agency's
 recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates
 continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
 working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

R. Schlagal

18723 Hwy 88
Creston, NC 28615

V-8977 A-9067

mailto:chanssujin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kaye Tucker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 10:23:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kaye Tucker

3620 Bethany Trace
Greensboro, NC 27406

V-8978 A-9068

mailto:Kayeh.tucker@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Pahle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 10:23:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Pahle

208 bebington drive
Cary, NC 27513

V-8979 A-9069

mailto:Whooshtodt@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: joanne bernatitus`
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 10:25:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

joanne bernatitus`

2824 Easy St
NEWPORT, NC 28570

V-8980 A-9070

mailto:joannebernatitus@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Derek Davidson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 10:28:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Derek Davidson

325 Woodland Springs Lane
Boone, NC 28607

V-8981 A-9071

mailto:davidson.derek34@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Zier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 10:29:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Zier

131 Hawthorne Rd
Raleigh, NC 27605

V-8982 A-9072

mailto:ljzier@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Raley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 10:33:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity
 to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
 bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cindy Raley

20160 BAYRIDGE DR
Laurinburg, NC 28352

V-8983 A-9073

mailto:cindyraley@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Chafin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 10:35:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Chafin

516 Dogwood Street
Hudson, NC 28638

828-216-5823

V-8984 A-9074

mailto:arenaiec123@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bonnie Shwery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 10:36:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bonnie Shwery

4801 Leithcroft Place
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526

V-8985 A-9075

mailto:well-being@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: lauren sumner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 10:37:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

lauren sumner

4912 Lady of the Lake Dr
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-8986 A-9076

mailto:lauren.sumner@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: nan Howell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 10:41:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

nan Howell

2412, Malotte Lane
Gastonia, NC 28054

V-8987 A-9077

mailto:Nchowell1969@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Duane Bryant
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 10:51:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Duane Bryant

627 Morgan Summers Road
Gibsonville, NC 27249

(336) 314-2154

V-8988 A-9078

mailto:bduane@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Geri Solomon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 10:51:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Geri Solomon

96 Spooks Branch Rd
Asheville, NC 28804

V-8989 A-9079

mailto:ValueAllCultures@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Christner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 10:55:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debra Christner

3123 Seven Lakes West
West End, NC 27376

V-8990 A-9080

mailto:Debbiebchristner@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: M K
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:03:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

M K

1 University Heights
Asheville, NC 28804

V-8991 A-9081

mailto:mklovesyou612@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dr. L. Kyle Horton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:03:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dr. L. Kyle Horton

403-B Alabama Avenue
Carolina Beach, NC 28428

V-8992 A-9082

mailto:lkylehorton@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kallan Reeves
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:06:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kallan Reeves

45 Coyote Ridge
Green Mountain, NC 28714

8282843990

V-8993 A-9083

mailto:Kallandawn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Dent
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:06:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, North Carolina leaders should be working towards reducing our carbon
 emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gary Dent

398 Grace Dr
Wilkesboro, NC 28697

336-921-2608

V-8994 A-9084

mailto:gcdent@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ashesh mamidi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:09:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ashesh mamidi

Tartan Circle
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-8995 A-9085

mailto:ashesh_mamidi@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mindy Robinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:14:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mindy Robinson

249 Community Drive
Goldsboro, NC 27530

9195840167

V-8996 A-9086

mailto:merobinson927@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Ellen VanMarter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:21:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Ellen VanMarter

1836 Century Dr
Greenville, NC 27834

252-378-1474

V-8997 A-9087

mailto:mevanmarter@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lee Crawford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:22:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy.  Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lee Crawford

11712 Man O War Trail
Raleigh, NC 27613

9196062446

V-8998 A-9088

mailto:leescrawford@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robin Hall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:49:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robin Hall

6610 Loblolly Circle
Waxhaw, NC 28173

V-8999 A-9089

mailto:rocnrobn37@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Mills
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 12:07:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Mills

1606 W. Academy St
Winston-Salem, NC 27103

336-499-2093

V-9000 A-9090

mailto:millsrebecca@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robin Carey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 12:30:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robin Carey

107 South Hughes Street
Apex, NC 27502

V-9001 A-9091

mailto:Rkcarey7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rosanne Martino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 12:31:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rosanne Martino

4103 Wood Duck Way
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-9002 A-9092

mailto:rosanne7056@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathleen Gagnon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 12:34:16 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Gagnon

604 E Markham Ave
Durham, NC 27701

9196889269

V-9003 A-9093

mailto:katdaze54@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Yavorchak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 12:49:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Yavorchak

208 Northgate Lane
Bessemer City, NC 28016

7046486322

V-9004 A-9094

mailto:stephaniey58@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beverly Monroe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 12:49:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beverly Monroe

60 Caledonia Road
Apt 318
Asheville, NC 28803

V-9005 A-9095

mailto:Bevmonroe48@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth D KIrk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 1:04:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth D KIrk

824 North Fork Road
Black Mountain, NC 28711

8286693984

V-9006 A-9096

mailto:Edka@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Ryals
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 1:13:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Ryals

104 Cannery Row
Morehead City, NC 28557

V-9007 A-9097

mailto:cryals@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Ankerson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 1:17:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Ankerson

5209 Sedgefield Dr
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-9008 A-9098

mailto:jankerson@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: lisa montague
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 1:27:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

lisa montague

4161 evans rd
Franklinton, NC 27525

V-9009 A-9099

mailto:lisa.mills34@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Miles Kelley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 1:32:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Miles Kelley

271 State Street
Asheville, NC 28806

V-9010 A-9100

mailto:mkelley1@unca.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Triulzi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 1:38:14 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I urge you to ask the legislature to reinstate the tax credit for solar power and electric vehicles and put NC at the
 forefront of the nation in clean sources of energy. I support wind farms, ocean wave power generation, and solar
 electric and hot water. Together these can have a marked effect on lowering electricity from fossil fuels.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Triulzi

PO BOX 13644
Durham, NC 27709

9193212664

V-9011 A-9101

mailto:paul.triulzi@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Carson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 2:01:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Carson

151 Archer Rd
Saluda, NC 28773

V-9012 A-9102

mailto:Bethcarson151@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shelby Patrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 2:37:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shelby Patrick

149 Bronco lane
Jacksonville, NC 28540

V-9013 A-9103

mailto:Uniqueflgirly@Gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: paul gobush
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 4:15:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

paul gobush

31355 clubhouse rd
albemarle, NC 28001

V-9014 A-9104

mailto:gobushpaul@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tripper Scism
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 4:28:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tripper Scism

312 N. Cansler St
Kings Mtn., NC 28086

V-9015 A-9105

mailto:Rockstardemonz@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lane Whitley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 4:45:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lane Whitley

3713 Story Ln
Monroe, NC 28112

7042892869

V-9016 A-9106

mailto:LWHITLEY46@GMAIL.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Singletary
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 4:49:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Singletary

4481 Calico Street
Hope Mills,  28348

V-9017 A-9107

mailto:D.grantland53@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Dunn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 4:57:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Dunn

1304 Valleymede Road
Greensboro, NC 27410

3362079163

V-9018 A-9108

mailto:dunn.michaelr@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melody Wilkes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 5:00:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melody Wilkes

3450 Hahn Blvd
Concord, NC 28025

V-9019 A-9109

mailto:woodswalk@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Galligan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 5:03:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Galligan

4278 Aviemore  Run
Burlington, NC 27215

V-9020 A-9110

mailto:Zebcake@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Messersmith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 5:07:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Messersmith

7 Beech Slope Way
Durham, NC 27713

V-9021 A-9111

mailto:Beth_messersmith@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherry Wilkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 5:31:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sherry Wilkins

3600 Tremont Drive
Apartment E8
Durham, NC 27705

V-9022 A-9112

mailto:wilkins.sherry@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Arthur Krueger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 5:33:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Arthur Krueger

1216 Chronicle Dr
Durham, NC 27703

984-219-1993

V-9023 A-9113

mailto:afkrueger@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Doug Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 5:59:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Doug Scott

806 Bright Rd
Apt 810
Findlay, OH 45840

V-9024 A-9114

mailto:dougscott10@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robyn Neaville
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 6:07:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robyn Neaville

504 Briardale Ave
Cary, NC 27519

V-9025 A-9115

mailto:Rneaville@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julia Martinelli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 6:16:11 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julia Martinelli

8918 Landing Drive, SW
Sunset Beach, NC 28468

V-9026 A-9116

mailto:jdmartinelli222@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Indira Ycaza
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 6:21:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Indira Ycaza

133 Woodpecker Ln
Apt 14
Boone, NC 28607

V-9027 A-9117

mailto:indiray123@aim.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Hoppins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 6:43:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Hoppins

5703 Oak Tree Road
Greensboro, NC 27455

3363920831

V-9028 A-9118

mailto:Jennyhoppins@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat Seibert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 7:07:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pat Seibert

1260 Beaver Creek Rd
Mayodan, NC 27027

V-9029 A-9119

mailto:seibert.pat@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Spahr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 7:07:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Spahr

4910 Pompano Ct
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-9030 A-9120

mailto:dmcourtspahr1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Todd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 7:11:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Todd

11312 Costigan Ln
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-9031 A-9121

mailto:Donna73@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: paula mcwhirter-buck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 7:19:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are PURPOSEFULLY setting North Carolina up to
 fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department
 of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing (for
 once) and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

paula mcwhirter-buck

5801 bald mountain rd
burnsville, NC 28714

V-9032 A-9122

mailto:pkmcbuck@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pam Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 7:25:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pam Davis

6529 Valinda Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-9033 A-9123

mailto:pdavisappraiser@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Vecellio
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 7:31:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Vecellio

305 Meadow Pathway Drive
Fletcher, NC 28732

V-9034 A-9124

mailto:cvecellio1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Kennady
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 7:43:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Kennady

8801 Live Oak Drive
Charlotte, NC 28227

704-573-3378

V-9035 A-9125

mailto:kkennady@ci.charlotte.nc.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clarice Reber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 7:49:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Clarice Reber

7919 Blue Heron Dr. W, Apt. 305
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-9036 A-9126

mailto:claricereber@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: nathan holder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 7:54:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

nathan holder

919 Shellbrook Ct Apt 8
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-9037 A-9127

mailto:nathan.t.holder@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Slade
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 7:55:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joseph Slade

3369A Cox Road
W. Jefferson, NC 28694

V-9038 A-9128

mailto:sladejoe@skybest.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Skinner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 7:55:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Skinner

636 McGinnis Lane
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-9039 A-9129

mailto:skinee71@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Benoit
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 7:59:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Benoit

37 Oak Hill Drive
Asheville, NC 28806

V-9040 A-9130

mailto:sarahdeborahbenoit@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Rundle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:03:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve Rundle

4331 Eagle Lake Drive
Charlotte, NC 28217

V-9041 A-9131

mailto:steve.rundle@inartdesigns.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Josh Hart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:03:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Josh Hart

712 Noconia Place
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526

V-9042 A-9132

mailto:Harts.fv@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicole McPhail
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:07:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nicole McPhail

20 Nandina Dr
Greensboro, NC 27455

V-9043 A-9133

mailto:nicolemcphail@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine Nichols
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:07:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christine Nichols

622 Worthville St
Randleman, NC 27317

V-9044 A-9134

mailto:christine@northstate.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Bevans
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:07:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Bevans

15928 Youngblood Rd
Charlotte, NC 28278

V-9045 A-9135

mailto:Kpisinger@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rod Mann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:13:41 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rod Mann

220 Woodleigh Road
Knotts Island, NC 27950

2524293009

V-9046 A-9136

mailto:rodmann@cox.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Brunick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:13:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Brunick

14133 Walkers Crossing Dr
Charlotte, NC 28273

V-9047 A-9137

mailto:cbrunick@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gloria Rogers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:19:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gloria Rogers

3806 Griffis Glen Drive
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-9048 A-9138

mailto:lady_bug0163@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol moldoveanu
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:21:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol moldoveanu

650 woodbriar ct
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-9049 A-9139

mailto:carolm@worldshare.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kate Murray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:26:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kate Murray

310 W Villa Dunes DR
Nags Haead, NC 27959

V-9050 A-9140

mailto:kateajones100@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alison Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:32:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alison Jones

3028 Beringer Dr
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28306

V-9051 A-9141

mailto:alison.jones98@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Engles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:34:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Engles

10628 TREDWOOD DR
RALEIGH,  27614

V-9052 A-9142

mailto:dfe51@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Boudreau
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:37:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Boudreau

148 Jade Rd
Sylva, NC 28779

V-9053 A-9143

mailto:jkyleboudreau@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kirby Maram
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:37:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kirby Maram

330 Wolf Ridge Trl
Boone, NC 28607

V-9054 A-9144

mailto:kirbymaram@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kirby Maram
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:39:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kirby Maram

330 Wolf Ridge Trl
Boone, NC 28607

V-9055 A-9145

mailto:kirbymaram@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Forbes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:40:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane Forbes

635 Bear Tree Creek
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

919-533-6632

V-9056 A-9146

mailto:Jforbes988@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cierra Tabony
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:47:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cierra Tabony

106 Antioch Plantation Rd
Matthews, NC 28104

V-9057 A-9147

mailto:ctabony@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darci Gold
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:49:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darci Gold

420 Fisher Park Circle
Greensboro, NC 27401

V-9058 A-9148

mailto:Dgold420@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelly Picarsic
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:01:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kelly Picarsic

6715 Reddman Road
Charlotte, NC 28212

V-9059 A-9149

mailto:kelly@cleanaircarolina.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nel Hornaday
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:02:15 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nel Hornaday

1006 Newington Way
Apex                       NC                               27502
Apex, NC 27502

V-9060 A-9150

mailto:Nel.horn03@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alice Ann Williamson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:04:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alice Ann Williamson

209 Robert E. Lee Drive
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-9061 A-9151

mailto:aliceann@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Logan Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:07:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Logan Davis

25 Danbury Ct
Pittsboro, NC 27312

919-801-2886

V-9062 A-9152

mailto:loganhamiltondavis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Justin Rienerth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:10:15 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Justin Rienerth

123 Wrightsville Blvd
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948

V-9063 A-9153

mailto:justin@rienerth.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: pamela christian
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:13:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

pamela christian

2675 Cottage Place
Greensboro, NC 27455

V-9064 A-9154

mailto:pamela.christian@lfg.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leon Morton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:13:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leon Morton

5721 Church Rd
Graham, NC 27253

336 525 2018

V-9065 A-9155

mailto:sabaki47@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tracy OBrien
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:13:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tracy OBrien

3381 Rebecca Drive
Summerfield, NC 27358

V-9066 A-9156

mailto:safehavin@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pam Isacks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:17:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the EPA's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As the
 effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon
 emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and NCDEQ are purposefully setting NC up to fail with the federal requirements
 under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the NCDEQ is denying NC  a plan that works best
 for our state, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing  Washington to determine what is best for our
 state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for our economy. Please do the right thing and protect our
 clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pam Isacks

9029 JM Keynes Dr  #62
Charlotte, NC 28262

7042361853

V-9067 A-9157

mailto:pisacks@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert McIver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:17:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert McIver

1108 West Friendly Ave
Apartment 3
Greensboro, NC 27401

3369083628

V-9068 A-9158

mailto:rmciver4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Halll
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:17:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Halll

572 Tracy circle
Boone, NC 28607

V-9069 A-9159

mailto:Mypassionrx@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine Collette
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:20:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christine Collette

6191 Timberlane Terr
Hickory, NC 28601

V-9070 A-9160

mailto:christine.collette79@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Myra Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:21:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Myra Scott

128 Shelton st
Waynesville, NC 28786

V-9071 A-9161

mailto:Myraascott@hotmail.con
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Dunn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:21:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Dunn

622 Waynick Blvd unit 102
Wrightsville Beach, NC 28480

V-9072 A-9162

mailto:khdnc1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Everett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:23:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric Everett

14 Forest Ridge Drive
ARDEN, NC 28704

V-9073 A-9163

mailto:nyla10580@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Holcomb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:23:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debra Holcomb

12621 Woodwinds Circle
Laurinburg, NC 28353

V-9074 A-9164

mailto:Registerscotland@roadrunner.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lindsey Dimond
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:23:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lindsey Dimond

charlotte
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-9075 A-9165

mailto:lindsey.dimond@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Niegelsky
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:29:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Niegelsky

140 W Franklin St #427
Chapel Hill NC,  27516

V-9076 A-9166

mailto:leeniegelsky@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amber Hartgrove
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:30:11 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amber Hartgrove

3041  Tom SAVAGE Drive
Harrisburg, NC 28075

17044017996

V-9077 A-9167

mailto:ambercmaxwell@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wayne Hale
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:33:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wayne Hale

3601 Fieldgate Rd
Greensboro, NC 27406

(336) 674-3326

V-9078 A-9168

mailto:wahale@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Baran
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:35:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Baran

2424 Holloway Terrace
Raleigh, NC 27608

9193327998

V-9079 A-9169

mailto:sandybeeeee@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carson Harkrader
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:35:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carson Harkrader

122 S Bellvue Ave
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-9080 A-9170

mailto:carsonharkrader@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry Baldwin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:40:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larry Baldwin

411 Church Road
New Bern, NC 28560

2526701413

V-9081 A-9171

mailto:larry.baldwin56@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:40:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Allen

1017 Vestavia Woods Drive
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-9082 A-9172

mailto:carol1017@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: April Gunning
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:43:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

April Gunning

2521 Breuster Dr
Charlote, NC 28210

V-9083 A-9173

mailto:april@homefashionstailoring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: daniel bossut
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:43:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

daniel bossut

109 W 13th st
Greenville, NC 27834

V-9084 A-9174

mailto:danielbossut@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ella Rae
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:43:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By campaigning a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ella Rae

65 Lookout Rd c2
Asheville, NC 28804

V-9085 A-9175

mailto:p.rae@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gayle Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:45:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gayle Thompson

6357 North NC Hwy. 62
Burlington, NC 27217

V-9086 A-9176

mailto:gfoylesthom@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jim Stiles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:49:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jim Stiles

603 Oakgrove Drive
Graham, NC 27253

336-229-7955

V-9087 A-9177

mailto:jstiles05@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzanne Herrington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:49:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Herrington

345 McCaskill Road
Carthage, NC 28327

V-9088 A-9178

mailto:mbscbelle@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Lemieux
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:53:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise Lemieux

1841 ALEXANDER HIGHLANDS DR., APT 307
Charlotte, NC 28262

V-9089 A-9179

mailto:DeniseSLemieux@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Menendian
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:53:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Menendian

109 anchor point
West End, NC 27376

V-9090 A-9180

mailto:cathymenendian@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Howell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:59:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Howell

113 Arbor Dr
Greenville, NC 27858

V-9091 A-9181

mailto:susanhowell2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Faith McNamara
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:03:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Faith McNamara

50065 Live Oak Lane
Frisco, NC 27936

V-9092 A-9182

mailto:Faithmc0@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:10:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Smith

100 Main Street
Charlotte, NC 28227

V-9093 A-9183

mailto:jennifer151825@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Leaf
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:14:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Leaf

722 Patriots Pointe Dr
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-9094 A-9184

mailto:jenleaf138@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John divers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:16:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John divers

2525 Springmoor Cir
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-9095 A-9185

mailto:juandivers@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Pelick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:16:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Pelick

2186 w paradise harbor dr
connelly Springs, NC 28612

V-9096 A-9186

mailto:dpelick2186@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angelica Lewis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:19:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angelica Lewis

11544 Briddle Hall Ct
Charlotte, NC 28214

V-9097 A-9187

mailto:Angellwilliams@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Cleaveland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:19:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Cleaveland

418 Hamlet Ave
Carolina Beach, NC 28428

V-9098 A-9188

mailto:meddersb@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Monforte
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:22:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Monforte

744 Riding Crop Court
Indian Trail, NC 28079

V-9099 A-9189

mailto:tjmonforte@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ryan Ford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:25:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ryan Ford

2025 spring valley dr
Clayton, NC 27520

V-9100 A-9190

mailto:Ryanford12@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Hinnant
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:26:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Hinnant

503 mt. Vernon dr. NW
Wilson, NC 27893

V-9101 A-9191

mailto:Sciolymp@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: penny johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:28:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

penny johnson

1437 miller street
winston salem, NC 27103

V-9102 A-9192

mailto:johnsonelectronics@prodigy.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Hein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:33:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Hein

27 locust cove
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-9103 A-9193

mailto:Snhein3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alexis Marti
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:35:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alexis Marti

102 Friendly Ln
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-9104 A-9194

mailto:smartimarti202@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Bulla
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:37:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Bulla

202 MacGregor Dr
Beaufort, NC 28516

V-9105 A-9195

mailto:Sbulla111@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Samuel Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:47:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Samuel Miller

529 Hillwood Ct
Greensboro, NC 27410

3362024712

V-9106 A-9196

mailto:sdmille2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Coulson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:49:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Ideology should never trump common sense, and the Clean Power Plan is the ultimate in a sensible solution to what
 we already know is a serious problem, and one that could do us in if we don't address it now. I support the
 Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan
 (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change
 continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Coulson

1001 Reems Cove Rd
Marshall, NC 28753

V-9107 A-9197

mailto:dixiespal@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: tim mckeithan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:49:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

tim mckeithan

140 mallard court
duck, NC 27949

252-261-8805

V-9108 A-9198

mailto:saorse7@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:58:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Smith

5547 Hamstead Crossing
Raleigh, NC 27612

919-787-8334

V-9109 A-9199

mailto:supersmitty99@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Hughes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:58:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Hughes

34 Pleasant Street
Apt. 5A
Woodstock, VT 05091

V-9110 A-9200

mailto:jdh8941@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Dunn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:01:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Dunn

905 Runaway Bay
New Bern, NC 28562

V-9111 A-9201

mailto:asdunn@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maureen Linneman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:04:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maureen Linneman

131 Arlington st
Asheville, NC 28801

8282549115

V-9112 A-9202

mailto:reenielin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keyana Bourne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:05:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Keyana Bourne

2525 booker creek rd
Chapel hill, NC 27515

V-9113 A-9203

mailto:keyanabourne@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Violet Goodson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:15:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Violet Goodson

1283 Old Smith Chapel Road
Mount Olive, NC 28365

V-9114 A-9204

mailto:vsgoodson@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ashley Chambliss
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:22:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ashley Chambliss

26 Francis St
Waynesville, NC 28786

V-9115 A-9205

mailto:bigocean@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Tyler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:25:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Tyler

10411 Rosegate Ct
Raleigh, NC 27617

V-9116 A-9206

mailto:tylerbobby21@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Helgaleena Healingline
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:25:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Helgaleena Healingline

box 6121
Monona, WI 53716

V-9117 A-9207

mailto:helgaleenas@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Greenberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:29:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Greenberg

2000 Hillock Place
DURHAM, NC 27712

V-9118 A-9208

mailto:birdbabe@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Glenn Bradley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:31:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Glenn Bradley

12504 garden tree  ln
raleigh, NC 27614

V-9119 A-9209

mailto:gbradley63@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Weintraub
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:35:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

When historians look upon this age we live in, will they see leaders who took the long view that protected the health
 and safety of future generations or will they see short-sighted pundits who cared only for their own political
 futures? 

I'm hoping that you are among the foresighted people who like me support the Environmental Protection Agency's
 recently proposed limits on carbon pollution. As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
 effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon
 emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Weintraub

PO Box 1066
Flat Rock, NC 28731

V-9120 A-9210

mailto:greenmentch@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Monica Embrey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:36:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Monica Embrey

501 Mercury St
Charlotte, NC 28205

7734190963

V-9121 A-9211

mailto:Monica.Embrey@greenpeace.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ranga Narasimhan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:36:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ranga Narasimhan

1100 fulbright dr
Building
Morrisville, NC 27560

6092356140

V-9122 A-9212

mailto:n_rangaa@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Shungu
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:37:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I consider dealing with global warming The Most Important Issue facing our country.  I truly want a livable world
 for my grandchildren who are just being born now.  I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently
 proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to
 rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, it is imperative that we
 reduce our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise Shungu

408 Berlin Way
Morrisville, NC 27560

9194630044

V-9123 A-9213

mailto:shungu.denise@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maria Montes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:38:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maria Montes

POB 42134
Fayetteville, NC 28309

V-9124 A-9214

mailto:dotdinero@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:43:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Davis

117 Donegal Drive
CHAPEL HILL, NC 27517

V-9125 A-9215

mailto:nancyworth.davis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Wu
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:52:13 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrew Wu

8729 Valentine Ct
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-9126 A-9216

mailto:awwwww@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JOHN CARTER
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:53:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Is Duke Power paying you to poison you voters?

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP. Why are you trying to kill the future children and sicken you constituents.?

Your personal and state agency energy and emissions plans are a farce. I think you should subject yourself to the
 contaminants in a closed area and see if you still like your structure. Look at your education plan - a failure.
 Companies will not come to a polluted state
.
Your personal and state agency energy and emissions plans are a farce. I think you should subject yourself to the
 contaminants in a closed area and see if you still like your structure. Look at your education plan - a failure.
 Companies will not come to a polluted state.

Do Something right. Why did I vote for you?

Sincerely,

JOHN CARTER

6 Pickerel Place
THOMASVILLE,  27455

336-286-8108

V-9127 A-9217

mailto:SAYJOHNFIRST@HOTMAIL.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Cox
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 12:10:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Cox

509 Huron Rd
Raleigh, NC 27610

9195235622

V-9128 A-9218

mailto:therealamycox@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Zandra Blankenship
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 12:22:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Zandra Blankenship

2717 Brigadoon Drive
Apr 1
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-9129 A-9219

mailto:zblank718@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kiley Rosier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 12:31:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kiley Rosier

4809 College Acres Drive
Wilmington, NC 28403

6038097521

V-9130 A-9220

mailto:kileyrosier@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lucy Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 12:54:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lucy Parker

430 S 23rd St
Wilmington, NC 28304

V-9131 A-9221

mailto:Truffles57@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Gray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 1:01:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Gray

187 Fox Springs Dr
Hayesville, NC 28904

V-9132 A-9222

mailto:steve1948@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Capone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 1:10:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Capone

112 Now Boys Loop
Surf city, NC 28445

V-9133 A-9223

mailto:Mcbythesea@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Madonna
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 1:25:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Madonna

2005 Northstar place
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-9134 A-9224

mailto:donna10708@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cristina Yen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 1:25:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cristina Yen

301 Green Pasture Rd
Mebane, NC 27302

V-9135 A-9225

mailto:mcrisyen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jan Carroll
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 1:40:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jan Carroll

6833 George Hildebran Sch. Rd
Hickory, NC 28602

8283972661

V-9136 A-9226

mailto:jan_c28602@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: helga loose
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 1:43:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

helga loose

644timber dr
wendell, NC 27591

V-9137 A-9227

mailto:helga1619@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Aaron Snipes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 1:51:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Aaron Snipes

308 S Blount St
Raleigh, NC 78751

V-9138 A-9228

mailto:atsnipes@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: THEODORE ZIOLKOWSKI
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 1:54:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

THEODORE ZIOLKOWSKI

4421 OLD WOOD COURT
KERNERSVILLE, NC 27284

V-9139 A-9229

mailto:tziolkowski@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Juliana Baxley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 1:55:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Juliana Baxley

415 pecan dr
Selma, NC 27576

V-9140 A-9230

mailto:Ana.baxley@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christen Harden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 2:01:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

In light of the similar current contoversy in Flint, MI, my home state, I support the Environmental Protection
 Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma
 rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should
 be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christen Harden

3425 cross winds rd
Charlotte, NC 28227

V-9141 A-9231

mailto:christenpaulharden@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Scoggin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 2:07:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Scoggin

Lake View Drive
Pinehurst, NC 28374

V-9142 A-9232

mailto:mcscoggin@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Swofford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 2:07:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Swofford

Rutherford Rd
Marion, NC 28752

4043132554

V-9143 A-9233

mailto:cherylswofford@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Wolfe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 2:14:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Wolfe

rt 1
Youngsville, NC 27596

V-9144 A-9234

mailto:jwolfe731@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erica Rice
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 2:16:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erica Rice

1276 south goose Creek rd
Grantsboro, NC 28529

V-9145 A-9235

mailto:Holymolycowgirl@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caitlin Breen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 2:21:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Caitlin Breen

314  S. Aycock St
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-9146 A-9236

mailto:Catbreen92@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Schmitz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 2:25:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Schmitz

5038 Scaleybark Ct
Indian Trail, NC 28079

V-9147 A-9237

mailto:stephanieandtimschmitz@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maryanne R. Rackoff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 2:31:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

It is my understanding that you proposal will be in purposeful violation of the laws of the United States. You take an
 oath to uphold those laws, need I remind you?

Please rethink your present plan.

Sincerely,

Maryanne R. Rackoff

45 Tree Top Dr
Arden, NC 28704

V-9148 A-9238

mailto:maryannerackoff@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Schillo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 2:34:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Why would you not want to be a leader in this movement to get control of greenhouse gases?  Clean air is good for
 our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and keep our air from
 getting any worse!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Schillo

6 Brook Terrace
Asheville, NC 28805

V-9149 A-9239

mailto:library@craftguild.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eva Rogers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 2:43:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and the environmental agency are setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
 requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental
 Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our
 community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eva Rogers

300 W. Woodcroft Pkwy, #20D
Durham, NC 27713

V-9150 A-9240

mailto:ebrog43@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Abigail Canela
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 2:55:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Abigail Canela

179 Wiggins Rd
Fairmont, NC 28340

V-9151 A-9241

mailto:Acanela04.ac@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Brezny
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 3:03:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

NC should have a clean power plan that does better than the one proposed by the president.

Our state has vast renewable resources, from wind on the coast and in the mountains, to solar everywhere, yet our
 state's renewable energy plan is an embarrassment to the world.  We have all the technology and natural resources
 needed to capture the triple bottom line benefits of implementing a renewable energy infrastructure, yet, our state
 pushes for fracking?... Yeah that's a good idea. 

We don't really need clean air, clean water, a terror-proofed energy grid, a more reliable and affordable energy
 system that provides good, long term jobs while eliminating the huge costs of the public health burden caused by
 fossil fuel use...Nah, let's just pollute our state with the status quo, drilling and burning.  Good choice!

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Brezny

40 Highland St
ASHEVILLE, NC 28801

8283601234

V-9152 A-9242

mailto:pb@purplecat.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Joyce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 3:04:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.
Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Joyce

PO Box 2542
Brevard, NC 28712

V-9153 A-9243

mailto:tominbrevard@webtv.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tina Michel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 3:10:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tina Michel

81 Gray Duster Circle
Biltmore Lake, NC 28715

V-9154 A-9244

mailto:redeaus@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mary kerr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 3:19:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

mary kerr

3148 Champaign St
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-9155 A-9245

mailto:vmebkerr@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wanda Negron Hernandez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 3:22:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wanda Negron Hernandez

1517 Middle sound loop Rd
Wilmington, NC 28411

9107263636

V-9156 A-9246

mailto:wandaivelisse82@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Hall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 3:25:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please stop ignoring the science and taking NC backwards in intelligence.  Support the Environmental Protection
 Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP) to keep God's gift to
 us safe from pollution and blind selfish greed.
As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to
 increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Hall

209 TELLICO PL
CARY, NC 27519

V-9157 A-9247

mailto:weshall2001@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eva Duggins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 3:29:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eva Duggins

137 Kingfisher Dr
Troy, NC 27371

V-9158 A-9248

mailto:eduggins@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Steiner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 3:44:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Steiner

56 Deerbrook Alley
Hayesville, NC 28904

V-9159 A-9249

mailto:ssteiner76@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Clemen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 3:55:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Clemen

3805 Westcrest St
Durham, NC 27705

9198050141

V-9160 A-9250

mailto:margaretclemen@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maria Kingery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 3:56:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a solar and energy efficiency business owner for the past 15 years, I've seen first hand how many North
 Carolinians want to
power their homes and businesses with clean energy. For many years, NC was viewed as a leader in this new area of
 opportunity, however that is rapidly changing.

I was very disappointed to learn that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up
 to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the
 Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for
 North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what
 is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maria Kingery

2329 Windy Woods Dr
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-9161 A-9251

mailto:mkingery@southern-energy.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Melvin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 4:21:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Melvin

7321 Massachusetts Ct
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-9162 A-9252

mailto:uncdrose@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Riley Ferrar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 4:27:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Riley Ferrar

117 summer breeze ct
Statesville, NC 28677

V-9163 A-9253

mailto:rileyferrar@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Luster
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 4:34:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Luster

1237 Gatehouse Dr
Cary, NC 27511

V-9164 A-9254

mailto:susisolar@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Weil
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 5:00:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Weil

4125 Farrington Road
Durham, NC 27707

V-9165 A-9255

mailto:cweil@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marie Weil
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 5:01:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marie Weil

4125 Farrington Road
Durham,  27707

V-9166 A-9256

mailto:cweil@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Natalie Iannucci
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 5:03:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Natalie Iannucci

40 Tipperary Dr
asheville, NC 28806

V-9167 A-9257

mailto:nhaynes86@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Philip Craig
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 5:26:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Philip Craig

651 Blackbeards Vw
Bath, NC 27808

2522957993

V-9168 A-9258

mailto:philc145@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susanne J. Loar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 5:35:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susanne J. Loar

428 Biltmore Ave
Asheville, NC 28801

8282737603

V-9169 A-9259

mailto:susanne.loar@msj.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marcus Jennette
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 5:41:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marcus Jennette

100 Hodges Grocery Rd
Washington, NC 27889

V-9170 A-9260

mailto:jennette3z459@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lois Finelli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 5:43:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lois Finelli

34 Brownstone Drive
Asheville, NC 28806

V-9171 A-9261

mailto:TLFinelli@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Yukiko Yokono
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 6:23:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Yukiko Yokono

9625 Vinca Circle
Charlotte,  28213

V-9172 A-9262

mailto:yoconopeace@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Stone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 6:34:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Stone

184 Academy Avenue NW
Concord, NC 28025

704-721-0682

V-9173 A-9263

mailto:tom@environmentalspillcontrolllc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: E. Houston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 6:35:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).   As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP.   By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and is instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state.   Nothing about this makes sense!

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

E. Houston

Hillsborough Ave
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-9174 A-9264

mailto:responses098@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan Ward
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 6:43:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joan Ward

11514 Snyder Church Rd
Baltimore, OH 43105

V-9175 A-9265

mailto:MOVINGJ2BEACH@AOL.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon House
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 7:25:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon House

1712 Damascus Church Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-9176 A-9266

mailto:sphouse@email.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Weil
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 7:25:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Weil

106 Lindsey St
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-9177 A-9267

mailto:sarah56@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ginny Matsey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 7:26:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ginny Matsey

5604-c Falls of Neuse Rd
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-9178 A-9268

mailto:ginnymatsey@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura West
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 7:27:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura West

109Fontaine Dr
Asheville, NC 28804

V-9179 A-9269

mailto:lrwest@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Millicent Troupe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 7:37:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Millicent Troupe

133 Wintermist Drive
Cary, NC 27513

V-9180 A-9270

mailto:mtroupe@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maureen Richmond
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 7:43:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maureen Richmond

2040 Martin Street
Burlington, NC 27217

V-9181 A-9271

mailto:starsong1208@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristine Leatherman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:08:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kristine Leatherman

1313 Old Mill Rd
Lincolnton, NC 28092

V-9182 A-9272

mailto:leatherman.kristine@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betsy Malpass
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:47:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betsy Malpass

908 Woodbine Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-9183 A-9273

mailto:bjmalpass9@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandi Spier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 8:56:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandi Spier

2127 bluff oak dr
Cary, NC 27519

V-9184 A-9274

mailto:Sandi@patsan.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Dockendorf
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:03:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Dockendorf

1228 Chanteloup Dr
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-9185 A-9275

mailto:Dock@Adventuretreks.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelly Strusky
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:07:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kelly Strusky

301 watchet place
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-9186 A-9276

mailto:Kellys_0424@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alicia Kaplan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:07:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alicia Kaplan

3807 Winborne Ln
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-9187 A-9277

mailto:akaplan25@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Jerrell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:15:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Jerrell

923 Iredell St
Durham, NC 27705

V-9188 A-9278

mailto:cjerrell67@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Nissen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:19:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Nissen

334 Canterbury Road
High Point, NC 27262

V-9189 A-9279

mailto:acnissen@northstate.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian Farris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:25:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian Farris

P.O. Box 111
Rutherford College, NC 28671

V-9190 A-9280

mailto:brianandtrina@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cambreya Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 9:49:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cambreya Smith

1548 Manning Forest Dr
Greenville, NC 27834

V-9191 A-9281

mailto:cambreyasmith@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: keith grosnik
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:15:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

keith grosnik

14009 knox overlook ct
wake forest, NC 27587

V-9192 A-9282

mailto:kgrosnik@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tonia crumpton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 10:19:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tonia crumpton

123 flora McDonald lane
Cary, NC 27511

V-9193 A-9283

mailto:robin_crumpton@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: George Maldonado
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:07:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please be considerate for the health of our children here in North Carolina! Why would you compromise our future
 here in NC?

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

George Maldonado

904 Belhaven Rd
Cary, NC 27513

919-468-9579

V-9194 A-9284

mailto:gjmaldon@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacquelyn Manson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:13:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacquelyn Manson

PO Box 774
Cary, NC 27511

V-9195 A-9285

mailto:jacquelyn@jmmarketingandevents.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Becky McKee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:13:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Becky McKee

PO Box 338
Cashiers, NC 28717

V-9196 A-9286

mailto:bmckee5096@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brady Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:13:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brady Williams

3116 Passour Ridge Ln
Charlotte, NC 28269

9802268338

V-9197 A-9287

mailto:writebrady@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mae Horne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:23:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mae Horne

173 Weaver Dairy Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

9199297476

V-9198 A-9288

mailto:horne173@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matthew Bundy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:25:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Matthew Bundy

206 hoy long road
Winston Salem, NC 27107

3364222936

V-9199 A-9289

mailto:Kazukoyuma@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Goines
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:35:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Goines

1205 N Main
Tarboro, NC 27886

V-9200 A-9290

mailto:thomas.condo@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brianna Honea
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 04, 2016 11:38:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brianna Honea

17 Briarfield Ct
Durham, NC 27713

919-259-4665

V-9201 A-9291

mailto:Abh0213@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: william woodard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 12:08:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

william woodard

2042 braswell rd
smithfield, NC 27577

9196312021

V-9202 A-9292

mailto:wwoodard50@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Al Meadowcroft
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 1:03:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Al Meadowcroft

518 Plymouth Dr
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-9203 A-9293

mailto:teriandal@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chasr Panter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 2:01:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chasr Panter

3320 harrison pike
Chattanooga, TN 37416

V-9204 A-9294

mailto:Ryanschupska@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Leonard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 2:31:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Leonard

3520 Sally Kirk Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-9205 A-9295

mailto:paladin36962@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jon Crawford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 2:33:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jon Crawford

2501 south point rd
Belmont, NC 28012

V-9206 A-9296

mailto:Joncrawford2345@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Polliock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 4:20:11 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Polliock

5100 Timmons Drive
Durham, NC 27713

V-9207 A-9297

mailto:michael_pollock@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marshall Floyd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 7:47:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marshall Floyd

4681 Fielding Knott Rd
Oxford, NC 27565
Oxford, NC 27565

919 693 7312

V-9208 A-9298

mailto:mbfloyd@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Stokes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 7:55:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Stokes

1121 Plateau Lane
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-9209 A-9299

mailto:mstokes5@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: anne fiske
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 7:57:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

anne fiske

410 old swansboro rd
newport, NC 28570

V-9210 A-9300

mailto:fiskeanne@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Culp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 8:04:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pamela Culp

130 Skyview Circle
Asheville, NC 28804

8282557784

V-9211 A-9301

mailto:130pjc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth James
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 8:25:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth James

5724 Sidbury Road
CASTLE HAYNE, NC 28429

V-9212 A-9302

mailto:jamese@uncw.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: BILL Howerton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 8:57:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

BILL Howerton

1225 St. Andrews Drive
Pinehurst, NC 28374

V-9213 A-9303

mailto:bhowerton@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Kovach
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 9:18:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Kovach

817 West Knox Street
Durham, NC 27701

3369533119

V-9214 A-9304

mailto:katie.kovach@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Travis Sullivan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 9:37:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Travis Sullivan

3502 Tall Pine ct
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-9215 A-9305

mailto:tsulli37@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Windsor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 9:45:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Windsor

4335 Sienna Ter
Apt 1D
High Point, NC 27265

V-9216 A-9306

mailto:adataghost@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Emery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 9:53:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Emery

PO Box 1773
Nags Head, NC 27959

V-9217 A-9307

mailto:kimbrly5@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Gustafson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 10:07:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angela Gustafson

4606 Lochaven Drive
Durham, NC 27712

V-9218 A-9308

mailto:angtromba@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Morgan
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 10:15:48 AM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Michael Morgan
501 Dennis Street
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-9219 A-9309

mailto:bigdog0002000@hotmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Aubrey McManus
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: NC needs a strong set of rules to combat carbon emissions
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 10:23:25 AM

Dear Ms. Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers state incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low-income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 program, but the draft rules do not include the program. Please address this and include language supporting this
 program in your final rule.

Thank you.

Aubrey McManus
5425 Rock Service Station Rd
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-9220 A-9310

mailto:doolinguy@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 10:29:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I don't appreciate my very hard earned tax dollars being used to test the EPA rules.  People want a clean world, in
 which their kids can grow up healthy.

As a physician, I know that dirty power plants are linked to childhood asthma. Mercury from burning coal is linked
 to neurocognitive damage in fetuses, leading to lower IQ.  We are harming our young.

  Solar and wind power, combined with conservation don't pollute this way. They have wide popular support. 

You are clearly serving your patrons, the fossil fuel industry, and not the people of our state.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Johnson

9 applecross rd
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-9221 A-9311

mailto:Amy.johnson008@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jody McClung
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 10:31:03 AM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Jody McClung
103 Waters Edge Drive
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-9222 A-9312

mailto:odessawellness@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Sabrina Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 10:32:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sabrina Williams

1250 Clingman Drive
Fort Mill, NC 29715

V-9223 A-9313

mailto:habibs@winthrop.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Felicia Holder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 10:33:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Stop protecting Duke Energy!  Protect our state!  YOU may not be a born & raised North Carolinian, but my family
 is, my husband is, our children are and we want our home state to be clean & safe, not the hazardous, toxic  land
 field dump you and your owners at Duke are dreaming of!  YOU work for US, NOT them!!!!!

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Felicia Holder

72 Doc's Road
Lillington, NC 27546

V-9224 A-9314

mailto:felicia.holder@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alice Ann Williamson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 10:37:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alice Ann Williamson

209 Robert E. Lee Drive
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-9225 A-9315

mailto:aliceann@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Doris Whitfield
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 10:37:25 AM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Doris Whitfield
109 Renwick Ct.
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-9226 A-9316

mailto:doris.whitfield@att.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Champion
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 10:40:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debra Champion

222 Healing Acres Lane
Carthage, NC 28327

V-9227 A-9317

mailto:debralynnchampion@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Baker
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 10:47:41 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Debra Baker
114 Wildlife Rd.
Belmont, NC 28012

V-9228 A-9318

mailto:debrabaker6@aol.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Whiteside
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 10:49:03 AM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Mary Whiteside
26 Highland St.
Asheville, NC 28801

V-9229 A-9319

mailto:Cassie@cassieandallen.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: M Hazeltine
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 10:58:21 AM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

M Hazeltine
7614 Dunbar dr
Sunset Beach, NC 28468

V-9230 A-9320

mailto:Mhazeltine@atmc.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Adam Reaves
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: NC needs a strong set of rules to combat carbon emissions
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 10:59:14 AM

Dear Ms. Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers state incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low-income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 program, but the draft rules do not include the program. Please address this and include language supporting this
 program in your final rule.

Thank you.

Adam Reaves
68 Craggy Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-9231 A-9321

mailto:adam@cleanenergy.org
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: doug franklin
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: NC needs a strong set of rules to combat carbon emissions
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 11:20:06 AM

Dear Ms. Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers state incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low-income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 program, but the draft rules do not include the program. Please address this and include language supporting this
 program in your final rule.

Thank you.

doug franklin
195 D. C. lane
hayesville, NC 28904

V-9232 A-9322

mailto:ldfranklinxx@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Colleen Mashburn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 11:27:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Colleen Mashburn

205 church view dr
Greensboro, NC 27455

V-9233 A-9323

mailto:Colmash19@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Doris Stith
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: NC needs a strong set of rules to combat carbon emissions
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 11:32:51 AM

Dear Ms. Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers state incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low-income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 program, but the draft rules do not include the program. Please address this and include language supporting this
 program in your final rule.

Thank you.

Doris Stith
1816 Lake Drive
Tarboro, NC 27886

V-9234 A-9324

mailto:DorisStithceo@aol.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Holly Demuth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 11:36:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Holly Demuth

44 Jarrett St
Asheville, NC 28806

V-9235 A-9325

mailto:hdemuth@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lena Moser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 11:38:15 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lena Moser

102 Boleyn Loop Rd
New Bern, NC 28562

V-9236 A-9326

mailto:rtmoser@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kay Lowe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 11:45:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kay Lowe

3 Pin Oak Ln
Swannanoa, NC 28778

8285757819

V-9237 A-9327

mailto:kay.lowe08@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Samantha Thomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 11:47:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Samantha Thomas

736 N Forest Hills School Rd
Marshville, NC 28103

V-9238 A-9328

mailto:smt3407@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Hardison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 11:56:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Hardison

11 creek side dr
Arapahoe, NC 28510

V-9239 A-9329

mailto:Garyhardison@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Geraldine Alshamy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 11:59:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Geraldine Alshamy

2509 Remington Road
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-9240 A-9330

mailto:galshamy13@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Carr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 12:01:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Carr

1800 Camden Road Ste 107 126
Charlotte, NC 28203

V-9241 A-9331

mailto:PablitoCarr@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Rennicks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 12:11:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Rennicks

221 Aurora Dr
Asheville, NC 28805

V-9242 A-9332

mailto:jrennicks@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat Moore
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 12:21:10 PM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Pat Moore
1571 queens rd w
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-9243 A-9333

mailto:jpmoore@carolina.rr.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Rhoarey Welsh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 12:43:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rhoarey Welsh

5125 Dana Drive, Apt G
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-9244 A-9334

mailto:rhoareywelsh"@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Juliet van Otteren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 12:44:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Juliet van Otteren

14 Skyview Court
asheville, NC 28803

V-9245 A-9335

mailto:juliet@jvop.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Jacobs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 12:45:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Jacobs

1017 Caudle Woods DR
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-9246 A-9336

mailto:michellleb2002@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Duffy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 12:57:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Duffy

5047 Wyngate Village Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-9247 A-9337

mailto:Duff@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Tyson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 12:59:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Tyson

3618 Griffith rd
Monroe, NC 28112

V-9248 A-9338

mailto:Stysonrn@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: patricia field
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 1:01:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

patricia field

2042 colony rd
gibsonville, NC 27249

336-450-6851

V-9249 A-9339

mailto:patlovesanimals@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Priscilla ivester
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 1:11:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Priscilla ivester

2401 Rosewood Ave
Winston-Salem, NC 27103

V-9250 A-9340

mailto:ivester@wakehealth.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Douglas Randolph
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 1:16:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Douglas Randolph

310 South Elam Avenue
Greensboro, NC 27403

3362659681

V-9251 A-9341

mailto:pazuno80@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Barbour
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 1:19:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Barbour

1526 Tamworth Drive
Charlotte, NC 28210

7049966046

V-9252 A-9342

mailto:bartley.jessica@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alan Field
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 1:49:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alan Field

1414 N Gregson St
Durham, NC 27701

V-9253 A-9343

mailto:spark@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anu Bala
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 1:53:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anu Bala

NCSU
Raleigh, NC 27695

V-9254 A-9344

mailto:anubala16@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Veronica Lindsey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 1:55:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Veronica Lindsey

39 lookout dr
asheville, NC 28804

V-9255 A-9345

mailto:shadsv@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Hughes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 2:08:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Hughes

34 Pleasant Street
Apt. 5A
Woodstock, VT 05091

V-9256 A-9346

mailto:jdh8941@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanne Bunch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 2:10:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joanne Bunch

1077 Woodland Church Road
WAKE FOREST, NC 27587

919-570-1692

V-9257 A-9347

mailto:jbunch@us.ibm.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Sparrow
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: NC needs a strong set of rules to combat carbon emissions
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 2:10:22 PM

Dear Ms. Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers state incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low-income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 program, but the draft rules do not include the program. Please address this and include language supporting this
 program in your final rule.

Thank you.

Katherine Sparrow
4788 Charlie Hipp Rd.
Charlotte, NC 28214

V-9258 A-9348

mailto:kathyntb@bellsouth.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Jean Ingram
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 2:11:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jean Ingram

826 Jonathan Dr
Lowgap, NC 27024

V-9259 A-9349

mailto:Jeannepingram@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elaine Robbins
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 2:24:31 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Elaine Robbins
415 Blowhole Road
Marshall, NC 28753

V-9260 A-9350

mailto:elainerobbins535@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Rusty Painter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d) - public comments
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 3:44:25 PM

I am submitting the following comments as part of the public comment period on NC's
 compliance (or lack thereof) with EPA's clean power rules.

The NC Division of Environmental Quality (DEQ) website says: "The primary plan consists
 of proposed rules for improving efficiency at the state's electric generating units, which the
 Department of Environmental Quality, or DEQ, believes is the only component of the federal
 carbon rule that is legal under the Clean Air Act."

Comment 1 - Do NOT fight the legality of the federal carbon rule. It's pathetic that citizens
 have to fight corporations and our government (especially DEQ) to implement common sense
 solutions to serious health risks. Be a leader in improving "environmental quality" by
 EXCEEDING E.P.A. requirements rather than fighting them with my tax dollars!

Comment 2 - Do NOT allow off-shore drilling of any kind.

Comment 3 - Do NOT allow fracking to extract natural gas or other subsurface fuels.

Comment 4 - Support solar & wind power generation in NC through a variety of incentives
 (all the tools available to government).

Comment 5 - Initiate or expand programs to reduce energy consumption statewide in the
 public and private sector. We clearly need to transition to renewable, non-polluting energy
 sources but significant reductions in pollution (including CO2) can be gained immediately at
 relatively low cost simply by reducing energy consumption. An added bonus is that
 increasing energy efficiency generally yields net cost savings.

The general trend of deregulation, elimination of protection rules and requirements and failure
 to enforce existing environmental regulations at DEQ is disturbing to say the least. Please
 adopt the new EPA rules and strive to exceed goals and standards so NC becomes a leader in
 renewable energy and environmental protection.

Thank you for your consideration of my comments and please don't hesitate to contact me if
 you have any questions.

-William

-- 
William E. Painter, Jr.
2118 Sprunt Ave.
Durham, NC 27705
rusty@ctnc.org

"It shall be the policy of this State to conserve and protect its lands and waters for the benefit
 of all its citizenry.." NC Constitution Article XIV, Section 5.

V-9261 A-9351

mailto:rusty@ctnc.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
mailto:rusty@ctnc.org


From: Lindsey Deignan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 3:47:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lindsey Deignan

2828 Park Ave
Wilmington, NC 28403

9788770995

V-9262 A-9352

mailto:lindsey.deignan@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: PhD Reynolds
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 3:59:01 PM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

PhD Reynolds
400 North Broad Street
Brevard, NC 28712

V-9263 A-9353

mailto:reynoljh@brevard.edu
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Debbie Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 4:25:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debbie Walker

7190 Blackmoor Rd
Kernersville, NC 27284

3367583127

V-9264 A-9354

mailto:walkerdl@wfu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Don Clapp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 4:53:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Don Clapp

PO Box 989
Saluda, NC 28773

7047500411

V-9265 A-9355

mailto:donclapp@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Dillon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 5:01:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Dillon

2909 Rome Anthony Road
Yadkinville, NC 27055

V-9266 A-9356

mailto:annied0901@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jillmarie meyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 5:01:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jillmarie meyer

131 meandering way Lane
mooresville, NC 28117

V-9267 A-9357

mailto:jms9700@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anita Hales
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 5:32:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anita Hales

589 red house rd
smithfield, NC 27577

9199652024

V-9268 A-9358

mailto:ahales65@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nate Pembleton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 5:48:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nate Pembleton

39 American Way
Fletcher, NC 28732

V-9269 A-9359

mailto:Nate@ashevillesolarcompany.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terri Lefler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 5:49:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terri Lefler

59 Fenner Ave
Asheville, NC 28804

V-9270 A-9360

mailto:terri@leflerdesign.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pam Nelligan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 6:31:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pam Nelligan

102 dron place
Wilmington, NC 28409

910-398-4334

V-9271 A-9361

mailto:Pamynell@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Chapman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 7:10:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Chapman

p.o. box 2
Deep Gap, NC 28618

V-9272 A-9362

mailto:silverbellejc@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Goodkind
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: NC needs a strong set of rules to combat carbon emissions
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 7:19:19 PM

Dear Ms. Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers state incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low-income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 program, but the draft rules do not include the program. Please address this and include language supporting this
 program in your final rule.

Thank you.

Mary Goodkind
23 Ridgefield Pl
Biltmore Forest, NC 28803

V-9273 A-9363

mailto:mary@lindleyg.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: trudie kiliru
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 7:39:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

trudie kiliru

6 BAIR CIR
DURHAM, NC 27704

9194718007

V-9274 A-9364

mailto:kilirut@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Sloan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 7:43:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Sloan

163 Autumn View Lane
Murphy, NC 28906

V-9275 A-9365

mailto:Csloan52@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Henry Horton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 7:45:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Henry Horton

704 henry Rd
Franklin, NC 28734

V-9276 A-9366

mailto:wolhogree@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erik Witz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 7:49:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erik Witz

319 Staples Dr
Rolesville, NC 27571

V-9277 A-9367

mailto:erik9@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matt Shaw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 8:05:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Matt Shaw

6057 Yeaton Glen Dr
Winston-Salem, NC 27107

V-9278 A-9368

mailto:mudslidematt2000@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie Johnston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 8:05:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julie Johnston

5240 Apt 1G Samet Drive
High Point, NC 27265

V-9279 A-9369

mailto:jajlove1994@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Mueller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 8:10:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Mueller

409 Moonridge Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9199424937

V-9280 A-9370

mailto:helmutmueller@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roseann Iacovazzi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 9:11:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roseann Iacovazzi

613 Rhododendron Ave
Black Mountain, NC 28711

8287721614

V-9281 A-9371

mailto:riacovazzi6@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Allred
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 9:39:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Allred

4194 Todd St
Sherrills Ford, NC 28673

V-9282 A-9372

mailto:kcallred0917@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Morgan Schell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 9:51:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Morgan Schell

4232 Dumbarton Place
Charlotte, NC 28211

9804227952

V-9283 A-9373

mailto:schellstudios101@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Maness
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 10:33:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Chasing old energy technology will not secure North Carolina's future.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Maness

111 Walnut Creek Dr
Goldsboro, NC 27534

9197789859

V-9284 A-9374

mailto:mitzi671@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Babette Hoelldobler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 10:46:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Babette Hoelldobler

4129 Chatham Hill Dr
Winston  Salem, NC 27104

V-9285 A-9375

mailto:bhoelldobler@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Glenn Romahn
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 11:07:06 PM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Glenn Romahn
4005 Kronos Place
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-9286 A-9376

mailto:gromahn@bellsouth.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Lora Sharkey
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Proposed nc power plan compliance
Date: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 11:40:55 PM

These comments are reflective of the verbal comments I provided at the public hearing on
 January 5 at the Roland Grise Middle school in Wilmington.

I am unsatisfied with the response by NC DEQ and the Environmental Management
 Commission(EMC) to the EPA's proposal to reduce carbon emissions at coal and natural gas
 power plants. The choice to propose a plan that only focuses on the improvement of fossil
 fuel power operation is inadequate and misses the intent of carbon reduction rules. The
 choice of the Governor and the Secretary of DEQ to actively resist national standards to
 significantly reduce atmospheric carbon is non sensible because it is counter productive to
 the mission of the NC DEQ to protect and improve the environment. I also hold the NC
 general assembly and the EMC responsible for shirking the government’s responsibility to the
 citizens to provide direction so we maintain a high level of environmental quality and health
 in our state.
I can not agree with the argument that compliance will reduce profitable jobs and quality of
 life for NC citizens. Other EPA rules; i.e. auto fuel efficiency requirements, sulfur dioxide and
 nitrogen oxide emission reductions, the reduction of mercury and lead from drinking water,
 have done just the opposite to the quality of life in the United States. Human health and
 environmental quality is in a better situation because of the EPA regulations. The proposed
 EPA limits on carbon emissions are one of the steps necessary to seriously address the
 excessive amount of carbon that has caused the acidification of the oceans, warming of the
 water and the overall change in rain distribution in the world.
I urge NC DEQ to rethink this approach to the Clean Power Plan. Instead of being concerned
 with EPA authority, the DEQ needs to propose solutions to reducing carbon in the
 atmosphere. Emphasis on renewable energy power, methane capture at landfills, energy
 efficiency programs for homeowners and research into new fuels should be elements of a NC
 clean power plan.

Lora Sharkey
432 Cades Trail
Southport, NC

Sent from Surface

V-9287 A-9377

mailto:ljsharkey200@outlook.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Valerie Baksa-Cato
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 1:11:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Valerie Baksa-Cato

130 Oak Grove Avenue
Mount Holly, NC 28120

7048273097

V-9288 A-9378

mailto:valeriebc@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Hagy
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 2:17:07 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

David Hagy
100 West Innes Street, #5C
Apt. 5C
Salisbury, NC 28144

V-9289 A-9379

mailto:dhagy@wfu.edu
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Lelia Mencho
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 3:27:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lelia Mencho

518 Sioux Drive
Jacksonville, NC 28549

V-9290 A-9380

mailto:nauticalwheeler@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert du Rivage
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 4:31:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert du Rivage

38 hurst dr
candler, NC 28715

8286332683

V-9291 A-9381

mailto:bobdurivage@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald Frey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 6:20:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I heartily support the position of the N.C. Conservation Network, stated below:

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donald Frey

903 Marguerite Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27106

3367237619

V-9292 A-9382

mailto:frey@wfu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Schulz
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 7:31:11 AM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Peter Schulz
2616 Hargate
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-9293 A-9383

mailto:kayakbldr23@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Schulz
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 7:32:22 AM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Peter Schulz
2616 Hargate
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-9294 A-9384

mailto:kayakbldr23@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Alan Spencer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 8:11:41 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alan Spencer

701 S Elam Ave
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-9295 A-9385

mailto:Alan.spencer66@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Geraghty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 8:23:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Geraghty

2840 Mill Creek Rd
Newport, NC 28570

919-524-5165

V-9296 A-9386

mailto:shrink8447@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacob Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 8:23:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacob Johnson

815 Old Welcome Rd
Lithia, FL 33547

V-9297 A-9387

mailto:jacob51johnson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dallas Burkhardt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 8:31:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dallas Burkhardt

621 Northridge St
Greensboro, NC 27403

6032647755

V-9298 A-9388

mailto:dallasjburkhardt@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stormy Haskett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 8:37:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stormy Haskett

4914 Apt #4 Bogue Ave
Morehead, NC 28557

V-9299 A-9389

mailto:stormyhaskett@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marcy Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 8:49:18 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marcy Jackson

157 Shadow Run Road
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-9300 A-9390

mailto:marcyhr@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Torres
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 8:55:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Torres

5334 Heather Street
Hope Mills, NC 28348

9102578138

V-9301 A-9391

mailto:michelle.torres6477@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Husketh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 8:58:05 AM

Jan 6, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Judy Husketh
1630 Allens Ln
Wilmington, NC 28403-3672
jwhusketh@yahoo.com

V-9302 A-9392

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Hayes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 8:59:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Hayes

147 Spring Hill Lane
Mill Spring, NC 28756

8288948662

V-9303 A-9393

mailto:pnovella@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Helen Fowler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 9:31:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Helen Fowler

2524 Kingsbury Dr
Charlotte, NC 28205

7048370838

V-9304 A-9394

mailto:helen.fowler@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: linda coley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 9:32:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

linda coley

6419 Sharon Hills Rd
charlotte, NC 28210

7045520802

V-9305 A-9395

mailto:mlc755@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bretton Little
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 9:34:16 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bretton Little

2711 Bennington Road
Fayetteville, NC 28303

910-624-5049

V-9306 A-9396

mailto:bclittle0107@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Callahan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 9:55:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

As a retired geology professor I know that using renewables is a little more expensive but you have to figure in the
 medical and  environmental costs of fossil fuels too. When you do the math renewables are are best bet for clean air
 and water.

Please for the sake of our children and grandchildren go with the President's plan.

Thank you.

Prof. Emeritus John Callahan
Boone,NC

Sincerely,

John Callahan

783 Blairmont Dr
Boone, NC 28607

828-264-2554

V-9307 A-9397

mailto:goldjec@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robyn Newcomb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 10:07:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robyn Newcomb

584 N Turkey Creek Road
Asheville, NC 28748

8284503536

V-9308 A-9398

mailto:robynolivia1224@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 10:26:11 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Williams

16 Vance Circle
Lexington, NC 27292

3362486530

V-9309 A-9399

mailto:judithjw@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Regina Titus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 10:31:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Regina Titus

61 Roseanne Lane
Fairview, NC 28730

V-9310 A-9400

mailto:Reggie714@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeanine Crum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 10:43:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeanine Crum

31 Jones Cove Rd
Asheville, NC 28805

V-9311 A-9401

mailto:jeaninecrum@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeannie McKinney
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: NC needs a strong set of rules to combat carbon emissions
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 11:28:57 AM

Dear Ms. Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers state incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low-income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 program, but the draft rules do not include the program. Please address this and include language supporting this
 program in your final rule.

Thank you.

Jeannie McKinney
910 Constitution Dr.
Apt 806
Durham, NC 27705

V-9312 A-9402

mailto:mckinney.jeannie@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: dcignotti@ec.rr.com
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 12:50:31 PM

I am disappointed that Gov. McCrory is again siding with big polluters by joining a suit against the federal
 government in an effort to delay efforts to improve the quality of our air.
The Clean Power Plan is a reasonable initiative, yet by joining other states in a lawsuit against the plan, it has
 become obvious that the NC DEQ has no intention of truly implementing measures that will improve our state's air
 quality. I believe the state needs to do more to lower carbon emissions, not later, but NOW! We should not be
 taking away green energy incentives, we should be increasing them. I had to chuckle at Sheila Holman's comments
 that NC's are already efficient. I believe there is much room for improvement, unfortunately our state's leaders are
 in denial. Highly disappointed in the governor's leadership and in NC DEQ's "conservative" plan.

David Cignotti
105 Live Oak Drive
Wrightsville Beach, NC 28480

V-9313 A-9403

mailto:dcignotti@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Parish
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 12:53:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Parish

2324 41 St Apt 332
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-9314 A-9404

mailto:randallparish@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dwen Andrews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 12:58:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dwen Andrews

3813 Axle Lane
Raleigh, NC 27616

9198567556

V-9315 A-9405

mailto:dwencita@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Harold Lorentson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 1:06:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Harold Lorentson

200 Echo Valley Dr
Bryson City,  28713

8137844315

V-9316 A-9406

mailto:hlorentson@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Lanier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 1:56:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Lanier

2026-E Amelia Church Rd
Clayton, NC 27520

V-9317 A-9407

mailto:david.r.lanier@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: irma stein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 2:14:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

irma stein

284 carolina meadows
chapel hill
nc, NC 27517

V-9318 A-9408

mailto:mannirma@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Motta
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 2:25:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Motta

22 Yadkin St
Clayton, NC 27520

V-9319 A-9409

mailto:Maccagirl1953@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Hudspeth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 2:31:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Hudspeth

11130 JOHNSON DAVIS RD
HUNTERSVILLE, NC 28078

7048751672

V-9320 A-9410

mailto:skiphudspeth@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Moloney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 2:31:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Moloney

HillHouse
507 E. Club Dr
Gastonia, NC 28054

V-9321 A-9411

mailto:ahardrainisgonnafall@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: paula mcwhirter-buck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 2:34:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

paula mcwhirter-buck

5801 bald mountain rd
burnsville, NC 28714

V-9322 A-9412

mailto:pkmcbuck@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Greg Raschke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 2:45:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Greg Raschke

2412 Wentworth Street
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-9323 A-9413

mailto:graschke74@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Ferguson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 2:49:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Ferguson

83 Ferguson Rd
Siler City, NC 27344

V-9324 A-9414

mailto:cferguson1@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bobbi Church
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 3:28:30 PM

Jan 6, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bobbi Church
346 Sam Brewer Rd
Newland, NC 28657-9150
chur2310@bellsouth.net

V-9325 A-9415

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: RLafond546@aol.com
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 3:35:09 PM

I support your NC plan and push back against an overbearing EPA on air quality. Continue the good fight
 against environmental wack jobs!
Ron Lafond
5218 Old Garden Road
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-9326 A-9416

mailto:RLafond546@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Robinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 3:51:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions. And as an
 asthmatic myself - clean air is very important personally to me.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Coming from California were we support High air quality standards I am very disappointed in the lack of attention
 to this with our current government. Clean air (and water) is good for our families, our environment and for North
 Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Robinson

1713 Colombard Ct
Wake Forest, NC 27587

4082348440

V-9327 A-9417

mailto:lrobinson1713@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Fairall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 3:58:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Fairall

4828 Selwyn Dr
Winston-Salem, NC 27104

V-9328 A-9418

mailto:dafair@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charlene Stephens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 4:25:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charlene Stephens

44 Rosewood Ct
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-9329 A-9419

mailto:cestep96@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bonita Belcastro
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 4:37:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bonita Belcastro

4008 Olde Waverly Way
Fuquay, NC 27526

V-9330 A-9420

mailto:bonita48@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: B. William Irlbeck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 5:02:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

B. William Irlbeck

8688 Barrett Ridge Road
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-9331 A-9421

mailto:birlbeck@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Molly Savage
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 5:34:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Molly Savage

105 Van Dyke Rd
Kings Mtn, NC 28086

V-9332 A-9422

mailto:msavage105@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peggy Dyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 5:49:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Dyer

32 Misty Valley Road
_
Fletcher, NC 28732

2486886862

V-9333 A-9423

mailto:coachpeg22@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martin Hazeltine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 6:16:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martin Hazeltine

7614 Dunbar Dr SW
Sunset Beach, NC 28468

V-9334 A-9424

mailto:mhazeltine@atmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Wasch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 6:46:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Wasch

637 Upper Herron Cove Rd
Asheville, NC 28804

V-9335 A-9425

mailto:Rswasch@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Hicks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 6:55:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Hicks

2930 Eddystone Ln
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-9336 A-9426

mailto:gmrichhicks@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charleston Cain
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 7:20:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charleston Cain

9219 Sedgley Dr
Wilmington, NC 28412

(910) 523-7327

V-9337 A-9427

mailto:charlestonc94@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald Saunders
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 7:22:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As an individual who suffers from a chronic breathing problem, I support the Environmental Protection Agency's
 recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates
 continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
 working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donald Saunders

1739 Sunset Dr
Blowing Rock, NC 28605

V-9338 A-9428

mailto:saundersdb@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elaine Napier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 7:28:29 PM

Jan 6, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elaine Napier
1424 Ivey Dr
Charlotte, NC 28205-5317
elainenapier13@gmail.com

V-9339 A-9429

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wendy Hunter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 8:01:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wendy Hunter

408 Rose Crest Court
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-9340 A-9430

mailto:w.mhunter@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nathan Holder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 8:31:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nathan Holder

919 Shellbrook Ct Apt 8
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-9341 A-9431

mailto:nathan.t.holder@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kashida Flood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 8:43:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kashida Flood

411 Spearman Rd
Bolton, NC 28423

9107421881

V-9342 A-9432

mailto:kashidaflood2001@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Branyn Calegar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 9:19:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Branyn Calegar

412 Ardmore rd
Charlotte, NC 27713

V-9343 A-9433

mailto:bcalegar23@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


New signatures

From: mail@changemail.org
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 100 more people signed “Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start protecting clean air”
Date: Wednesday, January 06, 2016 10:18:38 PM

Joelle Burleson – This petition addressed to you on Change.org has new
 activity. See progress and respond to the campaign's supporters.

Gov. McCrory: Stop protecting polluters and start
 protecting clean air
Petition by NORTH CAROLINA CONSERVATION NETWORK ·
 100 supporters

100 more people signed

View petition activity

RECENT SUPPORTERS

Marty Aden

Wilmington, NC ·  Jan 07, 2016

Lorraine Jackson

Roxboro, NC ·  Jan 06, 2016

Jade Smyth

Colorado Springs, CO ·  Jan 06, 2016

Colette Williams

Winterville, NC ·  Jan 06, 2016

V-9344 A-9434

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1tm/J4ZR83bISEGiNwOyBY2oGw/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLHJORydXxns32cC9EN38di4-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1tm/J4ZR83bISEGiNwOyBY2oGw/h0/PI4QvBL3l-2BOH9SHmwuDwC3pIPhGMqPrc16-2B8O81vTP0-3D
mailto:mail@changemail.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1tm/J4ZR83bISEGiNwOyBY2oGw/h1/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLHJORydXxns32cC9EN38di4-3D


Leah Baker

Weaverville, NC ·  Jan 06, 2016

View all 100 supporters

CHANGE.ORG FOR DECISION MAKERS

On Change.org, decision makers like you connect directly with people
 around the world to resolve issues. Respond to let the people petitioning
 you know you're listening, say whether you agree with their call to action,
 or ask them for more information. Learn more.

This notification was sent to daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov, the address listed as
 the decision maker contact by the petition starter. If this is incorrect, please post a
 response to let the petition starter know.

Change.org ·  548 Market St #29993, San Francisco, CA 94104-5401, USA

V-9345 A-9435

http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1tm/J4ZR83bISEGiNwOyBY2oGw/h2/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFR7afhgQt8qiqxEsfwwGOIj2r49ADFZCDgBbebAFHp-2BEpcI-2Bs1TKYD6n00EJbfQXCMjR77RvYkPYt7Wmjkha9i35WqG8wTtJ0-2FXs0i53NWLHJORydXxns32cC9EN38di4-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1tm/J4ZR83bISEGiNwOyBY2oGw/h3/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDX0-2BGtvfuKANZy6q-2Fgt-2FRi5S8HT6eRej1Fy9iCZx0V-2BVzRWZAbix3xCTUIMuQilsnUG-2BmrFp44SvAYb0jKaOh642JeZo60zJhWr3K6PbjcWmD-2FbPL39f5DLDW-2FG72-2FdQA-3D-3D
mailto:daq.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1tm/J4ZR83bISEGiNwOyBY2oGw/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4-3D
http://email.changemail.org/mpss/c/9QA/390KAA/t.1tm/J4ZR83bISEGiNwOyBY2oGw/h4/W9oZwjoGX5ulRlet7FB-2BvDH9d3EBVfLwL-2BI7DKL-2BEOQLrdMduYJIK435C9YCfCzhuyv-2BbGZkPCj287zkwnkZAOr5JysaRFFy5ajqMWjlzmFOGU9yK-2F-2F5vy4GB62Fz0-2FhI0uZVl7a8-2FyaejWiJOVLMDIjTXb0EnFNPO3BS0FdCg4-3D


From: Beth Cleaveland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:03:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Cleaveland

418 Hamlet Ave
Carolina Beach,  38428

V-9346 A-9436

mailto:meddersb@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gloria Foote
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 5:29:24 AM

Jan 7, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gloria Foote
4505 Inlet Pointe Ct
Charlotte, NC 28216-6731
gmfoote54@gmail.com

V-9347 A-9437

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherry McGregor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 6:21:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sherry McGregor

3400 Bent Creek Court
Greensboro,  27410

3365438391

V-9348 A-9438

mailto:idratherbeatsea@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tabitha Thompkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 8:00:04 AM

Jan 7, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tabitha Thompkins
222 Barnes St
Lumberton, NC 28358-7414
tabitha754@gmail.com

V-9349 A-9439

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Snipes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 9:22:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Snipes

4324 Graham Newton Rd
Raleigh, NC 27606

19197791084

V-9350 A-9440

mailto:4654genper@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Trudy Forrest
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 10:49:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Trudy Forrest

1321 Carolina Drive
Sanford, NC 27332

9194996291

V-9351 A-9441

mailto:mouses1321@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matthew Amick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:01:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Matthew Amick

512 Arrowhead Drive
Greensboro, NC 27410

3365088024

V-9352 A-9442

mailto:mvamick12@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Liane Davenport
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:01:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Liane Davenport

105 Prima Dr
Greensboro, NC 27455

3363405196

V-9353 A-9443

mailto:lcdavenp@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lilla Guthrie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:01:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lilla Guthrie

599 NC Hwy. 101
Beaufort, NC 28516

2522690807

V-9354 A-9444

mailto:lillahudnallguhrie@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeffrey Egerton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:01:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Egerton

207 Sedalia Road
Gibsonville, NC 27249

V-9355 A-9445

mailto:jeff.r.egerton@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Claire Friedenberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:01:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Claire Friedenberg

1861 Meadowbrook Drive
Winston Salem, NC 27104

V-9356 A-9446

mailto:Erialc7@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Helms
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:01:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Helms

3340 York Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-9357 A-9447

mailto:kathyhelms1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Purifoy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:01:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Purifoy

126 Riverview Lane
Belhaven, NC 27810

V-9358 A-9448

mailto:Carolinasailor@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christie Lawson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:01:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christie Lawson

3009 Central Ave
High Point, NC 27260

V-9359 A-9449

mailto:christielawson78@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Buchanan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:01:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Buchanan

906 Westview dr
Wilkesboro, NC 28697

V-9360 A-9450

mailto:Buchananwj@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marcia Kerr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:01:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marcia Kerr

163 Cherokee Trail
Henrico, NC 27842

V-9361 A-9451

mailto:Marcia@onlakegaston.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nadine Cobb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:01:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nadine Cobb

2006 Richardson Dr
Reidsville, NC 27320

V-9362 A-9452

mailto:islando1@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alisa Ostwalt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:01:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alisa Ostwalt

232 Essic Road
Mocksville,  27028

V-9363 A-9453

mailto:MMMaggie719@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roy Smith Jr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:01:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roy Smith Jr

3602 Windy Trl
New Bern, NC 28560

V-9364 A-9454

mailto:Southernboundaries@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Barrow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:01:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Barrow

5129 Hwy 101
Newport, NC 28570

V-9365 A-9455

mailto:cwbarrow58@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Fox
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:02:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Fox

1529 Clovercrest Drive
Reidsville, NC 27320

3366137760

V-9366 A-9456

mailto:ketfox27320@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Abbey Sutton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:02:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Abbey Sutton

402 South King Street
Windsor, NC 27983

V-9367 A-9457

mailto:abbeylynn@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Clontz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:02:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Clontz

2003 Potomac Dr
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-9368 A-9458

mailto:spaynntr@juno.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caitlin Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:02:11 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Caitlin Walker

115 Scenic Drive
Purlear, NC 28665

3365668210

V-9369 A-9459

mailto:Caitlinpaigewalker@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stacey Seguin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:02:11 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stacey Seguin

3605 Lake Cove Ct
PO Box 161
Browns Summit, NC 27214

13364808012

V-9370 A-9460

mailto:stacey.seguin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Crissy Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:02:15 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Crissy Anderson

791 NC Highway 62 E
Pleasant Garden, NC 27313

3362071531

V-9371 A-9461

mailto:pasogirl791@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phyllis Shipp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:02:18 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Phyllis Shipp

482 Shipp Rd
Clinton, NC 28328

V-9372 A-9462

mailto:Genesisone@gmx.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Bunch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:03:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cindy Bunch

PO Box 38
marshallberg, NC 28553

2523422771

V-9373 A-9463

mailto:ciwibunch@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martina Christie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:03:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martina Christie

235 Buckiingham Drive
Winterville, NC 29590

V-9374 A-9464

mailto:christiem@ecu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ida Albright
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:03:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ida Albright

414 W. Smith Ave
Winterville, NC 28590

V-9375 A-9465

mailto:Albright.ida@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Haworth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:04:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Haworth

959 Becton Rd
Havelock, NC 28532

V-9376 A-9466

mailto:dhaworth75@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Snider
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:05:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Teresa Snider

325 Yadkin Valley Rd
Advance, NC 27006

V-9377 A-9467

mailto:sniderteresa@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:05:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Jackson

409 W 2nd Ave
Lexington, NC 27292

3362390697

V-9378 A-9468

mailto:t5video@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jillian Geiger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:07:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jillian Geiger

6005 Pea Ridge Pass
Hamptonville, NC 27020

V-9379 A-9469

mailto:idioteque5432@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Butler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:07:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As a responsible and environmentally-conscious citizen, I believe we should
 be working towards reducing our carbon emissions. For the health of our citizens and the environment in which we
 all live, it is the only responsible thing to do. It is time to start representing your constituents, and to stop benefiting
 the large corporations that produce pollution with their practices.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Butler

1333 Cedar Fork Road
Beulaville, NC 28518

252-342-2275

V-9380 A-9470

mailto:surf.dancekb@Yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Arthur Bennett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:10:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Arthur Bennett

4741 Primrose PL
Rocky Mount, NC 27804

V-9381 A-9471

mailto:ArthurKBennett89@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shannon Frazier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:11:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shannon Frazier

1220 w. Northwood st
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-9382 A-9472

mailto:sfrazier127@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erick López
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:13:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality
 denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our
 energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about
 this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erick López

1616 sykes st
Burlington, NC 27215

V-9383 A-9473

mailto:Erickbiggest@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Gonzalez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:15:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Gonzalez

1001 N Main St
Walnut Cove,  27052

V-9384 A-9474

mailto:Susansgonzalez@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Garland Singletary
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:18:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Garland Singletary

38 Timmerman Drive
Elizabeth City, NC 27909

V-9385 A-9475

mailto:garrysingletary@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: steven Tulevech
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:21:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

steven Tulevech

200 Oak Dr
morehead city, NC 28557

V-9386 A-9476

mailto:stulevech@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Ciocan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:27:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Ciocan

1602 Thore Road
Pinnacle, NC 27043

3363512151

V-9387 A-9477

mailto:framncru@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lee Andrews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:29:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lee Andrews

1468 Alamance Church Rd
Greensboro, NC 27406

3363123104

V-9388 A-9478

mailto:lscottandrews@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gayle Tuch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:31:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As the threat of climate change continues to increase, we must work towards reducing our
 carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that your "environmental" agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail under
 the federal requirements of the Clean Power Plan.  We could be leaders in the country, but instead, the state
 administration is digging in their heals in support of the fossil fuel industry. 

By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
 Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and
 instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gayle Tuch

7901 Fair Oaks Court
Clemmons, NC 27012

V-9389 A-9479

mailto:ggtuch@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Danice Horton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:32:18 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Danice Horton

4400 Parliament Court
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-9390 A-9480

mailto:danicewilburn@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deby Jizi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:33:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deby Jizi

3216 Kemptown Square
Waxhaw, NC 28173

7046216792

V-9391 A-9481

mailto:debyjizi@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Ocasio
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:34:13 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Ocasio

1731 Hudson Graham Ln
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-9392 A-9482

mailto:mlocasio68@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:34:16 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debra Baker

114 Wildlife Rd
Belmont, NC 28012

704-840-8026

V-9393 A-9483

mailto:debrabaker6@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Kibler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:34:16 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Kibler

3614 S Rocky River Rd
Monroe, NC 28112

V-9394 A-9484

mailto:Kiblerjohn62@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rea Lachney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:34:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rea Lachney

2209 Wilmore Dr
Charlotte, NC 28203

V-9395 A-9485

mailto:fineline920@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hopefawn Robertson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:35:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hopefawn Robertson

2108 El Verano Cir. apt. H
Charlotte, NC 29210

V-9396 A-9486

mailto:hopefawn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darragh Fertitta-Boutis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:36:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darragh Fertitta-Boutis

801 Gordon Ct
Pilot Mtn, NC 27041

3362933637

V-9397 A-9487

mailto:dfboutis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Hart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:36:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Hart

123 Robin Dr
Advance, NC 27006

V-9398 A-9488

mailto:kimberlyrhart1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Conrad
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:37:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Conrad

102 Blackwood place
Shelby, NC 28150

V-9399 A-9489

mailto:michelleconrad1971@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Daley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:39:41 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Daley

21200 Cold Spring Lane
Cornelius, NC 28031

7045755815

V-9400 A-9490

mailto:lindasdaley@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debi Brause
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:40:15 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debi Brause

627 Cooper Dr
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-9401 A-9491

mailto:dbrause225@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katie Coleman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:43:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katie Coleman

913 Shuman St
Winston salem, NC 27101

V-9402 A-9492

mailto:kt.coleman.119@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Fredericks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:43:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Fredericks

1821 Dilworth Rd East
Charlotte, NC 28203

V-9403 A-9493

mailto:grau_geist30@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alfred Wiggins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:43:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alfred Wiggins

110 Creek Haven Drive
Gastonia, NC 28056

7048138638

V-9404 A-9494

mailto:Daddywayne@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marty Madsen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:46:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marty Madsen

401 homepage circle
Apr
Apex, NC 27502

V-9405 A-9495

mailto:rmmadsen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Hart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:46:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Hart

123 Robin Drive
Advance, NC 27006

3369405112

V-9406 A-9496

mailto:davidhart1@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: lei Zhang
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:49:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

lei Zhang

557 doe run drive
Kernersville, NC 27284

V-9407 A-9497

mailto:Zhanglei90@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katina Boutis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:52:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katina Boutis

801 Gordon ct
Pilot Mtn, NC 27041

V-9408 A-9498

mailto:Katina.boutis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Riddell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:55:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angela Riddell

6589 Pine St
Bailey, NC 27807

2522356242

V-9409 A-9499

mailto:metalneckgal@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Moses
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:55:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Moses

1701 Reynolda Rd
Winston-Salem, NC 27104

V-9410 A-9500

mailto:Onefinedayagain@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Finley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:04:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric Finley

520 Blue Rock Drive
Charlotte, NC 28213

9802535026

V-9411 A-9501

mailto:esfinley@ncsu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Deno
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:06:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angela Deno

1220 NORTH BRIDGE STREET
ELKIN, NC 28621

3364299263

V-9412 A-9502

mailto:angeladeno@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Tyson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:13:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Tyson

3618 Griffith rd
Monroe, NC 28112

V-9413 A-9503

mailto:Stysonrn@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Traci Hamilton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:14:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Traci Hamilton

6138 Candlewood dr
Charlotte, NC 29210

V-9414 A-9504

mailto:mcnham@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marla Soo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:19:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marla Soo

1108 Doverstone Court
Matthews, NC 28104

V-9415 A-9505

mailto:Soopurstar@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: George Andrews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:27:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

George Andrews

6034 Caroline Drive
Matthews, NC 28104

704-668-3993

V-9416 A-9506

mailto:drivesa3@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Lewis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:28:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Lewis

4005 Stoney Creek Church Road
Elon, NC 27244

V-9417 A-9507

mailto:lewisk007@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Harper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:31:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pamela Harper

3177 Gabriel's Creek
Mars Hill, NC 28754

V-9418 A-9508

mailto:Pjharper39@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzan Parrish
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:36:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzan Parrish

713 E. Boyd St Apt. A
Maiden, NC 28650

8284614265

V-9419 A-9509

mailto:sgardella66@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Blackburn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:37:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Blackburn

1260 Buffalo Shoals Rd
Catawba, NC 28609

V-9420 A-9510

mailto:marylblackburn@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Harrison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:37:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Harrison

3634 Sugar Tree Pl
Durham, NC 27713

V-9421 A-9511

mailto:Artemisharrison@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: LD Kranz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:39:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

LD Kranz

Pobox 13
Whittier, NC 28789

8287365971

V-9422 A-9512

mailto:kranzla@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mj Fitzwater
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:39:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mj Fitzwater

P.O box 245
Topton, NC 28781

V-9423 A-9513

mailto:mjftz98@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian Keck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:43:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the EPA's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
 childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to
 increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting NC up to fail with the
 federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the DEQ is denying the
 opportunity to create a plan that works best for NC, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
 bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Do the right thing and protect our air!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian Keck

40 Pinedale Rd
Asheville, NC 28805

V-9424 A-9514

mailto:mrkeckb@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emily Short
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:43:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Emily Short

144 Dryid Hill Rd
Swannanoa, NC 28778

8284232759

V-9425 A-9515

mailto:emilyshort78@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Temeca Shupe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:43:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Temeca Shupe

606 east gold street
Kings mountain, NC 28086

V-9426 A-9516

mailto:whitetiger_86@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hailey Turbyfill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:43:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hailey Turbyfill

15 Mossy Stone Way
Asheville, NC 28806

V-9427 A-9517

mailto:hrturbyfill@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laurie Billadeau
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:45:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laurie Billadeau

2518 Jeff ST
Charlotte, NC 28205

7042316313

V-9428 A-9518

mailto:billadeau68@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melanie Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:49:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melanie Wilson

Woodson dr
old fort, NC 28762

V-9429 A-9519

mailto:melawil369@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melody Mason
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:52:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melody Mason

6304 Lorna Lane
Julian, NC 27283

3365897476

V-9430 A-9520

mailto:melodyannmason@Gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen McConnell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 12:52:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen McConnell

96 Chestnut Street
Mars Hill, NC 28754

8282060257

V-9431 A-9521

mailto:Stephenm696@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Woody Ayers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 1:01:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Woody Ayers

24 East Glenview St
Marion, NC 28752

V-9432 A-9522

mailto:birdayers@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve O"Neil
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 1:01:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve O'Neil

134E. Dogwood Ln
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768

8286068939

V-9433 A-9523

mailto:snakesteve@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat Martin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 1:01:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pat Martin

1001 Woodall Dairy Rd
Benson,  27504

V-9434 A-9524

mailto:Pmartin12@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gillian Iery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 1:01:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gillian Iery

608 Short Spoon Circle
Rocky Mount, NC 27804

2524699894

V-9435 A-9525

mailto:gillianiery@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Bartlett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 1:01:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Teresa Bartlett

102 rainbow lane
Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-9436 A-9526

mailto:Teresabartlett00@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: vesta burnett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 1:11:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

vesta burnett

pob 2246
banner elk, NC 28604

V-9437 A-9527

mailto:organichairdesign@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica parks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 1:13:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica parks

39 ormond ave
Asheville, NC 28806

8287780444

V-9438 A-9528

mailto:selenerising@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Thornton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 1:19:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Thornton

4704 Wilsham Court
Charlotte,  28226

V-9439 A-9529

mailto:Chrysalisseeker@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gerald Roybal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 1:25:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gerald Roybal

2452 Tantelon Place
Winston Salem, NC 27127

V-9440 A-9530

mailto:xred413x@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 1:31:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Allen

1305 Cardinal Pl
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-9441 A-9531

mailto:tallen@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary McGlauflin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 1:31:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary McGlauflin

16 Mulberry Lane
Maggie Valley, NC 28751

8285459490

V-9442 A-9532

mailto:celticwoman127@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bill Carley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 1:33:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bill Carley

8605 Golf Ridge Drive
Charlotte, NC 28277

9104653925

V-9443 A-9533

mailto:billcarleysf@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bruce Holdten
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 1:33:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bruce Holdten

5605 Lands End Court
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-9444 A-9534

mailto:Bruce@americanharbor.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Morlote
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 1:37:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Morlote

1744 Tall Mast Ct
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-9445 A-9535

mailto:Cmorlo@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Siobhan Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 1:37:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Siobhan Wilson

2010 Fall Dr. Apt h
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-9446 A-9536

mailto:Siobhanneila@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Micki Jay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 1:37:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Micki Jay

527 Capeside Dr
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-9447 A-9537

mailto:Mickijay69@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Serena Johns
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 1:38:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Serena Johns

2585 Bradford Ln
Maiden, NC 28650

V-9448 A-9538

mailto:serenarjohns@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vernon Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 1:41:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vernon Moore

302 Euray Moore Rd
Warsaw, NC 28398

9109909292

V-9449 A-9539

mailto:vernonmoore951@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Sakal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 1:43:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Sakal

904-1 Shellbrook Ct
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-9450 A-9540

mailto:S.sakal@sbcglobal.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joy Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 1:55:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joy Smith

26 peace street
Asheville, NC 28806

V-9451 A-9541

mailto:joy.ash333@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anton Kotesky
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:01:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anton Kotesky

4014 Thorndale Road
Indian Trail, NC 28079

V-9452 A-9542

mailto:Kotesky69@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Penny Wallace
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:03:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Penny Wallace

932 Little Mtn. Rd
Waynesville, NC 28786

8284006768

V-9453 A-9543

mailto:Penrus932@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Rayle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:09:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Rayle

15 Borden Ave
Wilmington, NC 28403

910-612-9955

V-9454 A-9544

mailto:Krayle@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eileen Paramore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:14:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eileen Paramore

290 Liberty Park rd
Jacksonville, NC 28540

9105810645

V-9455 A-9545

mailto:eileenparamor@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pam Nelligan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:14:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pam Nelligan

102 Dron Place
Wilmington,  28409

V-9456 A-9546

mailto:Pamynell@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Bowman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:23:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Bowman

7278 Knox Avenue
Connelly Springs, NC 28612

V-9457 A-9547

mailto:ll.bowman@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annette Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:33:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Annette Smith

1104 Imperial Rd
Cary, NC 27511

9192809944

V-9458 A-9548

mailto:nettersmith@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Kepplinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:33:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Kepplinger

2844 Wycliff Road
Raleigh, NC 27607

9196495608

V-9459 A-9549

mailto:anne.kepplinger@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Aubrey McManus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:33:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Aubrey McManus

5425 Rock Service Station Rd
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-9460 A-9550

mailto:doolinguy@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terah Graybeal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:34:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terah Graybeal

210 seacrest drive
Wrightsville beach, NC 28480

V-9461 A-9551

mailto:Terahgraybeal@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Kelly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:34:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Kelly

200 Circle on the Green
Cary, NC 27519

V-9462 A-9552

mailto:sskelly21@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:34:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Parker

621 Transylvania Ave
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-9463 A-9553

mailto:johndempseyparker@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eileen Litchfield
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:34:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eileen Litchfield

6300 Terrace Verde DR.. UNIT 116
Raleigh, NC 27604

9197714133

V-9464 A-9554

mailto:luvspirit@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: amber banks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:34:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

amber banks

101-A Skyhawk ln
Asheville, NC 28806

V-9465 A-9555

mailto:alb899@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:34:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Johnson

2711 Carver St
Durham, NC 27705

9194517472

V-9466 A-9556

mailto:djjohnson2351@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Victor Coggins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:34:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Victor Coggins

950 Bruce Coggins rd
Sanford, NC 27332

V-9467 A-9557

mailto:coggins04@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Alice Holley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:34:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Alice Holley

3151 Walnut Creek Parkway
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-9468 A-9558

mailto:mholley9@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marelise Boshoff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:35:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marelise Boshoff

5804 Yates Mill Pond Road
Raleigh, NC 27606

9197491479

V-9469 A-9559

mailto:Mareliseb9@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary De Hertogh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:35:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary De Hertogh

117 Rosewall Lane
Cary, NC 27511

V-9470 A-9560

mailto:amdehertogh@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Sullivan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:35:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Sullivan

909 Fayetteville Road
Rockingham, NC 28379

V-9471 A-9561

mailto:sullk@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maura Egan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:36:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maura Egan

1329 woodmanor dr
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-9472 A-9562

mailto:Maeko@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Golden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:36:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Golden

3 Innisfree dr
Dirham, NC 27707

V-9473 A-9563

mailto:Karen@futureplanning.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steven Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:36:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steven Johnson

Po box 955
Swansboro, NC 28584

V-9474 A-9564

mailto:steval@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Merchant
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:36:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Merchant

503 PASQUENOKE TRL
Edenton, NC 27932

9196165458

V-9475 A-9565

mailto:llittlelucylou@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Aaron Varner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:37:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Aaron Varner

701 Copperline Dr
Apt. 102
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

19195362801

V-9476 A-9566

mailto:aaronchase1341@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pam Alterman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:37:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pam Alterman

308 Frenchmans bluff dr
Cary, NC 27513

V-9477 A-9567

mailto:Pamgator@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Connie Raper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:37:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Connie Raper

2614 Woodmont Drive
Durham, NC 27705

9196983282

V-9478 A-9568

mailto:Ckraper@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine Robinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:37:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christine Robinson

462 Racine Dr Apt 110 B
Wilmington, NC 28403

9105408461

V-9479 A-9569

mailto:cr9105408461@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peggy Holliday
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:37:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Holliday

209 Wetherburn Lane
Raleigh
NC,  27625

9192191639

V-9480 A-9570

mailto:wordsbypeg40@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lauren Cotter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:39:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lauren Cotter

7905 Foxwood Drive
Raleigh, NC 27165

V-9481 A-9571

mailto:Live.Laugh.Love.Photo@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Viral Joshi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:39:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Viral Joshi

4 Starwood Lane
Durham, NC 27712

V-9482 A-9572

mailto:Viralkb210@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gavin Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:40:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gavin Jones

5951 Sentinel Drive
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-9483 A-9573

mailto:Boyyblu@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Safrit
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:41:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Safrit

9317 Hay Meadow Ct
Raleigh, NC 27603

9197720257

V-9484 A-9574

mailto:asafrit@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenneth Hedges
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:44:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Hedges

7809 Mayapple Place
Raleigh, NC 27613

9195231395

V-9485 A-9575

mailto:stormyhedges@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joy Mix
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:44:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joy Mix

313 E Terminal Blvd
Atlantic Beach, NC 28512

2527147945

V-9486 A-9576

mailto:joymarymix@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Zoya Regensburger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:45:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Zoya Regensburger

3721 Koomen Ln
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-9487 A-9577

mailto:Zoya.c.r.36@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ashlee bonham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:49:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ashlee bonham

po box 341
Knightdale, NC 27545

V-9488 A-9578

mailto:wynnash330@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Grace Egly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:49:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Grace Egly

12401 Glanlivet Way
Raleigh,  27613

V-9489 A-9579

mailto:gegly99@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stuart Bernholc
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:51:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stuart Bernholc

2309 Byrd st
Raleigh, NC 27608

9192084284

V-9490 A-9580

mailto:historymaking101@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Finch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:55:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Finch

1414 Carthage St apt 15
Sanford, NC 27330

V-9491 A-9581

mailto:bfinch57@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: craig austin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:55:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

craig austin

116 Taylor Farm
BROADWAY, NC 27505

9193569753

V-9492 A-9582

mailto:caustin9180@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: doug warren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 2:55:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

doug warren

3305 ferrington ct
apex, NC 27539

9194270855

V-9493 A-9583

mailto:douglas.warren@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrea Crook
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:01:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrea Crook

200 Kelly Road
Sanford, NC 27332

9104785092

V-9494 A-9584

mailto:andrea.crook@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Booth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:03:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Booth

111 NE 14th St
Oak Island, NC 28465

V-9495 A-9585

mailto:sandrad.booth@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tricia Oakley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:07:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tricia Oakley

101 Greenwood Circle
Smithfield, NC 27577

V-9496 A-9586

mailto:triciaoakley@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Sintef
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:08:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Sintef

5223 botany bay dr
raleigh, NC 27616

9192159664

V-9497 A-9587

mailto:jaysin1966@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mike Cowan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:10:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mike Cowan

339 Gorrell St
Greensboro, NC 27406

V-9498 A-9588

mailto:meshje@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Strickland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:19:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Strickland

202 Chiselhurst way
Cary, NC 27513

V-9499 A-9589

mailto:Nightskygazer2@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Goetz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:22:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Goetz

367 French Mountain Dr
Marion, NC 28752

8288035087

V-9500 A-9590

mailto:centurianmastini@rocketmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Layton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:25:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Layton

98 grassy pond lane
richlands, NC 28574

9107509021

V-9501 A-9591

mailto:rlaytoni2@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nathan Bean
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:25:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nathan Bean

368 Florence Dr
Clayton, NC 27527

V-9502 A-9592

mailto:Nbean333@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Coates
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:34:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Coates

2733 Newbold st
Raleigh, NC 27603

9199956216

V-9503 A-9593

mailto:jcoates8@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lorelei Nemcik
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:38:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lorelei Nemcik

605 Runningbrook Lane
Rural Hall, NC 27045

8653135367

V-9504 A-9594

mailto:lnemcik@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Loftus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:38:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Loftus

243 Emerald Prkwy
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

V-9505 A-9595

mailto:lel2052@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Motta
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:39:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Motta

22 Yadkin St
Clayton, NC 27520

V-9506 A-9596

mailto:maccagirl1953@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Walter R Wood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:39:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Walter R Wood

304 Hedrick St
Beaufort, NC 28516

301-907-0170

V-9507 A-9597

mailto:Walt@wrwood.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Wallace
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:40:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric Wallace

105 Sunset Dr
Stanley, NC 28164

V-9508 A-9598

mailto:ewallace001@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: emelyn guinea
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:40:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

emelyn guinea

400 country club road
jacksonville, NC 28546

V-9509 A-9599

mailto:emelyngui@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emily Shaules
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:41:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Emily Shaules

92 B Louisiana Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-9510 A-9600

mailto:eshaules@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Dobias
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:42:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Dobias

5202 Fitzgerald Dr
Wilmington, NC 29405

V-9511 A-9601

mailto:Now7zen@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Camila Hanisch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:43:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Camila Hanisch

5209 Oakbrook Dr
Durham, NC 27713

V-9512 A-9602

mailto:camila.hanisch@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Johnny Liverman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:43:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Johnny Liverman

231 W Lookout Rd
Nags Head,  27959

V-9513 A-9603

mailto:johnnyliverman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Josie Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:43:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Josie Smith

478 West Hills Drive
Henderson, NC 27537

V-9514 A-9604

mailto:Josiemsmith3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julia Marino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:43:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julia Marino

1382 Langdon Rd
Sherrills Ford, NC 28673

V-9515 A-9605

mailto:juliamarino@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ben Inskeep
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:44:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ben Inskeep

3220 Shire Ln
Apt K
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-9516 A-9606

mailto:bdinskee@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenneth Bennett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:46:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Bennett

1410 East Gaston St
LINCOLNTON, NC 28092

7043084755

V-9517 A-9607

mailto:bennettkenneth537@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joy Nishioka
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:49:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joy Nishioka

207 Lakeside Ave
Davidson, NC 28036

V-9518 A-9608

mailto:gymjoyus@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Megan Caro
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:49:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

It is very important that we preserve the beauty and cleanliness of our beautiful state. We only get one chance and
 one state. Be the leaders the environment needs!!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Megan Caro

601 coley farm rd
Fuquay varina, NC 27526

V-9519 A-9609

mailto:Mncaro@my.waketech.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Lane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:50:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Lane

3904 Brandt Lake Ct
Greensboro, NC 27410

3362024869

V-9520 A-9610

mailto:lanedesign@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hannah Borababy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:51:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hannah Borababy

96 Louisiana Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

2404607174

V-9521 A-9611

mailto:hmborababy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacqueline White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:51:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacqueline White

1231 chronicle ave
Gastonia, NC 28052

7276471876

V-9522 A-9612

mailto:pax4all5@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ryan Dailey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:56:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ryan Dailey

904 Revere Court
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-9523 A-9613

mailto:ryandailey@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Johnny Rice
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:57:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am extremely disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to
 fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department
 of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Johnny Rice

613 Allstar Lane
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-9524 A-9614

mailto:yungdaddie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy West
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 3:58:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy West

20245nc 138 hwy
Albemarle, NC 28001

704-438-3299

V-9525 A-9615

mailto:Jcwest01@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicole Triplett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 4:02:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nicole Triplett

803 Maynard blvd
Jacksonville, NC 28584

V-9526 A-9616

mailto:nicoleltriplett@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 4:03:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Smith

5547 Hamstead Crossing
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-9527 A-9617

mailto:supersmitty99@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: carmen Ramos-Kennedy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 4:03:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

carmen Ramos-Kennedy

24 curve st
Asheville, NC 28801

V-9528 A-9618

mailto:carramken@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Morgan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 4:07:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Morgan

105 Mishoe road
Castle Hayne, NC 28429

V-9529 A-9619

mailto:aam1206@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Byrd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 4:10:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Byrd

4603 Oakmoor Circle
Greensboro, NC 27406

V-9530 A-9620

mailto:mbyrd001@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tammy Bleier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 4:13:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tammy Bleier

2620 Northchase Pkwy SE G104
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-9531 A-9621

mailto:Tbleier76@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Colvin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 4:19:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heather Colvin

525 Wade Ave
44
Raleigh, NC 27605

4233415680

V-9532 A-9622

mailto:hscolvin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laure Ragen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 4:25:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laure Ragen

118 W 9th St
Greenville, NC 27834

V-9533 A-9623

mailto:lbragen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eve Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 4:26:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eve Harris

601 Whitfield
Goldsboro, NC 27530

V-9534 A-9624

mailto:Eve.p.harris@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Loti Tuman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 4:28:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Loti Tuman

978 hicks rd
Youngsville, NC 27596

V-9535 A-9625

mailto:Ltyman@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Ambrose
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 4:37:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Ambrose

108 W Skyhawk Dr
Cary, NC 27513

V-9536 A-9626

mailto:Sambrose@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Becky Ellis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 4:43:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Becky Ellis

241 Danny Lane
Brevard, NC 28712

8288832284

V-9537 A-9627

mailto:danjellis@citcom.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deb smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 4:49:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deb smith

136 colony dr
ARDEN, NC 28704

V-9538 A-9628

mailto:mamadeb12@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeanne Guilbault
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 4:54:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeanne Guilbault

114 pine St
Fuquah Varina,  27526

9105087822

V-9539 A-9629

mailto:jmlmg2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Owens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 4:54:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Owens

421 County Home Road
Warrenton, NC 27589

9197385668

V-9540 A-9630

mailto:p.owens906@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matt Ellement
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 4:55:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Matt Ellement

1066 w forest hills Blvd
Durham, NC 27707

V-9541 A-9631

mailto:M.ellement24@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Henry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 4:56:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Henry

473 Union Street S
Concord, NC 28025

7044256622

V-9542 A-9632

mailto:anncoogan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martha Ellington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 5:01:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martha Ellington

2020 white oak rd
Raleigh,  27608

V-9543 A-9633

mailto:Mhellington@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tangula Quinn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 5:01:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tangula Quinn

32 Rabbit Ham Rd
Leicester, NC 28748

8287083679

V-9544 A-9634

mailto:tangulajq@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: April Blaine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 5:02:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

April Blaine

225 Alex D Owens Dr
Kings Mountain, NC 28086

V-9545 A-9635

mailto:blaine.april@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Safrit
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 5:19:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Safrit

9317 Hay Meadow Ct
Raleigh, NC 27603

9197720257

V-9546 A-9636

mailto:asafrit@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Erwin Davidson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 5:24:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Erwin Davidson

276 Leigh Farm Rd
#106
Durham, NC 27707

V-9547 A-9637

mailto:Eriskay.slp@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: June Buzzard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 5:25:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

June Buzzard

4741 Polo Gate Blvd
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-9548 A-9638

mailto:jhbgemini@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: George Barnes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 5:33:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

George Barnes

P o box 14
Nags Head, NC 27959

2524416003

V-9549 A-9639

mailto:Gvkbarne248@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leighann Renz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 5:45:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leighann Renz

278 Apple creek rd
Waynesville, NC 28786

V-9550 A-9640

mailto:Leighannrenz@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeanne Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 6:19:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeanne Johnson

1041 Garden Club Way
Leland, NC 28451

V-9551 A-9641

mailto:mrshojo1984@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dawn Crawley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 6:25:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dawn Crawley

2930 Colon Rd
Sanford, NC 27330

9194348380

V-9552 A-9642

mailto:dccdancin@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Millsaps
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 6:26:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leslie Millsaps

822 Rankin Pl
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-9553 A-9643

mailto:millsapsleslie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Crawford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 6:40:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Crawford

25 bear creek rd
Asheville, NC 28806

V-9554 A-9644

mailto:Stephaniedecasa@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Yvonne Shank
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 7:01:43 PM

Jan 7, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Yvonne Shank
1110 Applegate Pkwy
Waxhaw, NC 28173-6728
yvonne@directmktgsolutions.com

V-9555 A-9645

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan Bennek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 7:13:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joan Bennek

5700 Earlham Ct
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-9556 A-9646

mailto:jbennek@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Guess
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 7:19:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve Guess

106 Whispering Pines Ct
Cary, NC 27511

V-9557 A-9647

mailto:sguess@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Charlton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 7:29:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Charlton

257 Cub Creek Road
Chapel Hill,  27517

V-9558 A-9648

mailto:Artparkcharlton@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: barbara miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 7:37:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

barbara miller

4 lancaster lane
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-9559 A-9649

mailto:alemeda50@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keyonda Cassaberry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 7:51:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Keyonda Cassaberry

2050 Craig st
Apt 29
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-9560 A-9650

mailto:Kayesnc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darla Gottsabend
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 8:25:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darla Gottsabend

1651 Wild Turkey Lane
Concord, NC 28025

V-9561 A-9651

mailto:dgotts@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Martin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 8:31:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Martin

112 Olde Coach Lane
Crouse, NC 28033

V-9562 A-9652

mailto:Mdirisheyes1@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Natasha Watkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 8:49:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.
Natasha
3014 Kansas City dr Monroe

Sincerely,

Natasha Watkins

3014 Kansas City dr
Monroe, NC 28110

V-9563 A-9653

mailto:tazinea4@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Silvia Cabrera
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 8:52:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Silvia Cabrera

3000 tacoma st
Charlotte, NC 28208

V-9564 A-9654

mailto:Silvia_8824@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hannah Yester
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 9:18:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hannah Yester

1422 S 3rd St
Wilmington,  28401

V-9565 A-9655

mailto:hannahyester@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janie Neely
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 9:29:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
 Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and
 instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janie Neely

406 Macbeth St
weaverville, NC 28787

828-989- 0626

V-9566 A-9656

mailto:janie.neely@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Lawson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 9:31:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Lawson

719 Locust Pl
High Point, NC 27265

V-9567 A-9657

mailto:dslsdman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jean Goodwin
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: NC needs a strong set of rules to combat carbon emissions
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 9:59:58 PM

Dear Ms. Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers state incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low-income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 program, but the draft rules do not include the program. Please address this and include language supporting this
 program in your final rule.

Thank you.

Jean Goodwin
169 Laurel Creek Dr.
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-9568 A-9658

mailto:norgejoy2@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Ben Barnes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 10:16:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ben Barnes

PO box 23
Elm City,  27822

252 236 4453

V-9569 A-9659

mailto:wooster51@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Tilghman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 10:37:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Tilghman

253 Shore Point Dr
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-9570 A-9660

mailto:jrtilghman@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christina Mast
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:19:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christina Mast

7512 Matherly Dr
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-9571 A-9661

mailto:moonvine27@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Nye
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 1:43:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Nye

1715 Pharview Dr
Ocean Isle Beach, NC 28469

V-9572 A-9662

mailto:Cgnyeoib@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alexis Dunlap
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 1:49:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alexis Dunlap

3627 single leaf court
high point, NC 27275

V-9573 A-9663

mailto:Ali.sprinkles@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Yoke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 2:48:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Yoke

1513 Nealstone Way
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-9574 A-9664

mailto:Michellelyoke@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Crothers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 2:56:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Crothers

273 Castles Gate Drive
Mooresville, NC 28117

952-201-5817

V-9575 A-9665

mailto:Katherinecrothers@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dominic Marrese
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 7:10:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dominic Marrese

1811 Cross-Staff Road
Wilmington, NC 28405

9106672141

V-9576 A-9666

mailto:Dmarrese@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gerard Seibert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:07:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gerard Seibert

300 Coachmans Trl
Carmel, NY 27581

V-9577 A-9667

mailto:gerard.seibert@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Barbour
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:34:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Barbour

1526 Tamworth Drive
Charlotte, NC 28210

7049966046

V-9578 A-9668

mailto:bartley.jessica@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:39:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Teresa Baker

2652 nc hwy 56
Creedmoor, NC 27522

910-725-1417

V-9579 A-9669

mailto:Bakertd@gcs.k12.nc.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Popchak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:49:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Popchak

3374 Old Graham Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-9580 A-9670

mailto:JOUEURLARGENT@AOL.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Overton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:51:23 AM

Frank Overton from Durham, NC writes:

Here are my concerns with this bill:

This "plan" does not include investing in renewable energy or energy-efficiency technologies. These are two of the
 fastest-growing, most economically successful, and environmentally-friendly industries in North Carolina right
 now.

This "plan" was drafted without a robust stakeholder process as directed by the U.S. Environmental Protection
 Agency. In particular, North Carolina's most vulnerable communities were not invited to participate about an issue
 that disproportionately impacts low-income communities and minorities.

This "plan" is the most expensive option.

The NC Department of Environmental Quality is wasting taxpayer dollars by creating a designed-to-fail plan in
 order to take the U.S. EPA to Court. In the meantime, unregulated carbon pollution continues to harm our children,
 the elderly, and those with chronic respiratory conditions.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): frankoverton@icloud.com

First Name: Frank

Last Name: Overton

City: Durham
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27701

V-9581 A-9671

mailto:frankoverton@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randy Earl
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: We need a REAL clean power plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:54:51 AM

Randy Earl from Raleigh, NC writes:

we need real, innovative change, not incremental change which simply pours good money after bad. I want to leave
 my children and grandchildren a healthy environment, not a few pennies more on their investments.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): randy.earl@gmail.com

First Name: Randy

Last Name: Earl

City: Raleigh
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27607

V-9582 A-9672

mailto:randy.earl@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Belletti
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(D)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:57:31 AM

John Belletti from Wilmington, NC writes:

I am a strong supporter of clean energy. We must wean ourselves of carbon based energy.  North Carolina should
 not only try to meet, but should exceed the EPA standards proposed.

Stop the stupid lawsuits and get to work!

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): jpb1950@gmail.com

First Name: John

Last Name: Belletti

City: Wilmington
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28411-1066

V-9583 A-9673

mailto:jpb1950@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Melamed
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Duke power
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:57:31 AM

Joseph Melamed from Raleigh, NC writes:

Please clean up ALL coal ash dump sites.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): josephmelamed@gmail.com

First Name: Joseph

Last Name: Melamed

City: Raleigh
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27614

V-9584 A-9674

mailto:josephmelamed@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Arnow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: DEQ
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:00:08 AM

Richard Arnow from Rocky Mount, NC writes:

I thought McCrorry  had left Duke

Energy on becoming governor.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): richardarnow@gmail.com

First Name: Richard

Last Name: Arnow

City: Rocky Mount
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27803

V-9585 A-9675

mailto:richardarnow@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Moldoveanu
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: NC clean power plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:02:36 AM

Carol Moldoveanu from Winston Salem, NC writes:

Please revise your plan to fully comply with federal guidelines: invest in renewable energy and energy-efficient
 technologies, and employ a robust stakeholder process to fairly include low-income communities and minorities,

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): carolm@worldshare.net

First Name: Carol

Last Name: Moldoveanu

City: Winston Salem
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27106

V-9586 A-9676

mailto:carolm@worldshare.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John McMichaels
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Power
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:04:42 AM

John McMichaels from Pittsboro, NC writes:

We need a real plan.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): jwmcm45@outlook.com

First Name: John

Last Name: McMichaels

City: Pittsboro
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27312

V-9587 A-9677

mailto:jwmcm45@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Houts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean energy
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:05:18 AM

Sandra Houts from Asheville, NC writes:

If you believe in a future, then I believe, to promise a future, clean energy is a necessity.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): sandrahouts@bellsouth.net

First Name: Sandra

Last Name: Houts

City: Asheville
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28805

V-9588 A-9678

mailto:sandrahouts@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Strowd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:07:31 AM

Richard Strowd from Chapel Hill, NC writes:

•This "plan" does not include investing in renewable energy or energy-efficiency technologies. These are two of the
 fastest-growing, most economically successful, and environmentally-friendly industries in North Carolina right
 now.

•This "plan" was drafted without a robust stakeholder process as directed by the U.S. Environmental Protection
 Agency. In particular, North Carolina's most vulnerable communities were not invited to participate about an issue
 that disproportionately impacts low-income communities and minorities.

•This "plan" is the most expensive option.

•The NC Department of Environmental Quality is wasting taxpayer dollars by creating a designed-to-fail plan in
 order to take the U.S. EPA to Court. In the meantime, unregulated carbon pollution continues to harm our children,
 the elderly, and those with chronic respiratory conditions

Please create a plan that complies with US EPA regulations and thus actually protects the people of NC.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): swog.strowd@gmail.com

First Name: Richard

Last Name: Strowd

City: Chapel Hill
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27516

V-9589 A-9679

mailto:swog.strowd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: micki owens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Solar power credits
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:07:43 AM

micki owens from Wilkesboro, NC writes:

We need to reinstate the 35% tax credit for use of solar power.  It is so good for the economy of our state.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): owensgroup@owensgroupinc.com

First Name: micki

Last Name: owens

City: Wilkesboro
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28697

V-9590 A-9680

mailto:owensgroup@owensgroupinc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Buttitta
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Comments on 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:12:11 AM

Mary Buttitta from Asheville, NC writes:

I am a citizen of North Carolina and love our natural resources and mountains. I am concerned that the legislators
 involved in this bill have "missed the mark" in several ways.

First, this "plan" was drafted without a robust stakeholder process as directed by the U.S. Environmental Protection
 Agency. In particular, North Carolina's most vulnerable communities were not invited to participate about an issue
 that disproportionately impacts low-income communities and minorities.

Second, this "plan" does not include investing in renewable energy or energy-efficiency technologies. These are two
 of the fastest-growing, most economically successful, and environmentally-friendly industries in North Carolina
 right now. And third, this plan is the most expensive.

I am not happy with the lopsided thinking going on in our state government and I do vote. And all my friends do
 too.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): mary.buttitta@gmail.com

First Name: Mary

Last Name: Buttitta

City: Asheville
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28804

V-9591 A-9681

mailto:mary.buttitta@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dane Bowen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean energy
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:12:14 AM

Dane Bowen from Charlotte, NC writes:

In a state dominated by big corporate power, we need clean energy. To hell with coal, and gas. We need solar and
 wind power. If we made it a priorit we could dominate the world with clean energy technology, and sell it to the
 rest of the world. Instead we have politicians dominated by Duke Energy... This used to be a great place to live.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): dbowen5@carolina.rr.com

First Name: Dane

Last Name: Bowen

City: Charlotte
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28227

V-9592 A-9682

mailto:dbowen5@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jay Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:14:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). We should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.  This is not a climate change issue... This an issue of supporting a system that has no future at
 the expense of our citizens' health.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jay Wilson

814 Fugate Ave
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-9593 A-9683

mailto:jwilson.email@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John slaughter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:14:03 AM

John slaughter from Laurinburg, NC writes:

Get serious!

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): john@dr-slaughter.com

First Name: John

Last Name: slaughter

City: Laurinburg
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28352

V-9594 A-9684

mailto:john@dr-slaughter.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katie Todd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:16:38 AM

Katie Todd from Durham, NC writes:

I am disappointed with NC DEQ's draft plan to meet federal Clean Power Plan guidelines. This plan only focuses on
 building block one, which makes it the most expensive option and one that will not actually achieve the guidelines
 set out for North Carolina per the U.S. EPA recommendations. I would like to see NC DEQ push the pause button
 on this plan, host a robust stakeholder process, and incorporate both renewable energy and energy-efficiency into
 the next draft. Thank you!

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): kathryn.r.todd@gmail.com

First Name: Katie

Last Name: Todd

City: Durham
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27703

V-9595 A-9685

mailto:kathryn.r.todd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Mullen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:20:28 AM

John Mullen from High Point, NC writes:

Sometime long after the 6th day of creation, Duke Power came upon the scene. Creation will (we hope) still be here
 long after Duke Power ceases to exist, but in what condition? Please stop putting the temporal interests of one
 corporation over the permanent interests of the environment on which it depends for its profits, and on which
 everyone in NC depends for everything else, especially that which can't be measured in dollars.
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From: Dana sargent
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Please represent us - we don"t have anyone else to do it
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:21:35 AM

Dana sargent from Wilmington, NC writes:

Dear DEQ, As you know, our governor works for special interests, not the people. Your office has become a
 whipping boy to this governor.  It's time to stand up to the governor and get back to following the mission of your
 organization,  "... to protect North Carolina's environment and natural resources."   Please stand up and do the job
 that I can only guess you are pining for since being taken over by the fraud currently living in the NC governor's
 mansion.  North Carolina could become a leader in renewable energy, creating jobs and protecting the natural
 resources that are vital to our economy, our way of life, our health, and the overall health of the environment. 
 Beyond the local effects of dirty energy - which could devastate our economy and public health as a whole - we
 play a role in the broader fight against global warming. As you know, the EPAs job is to enforce the law; it seems
 this governor believes we should break the laws in order to ensure big money, dirty energy companies maintain a
 "positive" relationship with his campaign finance team.  We can't rely on this governor to uphold the laws and it is
 clear he does not work for his constituents. Please switch gears and take a stand against this dirty politician and the
 dirty energy conglomerates he works for.  Thank you for your consideration and all that you do to protect our
 amazing environment for today and for our future.  Sincerely, Dana Sargent, Wilmington resident.
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From: Sheri Soffian
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:26:23 AM

Sheri Soffian from Cary, NC writes:

This citizen would like for North Carolina to come out of the Dark Ages and start investing in clean and renewable
 resources. I want a plan that protects our environment and looks to find solutions. Please be lawmakers who speak
 for the vast majority of citizens, not a few self-interested businesses. Provide a plan that shows you have some
 common sense and foresight and at least complies with Federal Guidelines.
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From: Robert Long
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: renewable energy
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:26:43 AM

Robert Long from Nebo, NC writes:

I am currently receiving my electricity from the NW  US via Arcadia.  why not get it from my own state NC?
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From: Frances Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Energy Future for all of NC
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:27:05 AM

Frances Smith from Charlotte, NC writes:

Dear Governor McCrory,

NC and the rest of the world need to make sure that there is a habitable world to live in.

Please do your part for ALL of NC and its citizenry and insure everybody gets a cleaner and HEALTHIER
 environment to live in.

Thank you

----------
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From: Libba Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: "111(d)"
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:27:48 AM

Libba Adams from Pittsboro, NC writes:

Please revise the Clean Power plan to include renewable energy technology, invite consumer input, and protect our
 children and all citizens from unregulated carbon pollution.  The current proposed plan is totally unacceptable!
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From: TJ Firebrook
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean energy
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:27:49 AM

TJ Firebrook from cary, NC writes:

Clean energy must be the priority. Look to Germany as a successful model. Every new building and house should
 have solar panels. Create more wind farms. These will serve to both protect the environment as well as drive down
 costs in the long term. Thanks.
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From: rich whitley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Duke Energy
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:30:12 AM

rich whitley from Weaverville, NC writes:

Duke Energy is destroying N.C. for our children and grandchildren.
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From: Matthew Wasson
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:32:11 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Matthew Wasson
250 Lazy Horse Tr
Todd, NC 28684

V-9604 A-9694

mailto:matt.wasson@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Jean Hopkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:33:36 AM

Jean Hopkins from Charlotte, NC writes:

Please follow EPA guidelines and draft a truly clean power plan.  This is important for the future of our state and of
 our children.  Thank you.
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From: Autumn Croft
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:34:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Autumn Croft

105 W. Catawba
Morganton, NC 28655

V-9606 A-9696

mailto:Colorfulfallingleaves@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jasmine Barcelona
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Let"s take a deep breath
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:35:35 AM

Jasmine Barcelona from Raleigh, NC writes:

The air we breathe is so valuable, and deserves to be protected by the laws. Think 7 generations ahead as Native
 Americans do. What can you do today to preserve our air quality for the future? You have the power to stand up for
 our earth, use it wisely. We all benefit from a cleaner planet. As a teacher and instructional coach we see so many
 young kids with health concerns that are preventable. I want CLEAN air and water for my own children, and 7
 generations to come.
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From: Tamika Terrell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Fail Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:47:36 AM

Tamika Terrell from Morrisville, NC writes:

I urge you to please think about this plan and what it lacks.  This "plan" does not include investing in renewable
 energy or energy efficiency technologies. These are two of the fastest growing, most economically successful, and
 environmentally friendly industries in NC right now.
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From: Joan Evans
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:48:43 AM

Joan Evans from winston salem, NC writes:

Coal is not the answer. We don't need more efficient coal-fired plants. We need more clean/green energy efficient
 means of power for all the people, i.e., wind, solar. Leave Mother Earth be!!!!
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From: Mike Cutlip
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d) - Please incorporate clean energy in plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:49:30 AM

Mike Cutlip from Durham, NC writes:

Hello, as a NC resident and constituent I strongly encourage you to craft a Clean Power Plan that takes into account
 the myriad clean energy options like solar, wind, geothermal, and more. These energy sources are steadily
 becoming more efficient and cost-effective, and supporting them would spur an entirely new sector of job growth.

Please be as forward-thinking as you can to secure the future success of North Carolina as a leader in the industries
 of the future, and not hamstringing them in favor of entrenched interests.

Thank you,

Mike Cutlip

Durham, 27707
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From: John McLain
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Energy
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:51:24 AM

John McLain from Hillsborough, NC writes:

Please do what makes sense, support clean energy by keeping tax incentives for solar power so that it is affordable
 for the average homeowner
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From: barbara kepley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:51:36 AM

barbara kepley from graham, NC writes:

Unregulated carbon pollution continues to harm our children, the elderly, and those with chronic respiratory
 conditions. The draft of the clean air plan is a farce. NC deserves more.
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From: Nathaniel Grubbs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: NCDAQ Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:53:27 AM

Nathaniel Grubbs from Durham, NC writes:

In this politically polarized time, it is easy to misinterpret the slightest misstep as an intentional insult. Since North
 Carolina is a major player in national politics, we can ill afford to look bad. Yet, the rules currently proposed by the
 NCDAQ will do just that. The timing, and the fact that this plan is the most expensive option proposed, make it
 look like NCDAQ intentionally selected an option that would fail the new USEPA standards. Thus, in addition to
 further tarnishing this state's reputation as a progressive, level-headed leader in the South, the NCDAQ plan will
 add further cost to the state in an effort to defend this plan in Federal courts.

North Carolina is one of the national leaders in developing clean energy. Clean energy sources help the poorest
 among us, and help slow the progress of climate change, which would have a disproportionate affect on low-income
 communities. Clean energy helps protect our children and our grandparents from the harmful effects of air
 pollution, and in the long-term, protect our coasts from the rising ocean. We should do more to increase our use of
 clean energy sources over coal and other fossil fuels. Now is the time. Ignoring and rolling back the progress we
 have made will only harm this great state and her citizens.
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From: Kate Bailey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:58:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kate Bailey

109 New Holland Place
Cary, NC 27519

V-9614 A-9704

mailto:katemedl@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JANE NICHOLS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: power
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:58:30 AM

JANE NICHOLS from HIGH POINT, NC writes:

We need to invest in alternative energy and clean power. NC will fall behind other states, just as it has done in
 education.
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From: charles mcmahan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:02:34 AM

charles mcmahan from candler, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): maxluthier@aol.com

First Name: charles

Last Name: mcmahan

City: candler
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28715

V-9616 A-9706

mailto:maxluthier@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:03:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the state working to have clean power.

Sincerely,

Linda Moore

4442 Rivershore Dr
New Bern, NC 28560

V-9617 A-9707

mailto:Lindagilleymoore@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Armistead
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Environmental regulations
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:04:13 AM

Patricia Armistead from Kill Devil Hills, NC writes:

Let The Flint,MI water fiasco be a lesson to you.  Environmental regulations are more important than greed!
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From: David Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Draft Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:08:19 AM

David Walker from Carolina Beach, NC writes:

We need better regulation of carbon pollution for our families and future populations.
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From: kelly prelipp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Citizen omments on NCDAQ plan to comply with fed. Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:09:06 AM

kelly prelipp from charlotte, NC writes:

I urge the state government to make strong, proactive efforts to comply and exceed the goals set out in the federal
 Clean Power Plan. I would like state regulators and lawmakers to incentivize renewable energy businesses and use
 and disincentivize the use and growth of the fossil fuel industry and nuclear power. This is the time for innovation,
 leadership, and a sustainable vision of the future. This is NOT the time for burying our collective heads in the sand
 and pretending that there isn't a problem with current energy practices, which is exactly what NCDAQs draft plan
 does.
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From: Holly Latty-Mann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Concerning 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:12:24 AM

Holly Latty-Mann from Durham, NC writes:

This draft plan is falling way short in ensuring clean air and energy. Revisit efficient, renewable energy technologies
 lest our children and children's children suffer the consequences of this inadequate draft plan.
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From: Carol Svatek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:12:39 AM

Carol Svatek from Denton, NC writes:

Get your heads out of the sand!  Listen to the public!

We all know that big oil and coal fillls your election coffers, but we elect you to represent US.  The wave and
 necessity of the future is CLEAN ENERGY right here in NC!  We need you to embrace this.  Make a plan for
 Duke, et al to clean up the coal ash dumps that are threatening our rivers and make them comply with federal
 guidelines about curbing pollution from their plants into our air.  You can do all this or we will be saying goodbye
 to you at the next election.  Make NC the envy of the country instead of the black sheep.
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From: Sara Gritsavage
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:19:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sara Gritsavage

Po box 276
Edneyville, NC 28727

V-9623 A-9713

mailto:Segrit1212@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scott Sheppard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:20:14 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Scott Sheppard

Po box 276
Edneyville, NC 28727

V-9624 A-9714

mailto:Sshepp@rocketmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phyllis Swank
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Help #PutSolarOnIt By Supporting the Energy Freedom Act (HB245)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:24:24 AM

Phyllis Swank from Chapel Hill, NC writes:

I do not think that the draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality goes far enough to ensure a
 clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina! Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes taxpayer dollars and
 precious time. Unregulated carbon pollution must be addressed for our families and our future. It is vital to shift
 away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make investments in
 renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even though our state is a
 leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ takes this process seriously and
 make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and the administration to
 draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s people, economy, and
 environment. Please protect our environment now for all future generations.
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From: Carol Mulrooney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:26:14 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Las Vegas is moving to 100% renewables to save money. Why doesn't the rest of America? We don't want any more
 children to be poisoned by lead in their drinking water like the children in Flint, MI.

Support the Clean Power Plan and stop destroying our air and water.

Sincerely,

Carol Mulrooney

3068 Trimble Cir NW
Concord, NC 28027

704-787-9814

V-9626 A-9716

mailto:vcarol24@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: george and carole troxler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)a real "clean power" plan, please
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:28:13 AM

george and carole troxler from Elon, NC writes:

It is obvious that NC has a worse than status-quo "clean power" plan draft. The draft plan is a true do-nothing to
 protect the health of NCians. We need to shift away from fossil fuels, period. Not to do so is madness, well-
financed and well-lobbied madness.

The draft plan takes us backwards, and any fool can see that.

Here are some features of a REAL clean power plan, as set out as a target for state plans.  We do not see this is a
 partisan issue, however. We all breathe, drink water, depend on the soil for food, and have hopes of a healthy
 future!

Here are some features of the bigger model plan we hope someone in NC government willl consider:

The plan sends a clear market signal that low-carbon energy will be profitable.

Incentives in the plan will encourage the development of renewable energy.

Any utility that already owns cleaner forms of energy, or hopes to build them, can profit

knowing there will be new demand for wind and solar energy will encourage investors to build new transmission
 lines

Finally, utilities like Pacific Gas and Electric that design innovative ways to reduce energy demand, or offer energy
 retrofit and appliance rebate programs, also stand to gain, because energy efficiency now will be a valuable
 commodity

Thank you,

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): troxlerc@bellsouth.net

First Name: george and carole

Last Name: troxler

V-9627 A-9717

mailto:troxlerc@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


City: Elon
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27244-8118

V-9628 A-9718



From: joseph shelton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)clean power plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:28:51 AM

joseph shelton from greensboro, NC writes:

You know what to do ...your grandchildren will love you for it >

----------
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From: Anne Markey Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:30:21 AM

Anne Markey Jones from Winston Salem, NC writes:

Why are you wasting taxpayer dollars creating a meaningless 'plan; to address clean air and clean energy? This
 newly reinvented "NC Dept of Environmental Quality" is a joke! You are doing everything you can to avoid
 addressing the REAL issues facing us and our children. Fossil fuels are the PAST and renewable energy is the
 FUTURE. It is the DUTY of elected officials to spend money wisely and look forward- turning away from
 campaign contributors and doing what is right for our future and our health. Make a REAL Plan and do the right
 thing. We are voters who are paying attention. Thank you!

----------
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State: NC
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From: Linda Childers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:31:30 AM

Linda Childers from 730 Noles Drive, NC writes:

I am very disturbed that the NCDEQ has not adopted a strong clean air & clean energy plan for NC that complies
 with federal guidelines that are designed to protect the health and safety of people, wildlife & the environment.
 Protecting the profits of energy corporations that use fossil fuels does not benefit the people of NC. Carbon
 pollution is damaging our air, water & the health of our citizens. NC has been a leader in alternative energy
 development especially solar. Renewable energy should be a priority for the future of our nation, state, and the
 health and welfare of our people. Please draft a serious plan that protects the health & safety of the people &
 environment of NC rather than protecting the profits of energy corporations that rely on fossil fuels. The future of
 life on earth depends on it.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): moboko@mindspring.com

First Name: Linda

Last Name: Childers

City: 730 Noles Drive
State: NC
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Renee Lawson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:39:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). We should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions here in NC. There's no time to
 waste.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Renee Lawson

4916 Lighthouse Court
Winston Salem, NC 27127

V-9632 A-9722

mailto:lawson-renee@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Multer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)energy plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:46:12 AM

Karen Multer from Lenoir, NC writes:

The NC Department of Environmental Quality is wasting taxpayer dollars by creating a designed-to-fail plan in
 order to take the U.S. EPA to Court. In the meantime, unregulated carbon pollution continues to harm our children,
 the elderly, and those with chronic respiratory conditions.

----------
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First Name: Karen

Last Name: Multer
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State: NC
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Newman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:49:08 AM

Donna Newman from Raleigh, NC writes:

At the very least, you should require corporations that do business in NC to plan for the safe disposal of their waste
 products, clean up their pollution as a budgeted expense and not passed on to customers, and regenerate despoiled
 lands and waters. When they realize the true expenses of dirty energy generation, their interest in fossil fuels will
 vanish and  they will join the Clean Energy Revolution.  But without these requirements of responsibility, nothing
 will change.  Do your job and PROTECT the ENVIRONMENT, don't make it easier or legal for corporations to
 ruin it!

----------
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Email 1 (Primary): dnewman27606@yahoo.com

First Name: Donna
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State: NC
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From: Rachel Sanders
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:49:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support clean power in NC. For the sake of our future generations, let's make this change!!
Please consider the impact of your actions,
Rachel Sanders
PO Box 545
Franklin, NC

Sincerely,

Rachel Sanders

PO Box 545
Franklin, NC 28744

V-9635 A-9725

mailto:rachellynnsanders0714@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Morales
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:51:06 AM

Barbara Morales from Belmont, NC writes:

My daughter was affected health wise by the polluted water in our well and I am now wondering how many other of
 her health problems might stem from this well water.  She was 12 when we moved into this house; she is now 22
 and has been VERY SICK FOR 6 YEARS!!!!!!!!!!!!!  AND MY 2nd BIGGEST BILL each month is my DUKE
 ENERGY BILL.  They have made BILLIONS upon BILLIONS FROM THEIR CUSTOMERS!!!!  IT IS TIME
 THEY PAID UP FOR THE POLLUTION THEY HAVE CAUSED WHILE MAKING THESE
 PROFITS!!!!!!!!!!!!!!  EVERY HUMAN BEING IN THE WORLD DESERVES AND NEEDS CLEAN
 DRINKING WATER!!!!! IT IS A HUMAN BEING'S RIGHT!!!!!!

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): bay727@aol.com

First Name: Barbara

Last Name: Morales

City: Belmont
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28012
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From: Ferris Lyle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Better Clean power plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:52:09 AM

Ferris Lyle from Weaverville, NC writes:

We need a better plan that includes investing in renewable energy or energy efficiency technologies.

----------
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alina Pittman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)The Plan Fell Short
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:54:09 AM

Alina Pittman from Charlotte, NC writes:

Unfortunately, the NCDEQ and Governor McCrory have proven that they do not support the interests of the people
 or helping North Carolina move forward as an innovative state in our country.

A plan with no mention of clean energy investment, bypassing the required stakeholder input, and deciding to take
 the EPA to court instead of regulating the pollution affecting our communities is beyond disappointing. You have
 chosen a very expensive option which will be carried on the backs of your taxpayers. When will you wake up and
 listen to the people?

Governor, enjoy what's left of your term because I think it will be your first and last!!!!

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): alinav1982@aim.com

First Name: Alina

Last Name: Pittman
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State: NC
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mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caitlin Esty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean up your act!!!
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:58:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

What part of we all need clean air, clean water, and clean food in order to survive do you not understand? Is it
 because you have your head so full of the almighty dollar that you cannot grasp a simple concept, as humans and
 animals alike need clean air, water, and food to survive?

Sincerely,

Caitlin Esty

2700 Hodge Rd
Knightdale, NC 27545

9194172174

V-9639 A-9729

mailto:estycaitlin@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Warfel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Regarding 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:04:04 AM

William Warfel from Fayetteville, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

Sincerely,

William J. Warfel

----------
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First Name: William
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City: Fayetteville
State: NC
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From: Yvonne Boston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean power plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:05:01 AM

Yvonne Boston from Cary, NC writes:

The NC Dept of Environmental Quality drafted an unworkable plan.  The administration should redraft a plan that
 addresses carbon pollution, cuts back on fossil fuels, and invests in renewable energy.

----------
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From: Paula Stober
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)NC power plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:06:36 AM

Paula Stober from Greensboro, NC writes:

The plan that doesn't include investing in renewable energy technologies is insufficient.  And this plan is not only
 the most expensive, but doesn't include all that it should.

Please go back to the drawing board.

----------
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From: Gary Schwartz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:09:06 AM

Gary Schwartz from Asheville, NC writes:

Please draft a plan that focuses on power from wind and solar.

----------
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From: Gregory Shiffer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Get a real Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:10:23 AM

Gregory Shiffer from Matthews, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with the draft plan from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
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State: NC
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mailto:gregshiffer@yahoo.com
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From: jane Baldridge
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Toxic future
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:11:21 AM

jane Baldridge from Southport, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
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From: Kathleen Gale
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)"111(d)". Thank you!
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:16:12 AM

Kathleen Gale from Hampstead, NC writes:

Who isn't for a better quality of life?  It seems like an odd question to have to even ask - and yet it is mind boggling
 that there are people who only seem to care about money and what is best for themselves at the moment than what
 is best for the lives and futures of ourselves and our children and grandchildren.  I’m greatly disappointed with this
 draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far enough to ensure a clean air and
 clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes taxpayer dollars and precious time. We
 need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future. We need to shift away from dangerous
 fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make investments in renewable energy and energy-
efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even though our state is a leader in the Southeast and
 nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this process seriously and make decisions that will
 actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and the administration to draft a real plan that meets
 federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s people, economy, and environment.

----------
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From: Angela Cannady
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Environment
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:19:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I want the clean power plan.  We should be looking out for our children and grandchildren not companies and
 businesses that pollute our environment for profit!   Climate change is real and greatly affected by man made
 pollutants.  We have got to get serious about this.

Sincerely,

Angela Cannady

4710 wakewood dr
Greensboro, NC 27407

V-9647 A-9737

mailto:Angela.cannady@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharron Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:27:14 AM

Sharron Parker from Wake Forest, NC writes:

The draft plan from NCDEQ is not a good use of taxpayer dollars and time -- it needs to go much farther to protect
 our air and future green energy needs. Please draft a plan that meets federal guidelines and protects North Carolina.

----------
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From: Stephen Logan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Turning the Corner
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:28:11 AM

Stephen Logan from Greenville, NC writes:

The nation is turning a corner and, unfortunately, NC will be driving its aqua car around that corner some day if the
 state doesn't adhere to federally mandated environmental incentives. Let's turn this corner together NOW, rather
 than later, and support the people's want for a cleaner, energy-efficient future.

----------
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From: Marlene Goland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)NC Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:29:06 AM

Marlene Goland from Greensboro, NC writes:

The draft plan issued from the NC Department of Environmental Quality does not go nearly far enough to ensure
 that our clean air and clean energy future is what it should be, not to mention that it wastes time and taxpayer
 dollars.

It does not address unregulated Carbon Pollution, one of the most dangerous green house gases as opposed to
 shifting away from fossil fuels failing to make appropriate investments in renewable energy and energy-efficient
 technologies.
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From: Harvard Ayers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Stop denying science!
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:32:23 AM

Harvard Ayers from Boone, NC writes:

I am a PhD scientist at AppState U, and I have four grandkids. Climate change is real-- I am not aware of one
 scientist at ASU that denies this fact of Nature--  and you have within your power to help the chances of Margaret,
 Brian, Bailey, and Francis and their children to exist in a livable world. Think of this every night before you turn
 out the lights. Surly you care about your grandchildren and great grandchildren. What will you say to them 20 years
 from now when they ask what you did when you had the chance to help? Dr. Harvard Ayers

----------
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From: Joan Guilkey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Change Approach to Clean Energy
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:34:10 AM

Joan Guilkey from Chapel Hill, NC writes:

Your draft clean up plan does not meet federal standards nor citizen standards.  Focus on faster clean up of ash
 ponds, less use of coal, and more investment in wind, solar and any other truly clean source you can find besides oil
 products.

----------
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From: Darryl Wally
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean power bill
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:35:25 AM

Darryl Wally from Pittsboro, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
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From: william bream
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:57:53 AM

william bream from wake forest, NC writes:

Though it would be profitable for certain corporations and politicians in the near term to accept the draft plan, the
 provisions do not do enough to protect the state and it's citizens. Nor does the draft move toward independence
 from fossil fuel. In order to have a physically healthy population, we must have a healthy environment enabled by
 modern technologies in energy production and usage.

I urge all parties entrusted with decisions regarding environmental policy to look past the norms of present policy
 and intelligently look to the future consequences of today's decisions. To change will be costly but no where near
 the costs of imprudent legislation.

----------
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From: Martin Hazeltine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:01:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martin Hazeltine

7614 Dunbar Dr SW
Sunset Beach, NC 28468

910-575-2546

V-9655 A-9745

mailto:mhazeltine@atmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Breault
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:01:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Be a leader - cleaning up later is always more expensive from a monetary, health and environment standpoint.  Do
 the right thing now and stop it before it gets worse.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Breault

4012 La Crema Drive
Charlotte, NC 28214

7042933193

V-9656 A-9746

mailto:jblikes2go@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charlene Riveral
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:02:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Clean Power Plan to settle carbon pollution standards as effectively as can be accomplished.
Please do not fail the goals of this Plan.

Sincerely,
Charlene Riveral
313 Burkewood Drive
Winston-Salem, NC 27104

Sincerely,

Charlene Riveral

313 Burkewood Drive
Winston-Salem, NC 27104

V-9657 A-9747

mailto:char@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christie Driscoll
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Invest in Renewables for NC!
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:05:51 PM

Christie Driscoll from Charlotte, NC writes:

I want a Clean Power Plan for NC with investments in renewable energy -- this is our future not dirty fossil fuels.

----------
Form Data:
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First Name: Christie
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mailto:christie.driscoll@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: annejones414
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Cc: Rep. Debra Conrad; Robb Jansen (Sen. Joyce Krawiec)
Subject: Comment on rule making for clean power plan under the Clean Air Act Section 111 (D) Proposed Rule
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:05:52 PM

TO: Ms. Joelle Burleson, Division of Air Quality
1641 Mail Service Center
Raleigh, N.C. 27699-1641

Subj: Comments on Clean Power Plan: 111 (D) Proposed Rule

Science has confirmed that climate change is a significant and imminent threat to our 
community, state and planet. The regulations defined by the Clean Power Plan are but a 
MINIMUM
of what is necessary to mount a campaign to preserve air and water quality-assuming it is not 
already to late to have an impact! The Environmental Management Commission of our state 
has denied a proposal on behalf of Hallie Turner to limit North Carolina's Carbon Dioxide 
Emissions. This is outrageous! How can your commission, designed to 'control and limit the 
pollution of our air and water" support a proposal to intentionally fail to reduce emissions as 
required under the Clean Power Plan? Certainly anyone who reads can understand the link 
between the destruction of DENR and the ties Governor McCrory has demonstrated to Duke 
Energy and the Coal Industry. While coal currently may be cheaper for power plant energy 
production, is deadly to the Governor's constituents and his legacy. Unfortunately, 
although the Environmental Management Commission's Hearing officer is a nationally 
recognized individual, his current representation of anti-regulation and anti-environment 
clients who oppose most regulations and certainly clean air regulations - has managed to sully 
his previously good reputation. I have NO confidence in Mr. Carter, and believe he is 
incapable of ignoring the wishes of his wealthy and powerful clients as he serves as Hearing 
Officer on rule-making in this matter. Please replace Mr. Carter and appoint a knowledgeable, 
non-partisan Hearing Officer immediately.

It is a well documented fact that renewable energy will preserve our air and water quality! 
Wind energy has made significant strides in the past decade and could serve our state and 
others by producing off-shore wind power instead of shortsighted drilling! (We could also 
manufacture wind turbines). Even the natural motion of oceans can be harnessed to supply the 
energy needs of our state. Why ignore new developments? Embracing the past will get us 
nowhere, and leave our rapidly growing state in a quagmire of air and water quality crises! 
Please do the right thing. The state has been given the ability to achieve the constitutional 
mandate to control and limit pollution; no matter which direction you choose to go in adopting
 renewable energy standards, the state economy can improve tremendously by implementing 
this strategy. You can make a tremendous impact on our state's quality of life, and economy, 
by amending the proposed rule to SIMPLY COMPLY with the federal Clean Power Plan and 
meaningfully reduce carbon dioxide emissions from power plants.

Please do the right thing for North Carolina! Thank you!

Anne M. Jones
158 Buckingham Road
Winston-Salem, N.C. 27104
Annejones414@comcast.net

V-9659 A-9749

mailto:Annejones414@comcast.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
mailto:Debra.Conrad@ncleg.net
mailto:krawiecla@ncleg.net
mailto:Annejones414@comcast.net


V-9660 A-9750



From: James & Sharon Parzino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Our Environment Matters
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:12:50 PM

James & Sharon Parzino from Surf City, NC writes:

We need real leadership in North Carolina to draft real legislation to clean up our air, water and land... And Gov.
 McCrory  is NOT the kind of leadership we need now, or ever.

----------
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mailto:streetwise@mail.com
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From: Sherry Buck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:20:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sherry Buck

1612 Beaumont Drive
Greenville, NC 27858

252-717-7438

V-9662 A-9752

mailto:bucksherry@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tammy Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:20:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tammy Smith

2774 Neuse Blvd
New Bern, NC 28562

2523490789

V-9663 A-9753

mailto:tammyjsmith@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tabitha Ammons
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:26:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tabitha Ammons

397 sneed dr
Clyde, NC 28721

V-9664 A-9754

mailto:tabammons@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Rollins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:26:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Do what is right for North Carolina.

Sincerely,

Barbara Rollins

2617 campbell rd
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-9665 A-9755

mailto:Bjeanroll@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: daphnie Klumpp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:26:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

daphnie Klumpp

2265 hwy79
Swannanoa, NC 28778

8285754421

V-9666 A-9756

mailto:daphnieklumpp@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Blackley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Energy Plan FAILS NC Citizens
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:28:06 PM

William Blackley from Elkin, NC writes:

Every leg of the draft plan is regressive in scope and action.  Any reasonable citizen knows that solar, wind, water,
 perhaps hydrogen, are the energy sources of the future.  Banking on "clean" (if anyone could call it that) will be
 very expensive at a minimum if even achievable and it will cause huge price increases for NC citizens and
 businesses to buy energy.   Why not create new jobs with the truly renewable sources?  We don't have coal in NC
 so we are having to buy coal from other states.  Our sun, wind, water and perhaps solar hydrogen are our own
 natural resource and we don't need to depend on other states to ship it to us.   Suing the Federal Government over a
 plan that appears guaranteed to fail muster with the federal government would be a huge waste of time, energy and
 money.  Get on with fixing our energy need with local companies and jobs.   Engage our citizens and local
 businesses rather than come up with a plan essentially written by Duke Power or proxies to strengthen their
 business plan and add to their bottom line.

----------
Form Data:
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mailto:wjblackley@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ruth Steenwyk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)We Need a Real Clean Power Plan for NC 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:29:24 PM

Ruth Steenwyk from Mebane, NC writes:

I am greatly disappointed with this draft "plan" from the NC Department of Environmental Quality.  It does not
 include investing in renewable energy or energy-efficiency technologies even though these are two of the fastest-
growing, most economically successful, and environmentally-friendly industries in North Carolina right now.  The
 "plan" was drafted without a robust stakeholder process as directed by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.
 North Carolina's most vulnerable communities were not even invited to participate about an issue that
 disproportionately impacts low-income communities and minorities.  Additionally, the "plan" is the most expensive
 option.  It is my belief that the NC Department of Environmental Quality is wasting taxpayer dollars by creating a
 designed-to-fail plan in order to take the U.S. EPA to Court. In the meantime, unregulated carbon pollution
 continues to harm our those most at risk.  Please do what real people in North Carolina have elected you to do and
 draft a real plan that protects North Carolina residents and communities and stop wasting taxpayer dollars.

----------
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Email 1 (Primary): ruth@mebtel.net

First Name: Ruth

Last Name: Steenwyk

City: Mebane
State: NC
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V-9668 A-9758

mailto:ruth@mebtel.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Haughney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:34:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Make a plan that passes the goals of the Clean Power Plan. Stop pollution in NC.

Sincerely,

Beth Haughney

391 Fork Lake Dr
Clinton, NC 28328

V-9669 A-9759

mailto:Sykomom@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patty Babb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:34:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

PLEASE!!!!! PLEASE!!!! PLEASE!!!! Please, support policies that protect and advance good health! It makes
 common sense on so many levels, promoting healthy environments that enhance health which saves on health care,
 increases productivity and preserves the environment for the future, not to mention the savings on the cost of
 environmental clean-up.

 I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patty Babb

907 Ardsley Road
Charlotte,  28207

V-9670 A-9760

mailto:pattybabb@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Summey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:37:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am adding my signature to a petition and writing this message in regards to your ability to make decisions about
 clean power in our states.  This is a very important issue,  and it is time to take it seriously.   Our health and future, 
 as well as that of our planet,  is at stake!  Please consider making North Carolina a state that is willing to progress
 and make changes to better our world.  I understand the adversity in standing behind a decision to support cleaner
 power alternatives-- Duke Energy is a powerful opponent.  However, a change must occur,  and we must make it
 happen.  Take this issue seriously,  please- for your constituents,  our shared environment,  and the peace of mind in
 knowing that you did everything you could to helpmake the world better.  Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Sarah Summey

2502 White Rd
Wilmington, NC 28411

9105081516

V-9671 A-9761

mailto:sosummey@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Selm
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:39:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Selm

160 Hillside street apt 2
Asheville, NC 28801

8284300758

V-9672 A-9762

mailto:krselm@alumni.unca.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Ziboukh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plants
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:40:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Global Warming is real and we have very little time to mitigate the devastating results of pollution. Let's put our
 energy and efforts into solutions - sustainable energy that does not pollute the environment.

Sincerely,

Judy Ziboukh

119 Gatepost Lane
Cary, NC 27513

9197499086

V-9673 A-9763

mailto:jziboukh@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Benbow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Your Time Will Come
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:40:51 PM

Pamela Benbow from Hillsborough, NC writes:

I'm not sure if your difficulty is a lack of morals and ethics when it comes to polluting your children's world, or
 whether it is problem stemming from a very low IQ--say, less than 70.

So you're either totally unprincipled (you can keep that character trait from your kids only so long, as they will grow
 to demand a greener world), or you're too intellectually bereft to be helped.

I hope you're merely greedy and bought and owned by the oil industry. If that is your problem, you can, when you
 lose all else, be saved. And with your salvation will come the salvation of your children's world.

----------
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From: Cheryl McGraw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power Plan for NC
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:42:13 PM

Cheryl McGraw from Raleigh, NC writes:

Your plan is a joke. As a citizen of this great state, I demand a real plan that aggressively promotes solar and wind
 energy as well as other alternatives. I demand a plan that is less expensive and creates job in the solar and wind
 industries. I want a process for real citizen input and REAL progress on climate change.

----------
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First Name: Cheryl

Last Name: McGraw

City: Raleigh
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27606

V-9675 A-9765

mailto:chrrlgrrl@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)We need clean power!
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 1:11:22 PM

Michelle Mitchell from Cornelius, NC writes:

Please support North Carolina's clean power industry.

----------
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From: Mary-Jo Paull
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Energy
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 1:25:35 PM

Mary-Jo Paull from Winnabow, NC writes:

After all of the damage Duke has done to the state, it is imperative that we work toward clean energy. We only have
 one planet. If human life is to survive much longer, we need to protect it now.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): mj_paull@hotmail.com

First Name: Mary-Jo

Last Name: Paull

City: Winnabow
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28479

V-9677 A-9767

mailto:mj_paull@hotmail.com
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From: Stephanie Princip
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 1:25:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Princip

2662 Merry Oaks Trl
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-9678 A-9768

mailto:Sprincip22@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Hopp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 1:31:07 PM

Elizabeth Hopp from Pittsboro, NC writes:

North Carolina administration should be taking a leadership role in ensuring clean air and clean energy for it's
 residents.  The draft Clean Power plan does not include investment in renewable energy or energy efficient
 technologies and does not comply with federal guidelines.  Our state should be taking a proactive stand in
 establishing guidelines to reduce carbon pollution and not wasting taxpayer money by taking the U.S. EPA to
 court.  I will not vote for a governor that is not committed to a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina

----------
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From: Barbara Marrow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 1:40:33 PM

Barbara Marrow from Calabash, NC writes:

The current administration, legislature and NCDEQ have demonstrated often and particularly with this CPP draft
 that they have no concern for the health, future, and general welfare of its NC citizens or the others with whom we
 share this country and planet. And they are willing to waste precious time and money to further demonstrate that
 stance in case there is still anyone out there who doesn't get it. The idea that the Federal government doesn't have
 the authority to mandate such action pales in comparison to the economic, environmental and health crises we are
 facing and the opportunities we have to be a leader in our future rather than trying to hold on to what we need to let
 go of. Our state will suffer not only environmental, economic, and health issues, but will also lose all credibility
 with forward thinking companies who might want to locate here, as well as talented, problem-solving entrepreneurs
 who can improve our future.  Please reconsider your obstructionist tactics of cutting off your state's nose despite
 your saving face with your fossil fuel friends.  Thank you.

----------
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From: Heide Catherina Coppotelli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Make it a GOOD Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 1:40:34 PM

Heide Catherina Coppotelli from Cedar Mountain, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality.  It falls too far
 short of providing for a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time.  It is unproductive AND excessively expensive.  We need to address
 unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future. We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels,
 including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make investments in the fast-growing, renewable energy and
 energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even though our state is a leader in the
 Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this process seriously and make
 decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and the administration to draft a
 real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s people, economy, and
 environment.

----------
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From: David Andes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)NCDEQ "plan"
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 1:42:20 PM

David Andes from Elon, NC writes:

It is time for you to look to the health and welfare of NC citizens.

Draft a new plan that supports renewable energy and energy efficiency instead of the fossil fuel industry. The EPA
 regulations need support--not obstruction.

----------
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From: Susan Wade
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 1:45:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Wade

4317 Woodlawn Dr
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-9683 A-9773

mailto:scwade1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: n s greenwood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)clean power
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 1:54:21 PM

n s greenwood from raleigh, NC writes:

Posotove action is needed here, for the sake of our future.

----------
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From: Kicab Castaneda-Mendez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)clean power-plan: NOT
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 1:56:14 PM

Kicab Castaneda-Mendez from Chapel hill, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): kicabcm@yahoo.com

First Name: Kicab

Last Name: Castaneda-Mendez

City: Chapel hill
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27517
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From: Stephen Blake
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d) = Corruption & Crony capitalism
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 2:02:39 PM

Stephen Blake from Clemmons, NC writes:

The NCDEQ is captured by the short term corporate interests of fossil fuel polluters.  The McCrory administration
 represents those interests at the expense of NC taxpayers & ratepayers.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): steve_blake@bellsouth.net

First Name: Stephen

Last Name: Blake

City: Clemmons
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27012
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From: Gary Vincent OMalley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Re. Restricting CO2 restricts the greening of the planet.
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 2:04:48 PM

To Whom It May Concern:
This is an excerpt from a book written by leading scientists. Please read before any decision about restricting the greening of the earth
 further through regulations decreasing the "emission" of CO2.
"We derive scientific evidence from measurement, observation, and experiment. Evidence must be repeatable and collected over and
 over again. Computers do not generate evidence: they analyze evidence that should have been repeated and validated. On the basis
 of the evidence and analysis of evidence, an explanation is given. This explanation is a scientific theory and must be in accord with
 other validated evidence from diverse sources (this is known as the coherence criterion in science).
Unlike in law, there is no inadmissible evidence in science. Science is underpinned by practitioners who must be skeptical of the
 methodology used to collect evidence, the analysis of evidence, and the conclusions based on the evidence. On the basis of new
 evidence, scientists must always be prepared to change their opinions. Science bows to no authority, is not based on a consensus,
 and is in a constant state of flux.
No great advance in science has been made by consensus: advances have been made by individuals paddling upstream. If a scientific
 theory is not in accord with validated evidence, then the theory must be abandoned and reconstructed. It is skepticism that underpins
 science, not the comfort of consensus.
The theory of human-induced global warming is not science because research is based on a pre-ordained conclusion, huge bodies of
 evidence are ignored, and the analytical procedures are treated as evidence. Furthermore, climate ‘science’ is sustained by
 government research grants.
Funds are not available to investigate theories that are not in accord with government ideology. Many Western governments have a
 politically popular ideology that argues that:

i. There is an increase in emissions of carbon dioxide (CO2) by human activities;
ii. The increased CO2, a greenhouse gas, will lead to ever increasing global warming;
iii. There will be tipping points, sea level rises, extinctions and ocean acidification;
iv. Climate change will be irreversible and that human emissions of CO2 must be reduced or stopped as soon as possible; and
v. In order to stop climate change, energy sources need to be shifted from coal, gas and oil to wind, solar, tidal and biomass.

i. There is an increase in emissions of carbon dioxide by human activities Point (i) is correct. These emissions derive mainly from the
 developing world and the understandable desire of its people to reach the same standard of living as the Western middle
 class. It was coal in the Industrial Revolution that originally led to the rise of the middle class in the West. Now the new
 industrial revolution in China, India and East Asia is causing the largest migration of humans that has ever occurred the rise of
 the middle class in these nations, and the use of steel and electricity, both of which derive from coal. The very slight increase
 in atmospheric CO2 has led to a slight greening of the planet. As all farmers know, CO2 is plant food and the emission of
 increasingly large amounts of CO2 by humans is good for life on Earth.

ii. The increased carbon dioxide, a greenhouse gas, will lead to ever increasing global warming Point (ii) has shown to be invalid on
 all time scales. There is no doubt that CO2 is a greenhouse gas. However, the main greenhouse gas is water vapor. The first
 100 parts per million (ppm) of CO2 have a significant effect on atmospheric temperature, whereas any increase from the
 current 400 ppm will have an insignificant effect. Furthermore, because CO2 has a short residence time in the atmosphere, it
 is naturally sequestered into the oceans, life, or rocks in less than a decade.

In fact, only 1 molecule of every 85,000 in the atmosphere is CO2 of human origin, and yet we are asked to believe that this
 one molecule drives hugely complex climate change systems. We are also asked to believe that the 32 molecules of CO2 of
 natural origin in every 85,000 molecules play no part in driving climate change.
Despite a significant increase in industrial emissions of CO2, there has been no increase in global atmospheric temperature over
 the past seventeen years. This shows that the theory that CO2 emissions of human origin drive global warming (and climate
 change) must be rejected. But this rejection has not yet taken place.
In ice core measurements, the evidence shows that temperature increase occurs hundreds to thousands of years before there is
 an increase in atmospheric CO2. This again shows that atmospheric CO2 does not drive atmospheric temperature change.
On yet another scale, geology shows that all six of the great ice ages were initiated when atmospheric CO2 was far higher than
 at present and, with the first two great ice ages, up to a thousand times higher than the current atmospheric CO2 content.
 Furthermore, geology shows that there has been sequestration of atmospheric CO2 into limey sediments, other rocks and life
 for 2,500 million years. This process continues.
The Earth currently has a very low CO2 content compared with the past. We actually live in a cold epoch. Ice is a rare rock
 and has been on Earth for less than twenty per cent of its history. For most of time, planet Earth has been warmer and wetter.
 In the past, ecosystems thrived when there was a high atmospheric carbon dioxide content— especially if it was warm. This is
 known by horticulturalists. They pump warm CO2 into glass houses. The optimum CO2 content is more than 1,600 ppm (as
 compared with the current atmospheric content of 400 ppm). History shows that communities thrived when it was warm and
 there was massive depopulation during cooler times. It is only recently— when Westerners have been very affluent— that
 people have feared the warmth. In former times, communities feared the cold because Jack Frost brought death, disease,
 famine, and war.

iii. There will be tipping points, sea level rise, extinctions and ocean acidification Sea level changes Point (iii) is not reflected by
 evidence. In the past, when atmospheric CO2 was up to one thousand times higher than at present, there were no tipping
 points, no carbon dioxide-driven climate change, and no runaway global warming. In fact, the planet was its normal wet-warm
 self, with the occasional ice age.

Land level changes:
There can be no understanding of sea level rise and fall without an understanding of local land level rises and falls. Scandinavia,
 Scotland and Canada are rising because, during the last glaciation, ice sheets covered these areas and pushed down the land.
 Now that the ice has melted, there is rebound and the land is rising. If land rises, other areas of land may sink, such as Holland.
Land rises in mountains as a result of compression (e.g. Himalayas) whereas, when there is extension or pulling apart, land
 sinks (e.g. Lake Eyre). The world’s oceans formed by extension and, because the oceans are still growing at the mid-ocean
 ridges, the land masses at the edges of oceans are uplifted into hills or mountain chains (e.g. Great Dividing Range). These
 changes are very rapid.
For example, the ancient port of Ephesus in Western Anatolia is now fifteen kilometers inland and seven metres above sea
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 level. The ancient Lycian city of Simena on the southern coast of Anatolia is now underwater. Coastal areas may sink due to
 fluids such as water, gas and oil being expelled from unconsolidated sediments during sediment loading, traffic, buildings,
 human-induced human-induced vibrations, and tides.
Any local government that brings in legislation to restrict coastal building by using international sea level projections has only
 used half the evidence, albeit questionable anyway, as local land level rises and falls are far more profound that long-term sea
 level rises and falls. The Maldives is 70 centimetres higher now than in the 1970s and eastern Australia is two metres higher
 than 4,000 years ago.
This was suggested by Darwin and has been confirmed by recent satellite measurements. Compaction, use of coral for cement
 manufacture, roads and construction, and extraction of ground water from unconsolidated coralline sand all lead to a relative
 sea level rise in the Pacific islands, as does polar ice cap melting.
Extinctions Extinction is normal. Highly adapted terrestrial species (such as humans) have a short life whereas some basic
 highly adaptable species can survive for billions of years (e.g. bacteria). There is a great diversity of reasons for extinction and
 climate change is only one of the minor causes. At any time in the history of the planet, there are extinctions, and hence it is no
 surprise that we live in a period of extinction. Dominant species, such as humans, kill other species for food and change
 habitats.
It has happened many times before. Vacated ecologies are quickly filled and life goes on. Global warming may create a few
 extinctions although most species (including plants) have the ability to move to their ideal climate. The history of the planet
 shows that there is a huge increase in biodiversity during warm times and that extinctions are universal in colder times, when
 ecosystems are reduced or changed.
For example, during the last glaciation, the Amazonian rainforests did not exist and there were copses of trees and grasslands
The Great Barrier Reef first formed about 50 million years ago and has survived hundreds of coolings and warmings and
 massive rain events that deposit sediment on the Reef.
The sea levels fall and lower temperatures during glacial events kill higher latitude coral reefs and they continue to thrive at
 lower latitudes. The geological record shows that coral reefs love it warm, especially when there is more CO2 in the
 atmosphere.
The alkalinity (measured as pH units on a logarithmic scale) of ocean water changes is slightly variable. A very slight change to
 ocean pH would involve a chemical reaction utilizing monstrous volumes of acid. Seawater does not become acidified: it
 changes slightly in alkalinity. The lowest alkalinity (pH 7.3) is very close to acid hot springs.
Any Green, climate activist, or journalist who refers to ocean acidity demonstrates a lack of knowledge of basic chemistry. Or
 maybe they are just deliberately misleading.
The oceans have been alkaline throughout the history of time because water chemistry, ocean floor sediments, and new
 volcanic rocks on the sea floor buffer seawater to stop it becoming acid, even during times of CO2 concentrations that were
 thousands of times the present value. Ocean waters, such as borates, buffer seawater and keep its pH constant. At mid-ocean
 ridges where volcanic rocks spew out on the ocean floor above large magma chambers, the extensional tectonics allows the
 ingress of cool alkaline seawater down fractures to depths of about five kilometres into the fresh basalts.
Chemical reactions between natural glasses and minerals in basalt cause water and rock to swap chemicals. This is a buffering
 process that allows the oceans to remain at constant pH. This process has been taking place for thousands of millions of years
 during warm times, cold times and times of high atmospheric CO2 yet the oceans have never been acid. If they were acid at
 some time, then there would have been a gap in the marine fossil record as carbonate shells of organisms would have
 dissolved. There is no such gap.
iv. Climate change will be irreversible and that human emissions of carbon dioxide must be reduced or stopped as soon as
 possible Governments and their agencies claim that science supports their ideology, but while research grants are given to
 support this ideology, naysayers are denied grants, ignored, or— more commonly— pilloried. This doesn’t happen in many
 other branches of science, where competing theories are supported with research funds, ideas are energetically discussed, and
 theories are changed based on new validated evidence. Matters of climate change have been politicized, everyone has an
 opinion (despite commonly not having the knowledge to underpin an opinion), scientifically illiterate journalists become
 champions of a cause rather than impartial journalists, and various media networks have taken a partisan political position.
 There has never been a public debate about human-induced climate change, only dogma.
Science is full of different interpretations of similar observations and, while it sometimes leads to heated and protracted
 arguments, it seldom leads to one side trying to attribute to their opponents all the basest characteristics of the human species.
 Yet this is precisely what happens in the climate change non-debate. Question even one minor factor in the ‘official’ story and
 you are likely to be accused of all sorts of political chicanery and moral turpitude.
I am yet to find a scientist or read a paper which claims that the climate is not changing. Hence, to label someone as a climate
 change ‘denier’ demonstrates that the accuser believes that without human activity, climate would not change. This is
 ignorance.
The economically vulnerable have been pushed into fuel poverty. Vulnerable people die earlier, costs and unemployment
 increase and, in the Third World, such climate policies create the continuation of crippling poverty and unnecessary deaths,
 especially amongst women and children. In the UK over the last five years, home heating costs have risen 63 per cent, real
 wages have decreased and an increasing number of the poor spend more than ten per cent of their income on energy.
Energy poor pensioners are spending their days riding in heated buses to keep warm, a third are leaving parts of their homes
 cold and rugging up with hats and scarves and blankets and they are forced to stay in bed longer because of the cost of energy.
 Is this green policy about helping the poor or the triumph of ideology over tried-and-proven systems? This warm embrace of
 feel-good, highly expensive, ‘renewable’ wind energy has left the most vulnerable citizens out in the cold literally.
In Germany, charities report the power is cut off from more than 300,000 households each year because consumers can’t afford
 to pay the high costs of ‘renewable’ green electricity. Some 800,000 Germans are now described as being in energy poverty.
 German consumers now will be forced to pay annually more than € 24 billion to subsidise electricity from solar, wind and bio
 fuel generating plants that produced electricity at a market price of just over € 3 billion. Because of the green dream, Germans
 now have the highest electricity prices in Europe.
In the UK, green levies for ‘renewable’ energy are causing energy poverty for 2.4 million British households. There are some
 6,000 wind turbines there, with about 1,000 offshore. In the 2012-2013 winter, there were 35,000 additional deaths. This
 correlates with the increase in wind turbines and the increasing number of the people facing energy poverty. It translates as six
 elderly, sick or vulnerable people dying each year for every wind turbine, or six deaths per megawatt of wind power generated.
 In the 2011-2012 winter, tens of thousands of trees disappeared from parks and woodlands across Greece.
Impoverished residents did not have money to pay for electricity and turned to fireplaces and wood stoves for cooking and heat.
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 The same has occurred in Germany. The combination of a cold winter and rising energy costs has forced people to go
 collecting wood in the forests for home heating and cooking.
v.In order to stop climate change, energy sources need to be shifted from coal, gas and oil to wind, solar, tidal and biomass The
 ‘alternative’ energy systems such as wind and solar are environmentally disastrous. They cause loss of ecosystems, destruction
 of wildlife, sterilisation of land, inordinate costs that may not be retrieved during the life of the system, and the emission of huge
 amounts of CO2 during construction. Furthermore, both wind and solar power are inefficient. They can’t provide 24/ 7 base-load
 power and need backup by coal-burning carbon dioxide-emitting electricity generating plants.
Germany shut down eight nuclear power stations because of Green pressure. Although Germany has a huge solar and wind
 generating industry, the unreliability of these ideological power sources is such that Germany has now increased its CO2
 emissions by building new thermal coal-power stations."

*************************************************************************************************************************

Abbot, Dr John; James Delingpole, Dr Robert M. Carter ~ Rupert Darwall ~; Donna Laframboise, Dr Christopher Essex ~ Dr
 Stewart W. Franks ~ Dr Kesten C. Green ~; Dr Richard S. Lindzen, Nigel Lawson ~ Bernard Lewin ~; Dr Patrick J. Michaels ~
 Dr Alan Moran, Dr Jennifer Marohasy ~ Dr Ross McKitrick ~; Nova, Jo; Dr Willie Soon, Dr Garth W. Paltridge ~ Dr Ian Plimer ~;
 Steyn, Mark; Watts, Anthony; Andrew Bolt; Dr J. Scott Armstrong (2015-01-11). “Climate Change: The Facts” 

Instead of embracing the failed policies of foreign governments, it has become even more of an imperative that we reverse
 regulations that further the decline of plant growth which will eventually starve and impoverish millions. 

Sincerely,
Gary King
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From: Sharon Dyar-Hopkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 2:07:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It is important to protect our environment, especially our air quality. Failure to do this creates illnesses for all. It
 increases lung disease, bronchitis and asthma in all citizens.

It is the function of Government to provide for the common good. By not maintaining environmental standards,
 YOU are failing in your sworn duty as an official of the people of North Carolina.

Sincerely,

Sharon Dyar-Hopkins

702 N. Fulton St
Salisbury, NC 28144
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From: Helen Hawley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Governor McCrory
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 2:08:29 PM

Helen Hawley from High Point, NC writes:

Please do not implement this very poor plan.  Please redo to make a plan that does provide for clean water and air,
 as well as providing clean energy in the future for North Carolina.  This plan is designed to fail and to waste
 taxpayer money.  It continues on the old, pollution-laden route of dependency on fossil fuels that dirty our air and
 water.  It’s time NCDEQ take this process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our
 state. I implore the Governor and the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects
 the health and safety of our state’s people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): grandmahawley@hotmail.com

First Name: Helen

Last Name: Hawley

City: High Point
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27262
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From: Lucinda McGuinn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 2:31:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support the carbon pollution standards for power plants to the fullest.  Why on earth would you not want to
 do this if you actually love our state as you claim to.

Sincerely,

Lucinda McGuinn

147 Little Laurel Rd. Ext
Boone, NC 28607

8282646949
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From: Kim Hombs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 2:35:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kim Hombs

16303 Farmchase Court
charlotte, NC 28277

704-543-8513
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From: Peg Andrew
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 2:37:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a constituent who cares deeply about our environment and supporting efforts to meet the new standards adopted
 World wide in the Clean Power Act, I want to count on you as my representative to work diligently to submit a plan
 specifying how our state will work innovately to meet these new standards.

Sincerely,

Peg Andrew

538 Dye Leaf Lane
Fairview, NC 28730
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From: Arlie Keith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean air and water top priority
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 2:58:40 PM

Arlie Keith from Jefferson, NC writes:

It is time that everyone starts to appreciate the state's vast beauty and stop allowing it to be screwed over by every
 corporation, individual, Tom, Dick and Harry, and especially politicians who could care less.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): akeith@skybest.com

First Name: Arlie

Last Name: Keith

City: Jefferson
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28640
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From: Ron Baxendell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 2:59:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ron Baxendell

4882 Berkley Dr
Wilmington, NC 28405

9108338841
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From: Cathy Brunick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)"111(d)".
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 3:11:57 PM

Cathy Brunick from Charlotte, NC writes:

I am writing to tell you how disappointed I am with the draft "plan" from the NC Department of Environmental
 Quality.  It doesn't go far enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for our state.  Even worse is that this
 draft "plan" wastes taxpayer dollars and precious time.  We need to address unregulated carbon pollution which is
 affecting our families and our future.  We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficient technologies.  This draft "plan" does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy.  It is time that NCDEQ takes
 this process seriously and makes decisions that will actually make a difference for North Carolina.  I am asking that
 the Governor and the administration draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety
 of our state's people, economy and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): cbrunick@carolina.rr.com
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City: Charlotte
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28273
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From: Thomas Atherton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Better clean power plan please
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 3:20:14 PM

Thomas Atherton from Asheville, NC writes:

Dear NC policy makers

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

Thanks, Tom

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): paixeamor@aol.com

First Name: Thomas

Last Name: Atherton

City: Asheville
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28801

V-9698 A-9788

mailto:paixeamor@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanne Nikides
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)NC Department of Environmental Quality
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 3:37:48 PM

Joanne Nikides from Durham, NC writes:

It's clear Duke Energy sets environmental policy in NC but it would be appreciated if the Governor of our state
 would for once consider the health of its citizens , especially the most vulnerable...our children.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): nikidesj@msn.com
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From: Heather Welsh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Disappointed
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 3:40:11 PM

Heather Welsh from Garner, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): hezzter@yahoo.com

First Name: Heather

Last Name: Welsh

City: Garner
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27529
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From: Avril Lomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power.
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 3:48:08 PM

Avril Lomas from Tryon, NC writes:

In a state that "thinks' that solar power will deplete the warmth of the sun. What would any of us, expect from this
 collection of non scientists in a Southern state? I venture to say Not a whole lot! Congrats!
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From: Dayna Feist
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 3:55:59 PM

Dayna Feist from Asheville, NC writes:

You can do better than this "Clean Power Plan". Where is the investment in renewable energy and technologies?
 Where is the US EPA or the affected communities in this plan? Are you more worried about suing the EPA than
 you are about wasting taxpayer money AND harming vulnerable children and citizens?  Or are you like the shopper
 who picks out the most expensive clothing in the store because the most expensive has GOT to be the best! Shame
 on you--you know better.

----------
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From: Sara Kane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean energy
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 3:58:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support clean energy in NC.

Sincerely,

Sara Kane

321 Rectory St., #437
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-9703 A-9793

mailto:sarakane5@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pete Key
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 4:18:13 PM

Pete Key from Oak Island, NC writes:

My name is Peter Key, and I am a resident of Oak Island in Brunswick County, Elevation 16'. I've been a resident of
 NC for 45 years, most importantly I am a father of four children under 9 that have a future, good or bad, in our great
 state.

I understand the State's stance that this plan is partially illegal in scope. I'm not an Attourney so I defer to their
 expertise. Mr. Carter I also read your op-ed in the News & Observer and I defer to your expertise in the arena of
 The EPA. I don't contest the stance that the Fed is overstepping its reach.

What I am however is a professional dad. It's my job to protect those little girls in the small everyday things and the
 global where I can and teach them to dream big dreams.

My perception of our states policy as I watch the news is that we are resisting moving forward towards the future in
 every way we can. We reduce the incentives towards renewable energy at every opportunity and reinforce the
 stronghold that Old Energy has on the political process.

As a previous speaker mentioned, under the states constitution there is a mandate that the government protect me,
 my family and every person that calls this state home. Our government should be stepping up to improve current
 energy production systems and implement cutting edge renewable energy initiatives.

I feel, "the balk" on blocks 2 and 3 of the Federal plan are a direct push back and return to the old world way. A
 rejection of the sustainable future. The future that my children and your children will live in. We should be doing
 everything we can to push out of the envelope of fossil fuel and the pollution it creates.

A cynic might say that the rejection of these two blocks, specifically, the refusal to state a forward thinking plan to
 drastically increase our reliance on Solar and Wind are influenced by our undue financial influence of our states
 executive branch by fossil fuel interest. Specifically the Koch Brothers, whom I didn't vote into office.

We have an amazing opportunity to crush the clean energy market by utilizing the natural resources God has
 afforded us. Our offshore wind and solar opportunities in unused rural areas are significant, yet we fail to dream
 big. Really big. We fail, because our leaders fail, to dream big. As a former resident of Charlotte, I have had the
 honor of voting for Mr. McCrory in every single election in his political career because I trusted in him and what he
 stood for. If he continues to sideline Clean Energy, I'm not sure I can continue to support him.  In my eyes as
 Governor, he has broken my trust over and over again. I am heart broken. I encourage our government to stop the
 cynicism and failure to dream big. To protect us, protect our families, to lead the way in our nation.
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A previous speaker stated that our stance was business as usual. I respectfully disagree. Based on our amazing
 process in the area of clean air improvements in this century, this plan is a step backwards.

Only great plans inspire the hearts of men.

Be great. Lead the nation. Lead the world.

Quoting the great American writer William Faulkner,

Always dream and shoot higher than you know you can do. Do not bother just to be better than your contemporaries
 or predecessors. Try to be better than yourself.

Shoot higher.

----------
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From: robin procor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 4:25:49 PM

robin procor from lake lure, NC writes:

This is a plan to fail and to say it is disappointing is an understatement. No renewable energy, drafted by Duke
 Power, intended to fail to cause the Feds to come in. I used to be proud of NC and it's lead in environmental and
 energy policy. This policy is a testament to your abhorrent administration. Please surprise me and draft a real plan
 that protects the citizens of NC.
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From: Judith Toy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: I am in love with Mother Earth
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 4:31:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support our planet by providing the cleanest possible energy. We know this can be done with solar & turbine
 & water power. We have the means; it is up to you to hear your constituents and to provide the ways. I am in love
 with Mother Earth.

Sincerely,

Judith Toy

219 Old Toll Circle
Black Mountain, NC 28711
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From: Gary Vincent OMalley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: RE: 111(d) Restricting CO2 restricts the greening of the planet.
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 4:35:26 PM

To Whom It May Concern:
This is an excerpt from a book written by leading scientists. Please read before any decision about restricting the greening of the earth
 further through regulations decreasing the "emission" of CO2.
"We derive scientific evidence from measurement, observation, and experiment. Evidence must be repeatable and collected over and
 over again. Computers do not generate evidence: they analyze evidence that should have been repeated and validated. On the basis
 of the evidence and analysis of evidence, an explanation is given. This explanation is a scientific theory and must be in accord with
 other validated evidence from diverse sources (this is known as the coherence criterion in science).
Unlike in law, there is no inadmissible evidence in science. Science is underpinned by practitioners who must be skeptical of the
 methodology used to collect evidence, the analysis of evidence, and the conclusions based on the evidence. On the basis of new
 evidence, scientists must always be prepared to change their opinions. Science bows to no authority, is not based on a consensus,
 and is in a constant state of flux.
No great advance in science has been made by consensus: advances have been made by individuals paddling upstream. If a scientific
 theory is not in accord with validated evidence, then the theory must be abandoned and reconstructed. It is skepticism that underpins
 science, not the comfort of consensus.
The theory of human-induced global warming is not science because research is based on a pre-ordained conclusion, huge bodies of
 evidence are ignored, and the analytical procedures are treated as evidence. Furthermore, climate ‘science’ is sustained by
 government research grants. There are no government funds available to studies that run counter to government ideology. Many
 Western governments have a politically popular ideology that argues:

re is an increase in emissions of carbon dioxide (CO2) by human activities;
e increased CO2, a greenhouse gas, will lead to ever increasing global warming;
ere will be tipping points, sea level rises, extinctions and ocean acidification;
mate change will be irreversible and that human emissions of CO2 must be reduced or stopped as soon as possible; and

 order to stop climate change, energy sources need to be shifted from coal, gas and oil to wind, solar, tidal and biomass.
re is an increase in emissions of carbon dioxide by human activities Point (i) is correct. These emissions derive mainly from the

 developing world and the understandable desire of its people to reach the same standard of living as the Western middle class. It was
 coal in the Industrial Revolution that originally led to the rise of the middle class in the West. Now the new industrial revolution in
 China, India and East Asia is causing the largest migration of humans that has ever occurred the rise of the middle class in these
 nations, and the use of steel and electricity, both of which derive from coal. The very slight increase in atmospheric CO2 has led to a
 slight greening of the planet. As all farmers know, CO2 is plant food and the emission of increasingly large amounts of CO2 by
 humans is good for life on Earth.

e increased carbon dioxide, a greenhouse gas, will lead to ever increasing global warming Point (ii) has shown to be invalid on all time
 scales. There is no doubt that CO2 is a greenhouse gas. However, the main greenhouse gas is water vapor. The first 100 parts per
 million (ppm) of CO2 have a significant effect on atmospheric temperature, whereas any increase from the current 400 ppm will have
 an insignificant effect. Furthermore, because CO2 has a short residence time in the atmosphere, it is naturally sequestered into the
 oceans, life, or rocks in less than a decade.
In fact, only 1 molecule of every 85,000 in the atmosphere is CO2 of human origin, and yet we are asked to believe that this one
 molecule drives hugely complex climate change systems. We are also asked to believe that the 32 molecules of CO2 of natural

 origin in every 85,000 molecules play no part in driving climate change.
Despite a significant increase in industrial emissions of CO2, there has been no increase in global atmospheric temperature over the
 past seventeen years. This shows that the theory that CO2 emissions of human origin drive global warming (and climate change) must
 be rejected. But this rejection has not yet taken place.
In ice core measurements, the evidence shows that temperature increase occurs hundreds to thousands of years before there is an
 increase in atmospheric CO2. This again shows that atmospheric CO2 does not drive atmospheric temperature change.
On yet another scale, geology shows that all six of the great ice ages were initiated when atmospheric CO2 was far higher than at
 present and, with the first two great ice ages, up to a thousand times higher than the current atmospheric CO2 content. Furthermore,
 geology shows that there has been sequestration of atmospheric CO2 into limey sediments, other rocks and life for 2,500 million
 years. This process continues.
The Earth currently has a very low CO2 content compared with the past. We actually live in a cold epoch. Ice is a rare rock and
 has been on Earth for less than twenty per cent of its history. For most of time, planet Earth has been warmer and wetter. In the past,
 ecosystems thrived when there was a high atmospheric carbon dioxide content— especially if it was warm. This is known by
 horticulturalists. They pump warm CO2 into glass houses. The optimum CO2 content is more than 1,600 ppm (as compared with the
 current atmospheric content of 400 ppm). History shows that communities thrived when it was warm and there was massive
 depopulation during cooler times. It is only recently— when Westerners have been very affluent— that people have feared the warmth.
 In former times, communities feared the cold because Jack Frost brought death, disease, famine, and war.

ere will be tipping points, sea level rise, extinctions and ocean acidification Sea level changes Point (iii) is not reflected by evidence. In
 the past, when atmospheric CO2 was up to one thousand times higher than at present, there were no tipping points, no carbon
 dioxide-driven climate change, and no runaway global warming. In fact, the planet was its normal wet-warm self, with the occasional
 ice age.
Land level changes:
There can be no understanding of sea level rise and fall without an understanding of local land level rises and falls. Scandinavia,
 Scotland and Canada are rising because, during the last glaciation, ice sheets covered these areas and pushed down the land. Now
 that the ice has melted, there is rebound and the land is rising. If land rises, other areas of land may sink, such as Holland.
Land rises in mountains as a result of compression (e.g. Himalayas) whereas, when there is extension or pulling apart, land sinks (e.g.
 Lake Eyre). The world’s oceans formed by extension and, because the oceans are still growing at the mid-ocean ridges, the land

V-9708 A-9798

mailto:fatheromalley@fatheromalley.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


 masses at the edges of oceans are uplifted into hills or mountain chains (e.g. Great Dividing Range). These changes are very rapid.
For example, the ancient port of Ephesus in Western Anatolia is now fifteen kilometers inland and seven metres above sea level. The
 ancient Lycian city of Simena on the southern coast of Anatolia is now underwater. Coastal areas may sink due to fluids such as
 water, gas and oil being expelled from unconsolidated sediments during sediment loading, traffic, buildings, human-induced human-
induced vibrations, and tides.
Any local government that brings in legislation to restrict coastal building by using international sea level projections has only used half
 the evidence, albeit questionable anyway, as local land level rises and falls are far more profound that long-term sea level rises and
 falls. The Maldives is 70 centimetres higher now than in the 1970s and eastern Australia is two metres higher than 4,000 years ago.
This was suggested by Darwin and has been confirmed by recent satellite measurements. Compaction, use of coral for cement
 manufacture, roads and construction, and extraction of ground water from unconsolidated coralline sand all lead to a relative sea level
 rise in the Pacific islands, as does polar ice cap melting.
Extinctions Extinction is normal. Highly adapted terrestrial species (such as humans) have a short life whereas some basic highly
 adaptable species can survive for billions of years (e.g. bacteria). There is a great diversity of reasons for extinction and climate
 change is only one of the minor causes. At any time in the history of the planet, there are extinctions, and hence it is no surprise that
 we live in a period of extinction. Dominant species, such as humans, kill other species for food and change habitats.
It has happened many times before. Vacated ecologies are quickly filled and life goes on. Global warming may create a few extinctions
 although most species (including plants) have the ability to move to their ideal climate. The history of the planet shows that there is a
 huge increase in biodiversity during warm times and that extinctions are universal in colder times, when ecosystems are reduced or
 changed.
For example, during the last glaciation, the Amazonian rainforests did not exist and there were copses of trees and grasslands
The Great Barrier Reef first formed about 50 million years ago and has survived hundreds of coolings and warmings and massive rain
 events that deposit sediment on the Reef.
The sea levels fall and lower temperatures during glacial events kill higher latitude coral reefs and they continue to thrive at lower
 latitudes. The geological record shows that coral reefs love it warm, especially when there is more CO2 in the atmosphere.
The alkalinity (measured as pH units on a logarithmic scale) of ocean water changes is slightly variable. A very slight change to ocean
 pH would involve a chemical reaction utilizing monstrous volumes of acid. Seawater does not become acidified: it changes slightly in
 alkalinity. The lowest alkalinity (pH 7.3) is very close to acid hot springs.
Any Green, climate activist, or journalist who refers to ocean acidity demonstrates a lack of knowledge of basic chemistry. Or maybe
 they are just deliberately misleading.
The oceans have been alkaline throughout the history of time because water chemistry, ocean floor sediments, and new volcanic rocks
 on the sea floor buffer seawater to stop it becoming acid, even during times of CO2 concentrations that were thousands of times the
 present value. Ocean waters, such as borates, buffer seawater and keep its pH constant. At mid-ocean ridges where volcanic rocks
 spew out on the ocean floor above large magma chambers, the extensional tectonics allows the ingress of cool alkaline seawater
 down fractures to depths of about five kilometres into the fresh basalts.
Chemical reactions between natural glasses and minerals in basalt cause water and rock to swap chemicals. This is a buffering
 process that allows the oceans to remain at constant pH. This process has been taking place for thousands of millions of years during
 warm times, cold times and times of high atmospheric CO2 yet the oceans have never been acid. If they were acid at some time, then
 there would have been a gap in the marine fossil record as carbonate shells of organisms would have dissolved. There is no such gap.
iv. Climate change will be irreversible and that human emissions of carbon dioxide must be reduced or stopped as soon as possible
 Governments and their agencies claim that science supports their ideology, but while research grants are given to support this
 ideology, naysayers are denied grants, ignored, or— more commonly— pilloried. This doesn’t happen in many other branches of
 science, where competing theories are supported with research funds, ideas are energetically discussed, and theories are changed
 based on new validated evidence. Matters of climate change have been politicized, everyone has an opinion (despite commonly not
 having the knowledge to underpin an opinion), scientifically illiterate journalists become champions of a cause rather than impartial
 journalists, and various media networks have taken a partisan political position. There has never been a public debate about human-
induced climate change, only dogma.
Science is full of different interpretations of similar observations and, while it sometimes leads to heated and protracted arguments, it
 seldom leads to one side trying to attribute to their opponents all the basest characteristics of the human species. Yet this is precisely
 what happens in the climate change non-debate. Question even one minor factor in the ‘official’ story and you are likely to be accused
 of all sorts of political chicanery and moral turpitude.
I am yet to find a scientist or read a paper which claims that the climate is not changing. Hence, to label someone as a climate change
 ‘denier’ demonstrates that the accuser believes that without human activity, climate would not change. This is ignorance.
The economically vulnerable have been pushed into fuel poverty. Vulnerable people die earlier, costs and unemployment increase and,
 in the Third World, such climate policies create the continuation of crippling poverty and unnecessary deaths, especially amongst
 women and children. In the UK over the last five years, home heating costs have risen 63 per cent, real wages have decreased and an
 increasing number of the poor spend more than ten per cent of their income on energy.
Energy poor pensioners are spending their days riding in heated buses to keep warm, a third are leaving parts of their homes cold and
 rugging up with hats and scarves and blankets and they are forced to stay in bed longer because of the cost of energy. Is this green
 policy about helping the poor or the triumph of ideology over tried-and-proven systems? This warm embrace of feel-good, highly
 expensive, ‘renewable’ wind energy has left the most vulnerable citizens out in the cold literally.
In Germany, charities report the power is cut off from more than 300,000 households each year because consumers can’t afford to pay
 the high costs of ‘renewable’ green electricity. Some 800,000 Germans are now described as being in energy poverty. German
 consumers now will be forced to pay annually more than € 24 billion to subsidise electricity from solar, wind and bio fuel generating
 plants that produced electricity at a market price of just over € 3 billion. Because of the green dream, Germans now have the highest
 electricity prices in Europe.
In the UK, green levies for ‘renewable’ energy are causing energy poverty for 2.4 million British households. There are some 6,000
 wind turbines there, with about 1,000 offshore. In the 2012-2013 winter, there were 35,000 additional deaths. This correlates with the
 increase in wind turbines and the increasing number of the people facing energy poverty. It translates as six elderly, sick or vulnerable
 people dying each year for every wind turbine, or six deaths per megawatt of wind power generated. In the 2011-2012 winter, tens of
 thousands of trees disappeared from parks and woodlands across Greece.
Impoverished residents did not have money to pay for electricity and turned to fireplaces and wood stoves for cooking and heat. The
 same has occurred in Germany. The combination of a cold winter and rising energy costs has forced people to go collecting wood in
 the forests for home heating and cooking.
v.In order to stop climate change, energy sources need to be shifted from coal, gas and oil to wind, solar, tidal and biomass The
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 ‘alternative’ energy systems such as wind and solar are environmentally disastrous. They cause loss of ecosystems, destruction of
 wildlife, sterilization of land, inordinate costs that may not be retrieved during the life of the system, and the emission of huge amounts
 of CO2 during construction. Furthermore, both wind and solar power are inefficient. They can’t provide 24/ 7 base-load power and
 need backup by coal-burning carbon dioxide-emitting electricity generating plants.
Germany shut down eight nuclear power stations because of Green pressure. Although Germany has a huge solar and wind
 generating industry, the unreliability of these ideological power sources is such that Germany has now increased its CO2 emissions by
 building new thermal coal-power stations."
*************************************************************************************************************************

Abbot, Dr John; James Delingpole, Dr Robert M. Carter ~ Rupert Darwall ~; Donna Laframboise, Dr Christopher Essex ~ Dr Stewart
 W. Franks ~ Dr Kesten C. Green ~; Dr Richard S. Lindzen, Nigel Lawson ~ Bernard Lewin ~; Dr Patrick J. Michaels ~ Dr Alan Moran,
 Dr Jennifer Marohasy ~ Dr Ross McKitrick ~; Nova, Jo; Dr Willie Soon, Dr Garth W. Paltridge ~ Dr Ian Plimer ~; Steyn, Mark; Watts,
 Anthony; Andrew Bolt; Dr J. Scott Armstrong (2015-01-11). “Climate Change: The Facts” 

Instead of embracing the failed policies of foreign governments, it has become even more of an imperative that we reverse regulations
 that further the decline of plant growth which will eventually starve and impoverish millions. 

Sincerely,
Gary King
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From: Amber Moodie-Dyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)GET REAL on clean power plan proposal
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 4:49:28 PM

Amber Moodie-Dyer from Durham, NC writes:

I am extremely disheartened with the approach our state government is taking to the Clean Power Plan and with the
 draft plan from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It might as well not even exist for the complete and
 utter inadequacy in ensuring a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. This plan is a waste of taxpayer
 dollars and precious time. I attended the public hearing in Raleigh with over 100 other concerned citizens, 99.9% of
 us felt the same - We MUST do better. Even the young children and students who spoke so eloquently knew that
 we CAN do better, and so easily. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment. The health and safety of our children and our children's children depend on it.

----------
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From: Darci Gold
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 4:55:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darci Gold

420 Fisher Park Circle
Greensboro, NC 27401
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From: Brenda Tenerelli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Energy
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 5:04:50 PM

Brenda Tenerelli from Weaverville, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.
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From: abby bentzel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: stop the pollution
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 5:10:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support the clean power plan. We as a country need to be working to better our environment. Clean energy
 has been available for years and its a shame how far away we are from going green and clean. Don't try to stop this
 bill because duke pays part of your salary or kick backs. Do what's right for the world. Support the Clean Energy
 Plan please.

Sincerely,

abby bentzel

main st
Canton, NC 28716
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From: marcia bailey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)POLLUTERS
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 5:13:53 PM

marcia bailey from Burnsville, NC writes:

You were elected to stop the

polluting and to safeguard our

health by passing measures

that ensured the citizens of NC

to be taken care of  --  NOT

assaulted by toxic air and dirty

energy.  GET WITH IT!!!  You

and your families are being

affected too!!!!!!!!
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From: Samara Hubbard
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: NC needs a strong set of rules to combat carbon emissions
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 5:17:39 PM

Dear Ms. Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers state incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low-income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 program, but the draft rules do not include the program. Please address this and include language supporting this
 program in your final rule.

Thank you.

Samara Hubbard
418 S. 18th street
wilmington, NC 28403
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From: Victoria Hagemeister
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)NC draft Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 5:37:41 PM

Victoria Hagemeister from Camden, NC writes:

I am deeply disappointed with North Carolina's draft Clean Power Plan that fails to commit to investments in
 renewable energy and energy efficient technologies.  Furthermore, the Plan's insistence on perpetuating the use of
 fossil fuels is bad for the environment and the residents of North Carolina, America and the world. 

The current plan is fiscally irresponsible and was created in poor faith.  It was drafted without including input from
 all stakeholders and is designed to be contentious in hopes of ending up in court against the EPA. 

It is time for the current administration to act responsibly and show concern for more than the stakeholders of the
 fossil fuel  industry.  Please develop a plan that complies with federal guidelines and considers the welfare of all the
 residents of North Carolina.
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From: Naomi Hampden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Energy
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 5:49:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We want clean air to breath.

Sincerely,

Naomi Hampden

74 Raven Hill ct
Clayton, NC 27520
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From: Gracie Deal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 5:51:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gracie Deal

4908 E Beach Dr
Oak Island, NC 28465
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From: Richard Groves
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 6:05:11 PM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Richard Groves
2137 Wisteria Drive
Wilmington, NC 28401
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From: john gray
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: NC needs a strong set of rules to combat carbon emissions
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 6:15:18 PM

Dear Ms. Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers state incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low-income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 program, but the draft rules do not include the program. Please address this and include language supporting this
 program in your final rule.

Thank you.

john gray
1919 Market St
Wilmington, NC 28403
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From: Rita Muehlman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Renewable energy
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 6:19:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

The government buildings should be equipped with solar energy.  Very low interest loans should be available for
 private residence owners to install solar on their homes.

Sincerely,

Rita Muehlman

any street
Fort Mill, SC 29707
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From: Elizabeth Riddle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 6:30:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Riddle

6707 Long Meadow Drive
Whitsett, NC 27377

V-9723 A-9813

mailto:jtb3jar61@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Candace Crump
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 6:55:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

For a beautiful and clean & healthy North Carolina for generations to come, I urge and encourage Governor McCroy
 and the environmental agency to submit plans for N.C.  that strongly adhere to the Clean Power Plan.

Sincerely,

Candace Crump

231 Eden Circle
Pineville, NC 28134

V-9724 A-9814

mailto:candace.crump@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Mulrooney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 7:01:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Don't fail the citizens of North Carolina. We really do like fresh water and air.

Sincerely,

Carol Mulrooney

3068 Trimble Cir NW
Concord, NC 28027

704-787-9814

V-9725 A-9815

mailto:vcarol24@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debbie Osborne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Shame on Govenor McCrory
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 7:03:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I vote for the Clean Power Plan....shame on you Gov. McCrory!!!

Deborah Osborne
7390 Right Angle
Sherrills Ford NC. 28673

Sincerely,

Debbie Osborne

7390 right angle
Sherrills ford,  28673

V-9726 A-9816

mailto:Osbornwillowcove@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darla Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power is possible!
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 7:03:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please understand that these standards that our Federal government released is a step forward in helping not only
 clean up our environment & planet but the health of future generations. 

It's not a debate over climate change.  We need to convert to cleaner energy anyway for the health of ourselves and
 our planet.

Please don't give in to lobbyist or big business or politics...whatever the reason would be not not do what is moral
 and ethical and right.

Thank you,
Darla Brown

Sincerely,

Darla Brown

913 Dorothy Sanders Way
Raleigh, NC 27601

9199065500

V-9727 A-9817

mailto:darlabrown1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Almeida
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 7:20:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It is time North Carolina cleaned up our air and water!!!!!

Sincerely,

Cathy Almeida

232 Tower Drine
Angier,  27501

919-707-0254

V-9728 A-9818

mailto:dckerbow@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Hansen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 7:22:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please to the right thing for future generations and support a Clean Power plan.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Hansen

318 BelAnn Cir
N/a
Washington, NC 27889

V-9729 A-9819

mailto:Kh34668@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jan Zanin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 7:25:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Clean Power Plan, and as a registered voter in North Carolina, I expect my state officials to support it
 as well.  Why would anyone NOT want clean power?  What condition are we trying to leave our environment in for
 our children, grandchildren, and all future residents of this beautiful state?  I understand the allure of the power that
 oil and gas industries may offer, but as an elected official, your first responsibility is to the health and well-being of
 the citizenry.
Support the Clean Power Plan.

Sincerely,

Jan Zanin

1309 Harbour View Dr
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948

V-9730 A-9820

mailto:janzanin@rocketmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ginny Soule
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Energy
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 7:32:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please clean up our beautiful state for the children.

Sincerely,

Ginny Soule

936 Wall Rd
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-9731 A-9821

mailto:Gsoule16@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Santiago Navia
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 7:40:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Santiago Navia

PO Box 5383
Davidson, NC 28035

V-9732 A-9822

mailto:snavia.jaramillo@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Benham
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: NC needs a strong set of rules to combat carbon emissions
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 7:47:44 PM

Dear Ms. Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers state incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low-income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 program, but the draft rules do not include the program. Please address this and include language supporting this
 program in your final rule.

Thank you.

Michelle Benham
7 Brunswick Ct
Durham, NC 27705

V-9733 A-9823

mailto:Michelleann86@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: peter schilz
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: NC needs a strong set of rules to combat carbon emissions
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:04:10 PM

Dear Ms. Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers state incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low-income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 program, but the draft rules do not include the program. Please address this and include language supporting this
 program in your final rule.

Thank you.

peter schilz
3626 Hargate
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-9734 A-9824

mailto:kayakdr23@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: peter schilz
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: NC needs a strong set of rules to combat carbon emissions
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:04:38 PM

Dear Ms. Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers state incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low-income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 program, but the draft rules do not include the program. Please address this and include language supporting this
 program in your final rule.

Thank you.

peter schilz
3626 Hargate
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-9735 A-9825

mailto:kayakdr23@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Lavinder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:12:11 PM

Gary Lavinder from Statesville, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): lavindergary@gmail.com

First Name: Gary

Last Name: Lavinder

City: Statesville
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28625

V-9736 A-9826

mailto:lavindergary@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: peter schilz
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:16:54 PM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I suI am appalled that the state of north Carolina is using taxpayer money to sue the federal governments agency, the
 EPA.
Secondly,Mr Carter has to recuse himself from this process.
Thirdly, oh whats the use.
Y'all are bought off.
Purchased.
Your ideology has been corrupted not by the people that support the clean power plan but by the corporations that
 are against it.
By the people, for the people, of the people.
What a beautiful concept proposed by our forefathers.
And totally neglected by those just looking to promote themselves.
I don't understand whats wrong with all of you.
McCrory and his tribe.
I guess its just greed.
and power and insecurity.
Do the correct thing for not only the citizens of NC, but everyone that has a story to tell on this planet.

Tha

peter schilz
3626 Hargate
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-9737 A-9827

mailto:kayakdr23@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Westmoreland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:27:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Clean up North Carolina, Support the Clean Power Plan.

Sincerely,

Sandra Westmoreland

670 Crooked Run Rd
Elizabeth City, NC 27909

2527718106

V-9738 A-9828

mailto:sfwestmoreland@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marla Brock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Please support the clean power plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:31:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Save our planet and do what you can to promote sustainable practices and policies.

Sincerely,

Marla Brock

3231 Transou rd
Pfafftown, NC 27040

V-9739 A-9829

mailto:abby41056@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Socorro Sepulveda
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Environment
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:33:44 PM

Socorro Sepulveda from High point, NC writes:

We need to look closer to the plan currently available to curb carbon pollution and we need to find the best  less
 expensive way to do it.please  keep our environment and renewable energy technologies available in our priorities
 to curb carbon pollution in our state.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): freckledorange@yahoo.com

First Name: Socorro

Last Name: Sepulveda

City: High point
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27262

V-9740 A-9830

mailto:freckledorange@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Hughes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan - Support
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:34:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

NC has a duty to be a good steward with it's environmental footprint and to produce a Clean Power Plan that is as
 progressive, responsible, and environmentally advanced. This is the only way to keep our state green, clean, and
 beautiful. Step up Governor and propose a plan that can serve as a model for the rest of the nation. Make our state
 proud again.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Hughes

3213 Shopton Drive
Apex, NC 27502

V-9741 A-9831

mailto:chugheslmft@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ragubathee Pather
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:51:27 PM

Ragubathee Pather from Charlotte, NC writes:

Why, in heaven's name, are we doing so little, when we can do so much more with what we have?  Putting greater
 focus on renewables will make our state cleaner and a lot more energy independent, as well as create jobs.  we have
 the opportunity to show America how it is done, and the politicians screw it up, because they have to listen to their
 corporate backers.  Shame on you

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): rpather645@hotmail.com

First Name: Ragubathee

Last Name: Pather

City: Charlotte
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28278

V-9742 A-9832

mailto:rpather645@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jeri allison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Governor McCrory and Ms. Burleson
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:25:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am a North Carolina resident and I support the Clean Power Plan. I hope you will too.

Sincerely,

jeri allison

141 ed taylor rd
West Jefferson, NC 28694

(336) 877-1294

V-9743 A-9833

mailto:jeriallison@skybest.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie kerr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean power
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:33:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

we have the ability to begin a change to renewable energy. Not doing so is irresponsible. Find a way to change and
 make profits with new energies. Please. It must happen. Be brave move forward. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julie kerr

1068 hart rd
pisgah forest, NC 28768

V-9744 A-9834

mailto:julielizkerr@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: anne crooke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:34:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support the
"Clean power Plan

" if you want to get reelected!

Sincerely,

anne crooke

50 Eagle's Nest rd
Leicester, NC 28748

V-9745 A-9835

mailto:andvcrooke@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: C. Warren Pope
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Forward a Real Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:45:51 PM

C. Warren Pope from Asheville, NC writes:

Stop the posturing and lawsuits and present a real clean power plan.  Global warming is REAL!

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): cwpope@charter.net

First Name: C. Warren

Last Name: Pope

City: Asheville
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28803

V-9746 A-9836

mailto:cwpope@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darleen Tomayko
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:45:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please pass the goals of the Clean Power Plan!!

Sincerely,

Darleen Tomayko

1092 Indigo Branch Road SW
Supply, NC 28462

V-9747 A-9837

mailto:dar2010dart@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Regula
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Time to clean up NC!
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:10:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Clean up the state and start with the government that is in the back pockets of Duke Energy and supports fracking!
 2016 will clean out the republicans and their greed. Time for a blue sky and a blue legislature!

Sincerely,

Debra Regula

16 Halkirk Drive
Pinehurst, NC 28374

V-9748 A-9838

mailto:rregula@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelly Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: North Carolina and Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:19:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I urge you to act in accordance with the Clean Power Plan, which sets the first-ever carbon pollution standards for
 power plants in the United States. The state of North Carolina needs to submit a plan to show how we will MEET
 these new goals and standards. It is imperative to think about the health of our home planet and future generations
 to come.

Sincerely,

Kelly Williams

227 Coventry Lane
Boone, NC 28607

V-9749 A-9839

mailto:kawsw@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:43:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Do what is right for all people! Please take care of us, stop working to destroy a good thing like the Clean Power
 Plan!

Sincerely,

Cynthia Brown

4472 Pebblebrook Circle SW
Concord, NC 28027

V-9750 A-9840

mailto:cindy_lynch2001@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phebe Watson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:56:22 PM

Phebe Watson from Asheville, NC writes:

While I do not claim to be able to decipher all the "legalize" in the proposed draft plan which the NC Division of Air
 Quality has proposed as our state's way to comply with federal Clean Power Plan Guidelines, even I can see (upon
 perusal of that plan) that it does nothing to encourage the development of more "clean and/or renewable" energy
 sources for NC.

   I am inclined to believe the assessment of the NC League of Conservation Voters leadership that this plan will not
 comply with federal guidelines and that hearings about it were not conducted in a way that would allow for robust
 stakeholder participation.  However, even if I did not agree with the NCLCV, I would feel strongly that this
 proposed plan does little to improve the quality of the air that my family and friends breathe every day.

I implore the Governor and the administration to draft a plan that both meets federal guidelines and protects the
 safety of our state's people, economy and environment -- one that would encourage the growth of new energy
 technologies to replace  outdated and dangerous fossil- fuel-operated energy plants!

    Sincerely,

 Phebe Watson -- retired educator and NC voter

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): phebe082849@aol.com

First Name: Phebe

Last Name: Watson

City: Asheville
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28804

V-9751 A-9841

mailto:phebe082849@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Environmental Protections
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:18:58 PM

Susan Allen from Raleigh, NC writes:

As a resident and taxpayer in North Carolina, I am dismayed at the pitiful excuse for a clean air and clean energy
 future plan for this state put out by the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It falls far short of what is
 needed. As taxpayers in this state, residents deserve our state's elected officials and government departments to do
 their jobs in looking out for the welfare and best interests of the people of this state and not corporate interests
 outside or inside this state. It is your job to do what's right for the people and for the land, water and air. You have a
 legislative responsibility to do this, as well as a moral responsibility. It is time for this state to put out a
 comprehensive plan that holds dirty polluters' feet to the fire and issue a plan that both meets federal guidelines and
 protects the health and safety of our state's people, economy and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): su.allen50@gmail.com

First Name: Susan

Last Name: Allen

City: Raleigh
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27612

V-9752 A-9842

mailto:su.allen50@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lori Pearman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:24:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Keep North carolina clean!

Sincerely,

Lori Pearman

2371 west nicole lane
denvef, NC 28037

V-9753 A-9843

mailto:loripearman@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kate Griffin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Stop being stupid
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:27:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

OK get Duke out of the  coal ask business and get clean energy into our lives and those of your children and
 grandchildren.

Sincerely,

Kate Griffin

4416 Jasmine Cove Way
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-9754 A-9844

mailto:kategriff2011@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Justin Mebane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)NCDAQ Draft Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:29:58 PM

Justin Mebane from Wilmington, NC writes:

The new draft plan from the NC Department of Environmental Quality is a major disappointment that does not do
 anywhere near enough to protect North Carolina. It fails to address unregulated carbon pollution or the need to shift
 away from fossil fuels and towards more energy-efficient technology and renewable energy. This is despite the fact
 that our state is a leader in solar energy. The NCDAQ needs abandon this plan that wastes taxpayer dollars and
 instead draft a plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of North Carolina's people,
 economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): superjustin11@aol.com

First Name: Justin

Last Name: Mebane

City: Wilmington
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28411

V-9755 A-9845

mailto:superjustin11@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Long
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Pollution
Date: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:57:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We can no longer afford to abuse our home. Please do your job and take care of us. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Long

1921 Sugartown Rd
Yadkinville, NC 27055

V-9756 A-9846

mailto:designklong@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelly Brintle
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 12:17:48 AM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Kelly Brintle
305 L Ave
Kure Beach, NC 28449

V-9757 A-9847

mailto:kbrintle@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Tonni McCartney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 12:31:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Stop polluting my North Carolina! Stick with the goals of the Clean Power Plan!!!

Sincerely,

Tonni McCartney

148 Milltown Road
Shiloh, NC 27974

V-9758 A-9848

mailto:tonnimccartney@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Schafer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 1:00:00 AM

Robert Schafer from Durham, NC writes:

Keep NC beautiful and economically viable for the long term. I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from
 the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy
 future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to
 address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future. We need to shift away from dangerous fossil
 fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make investments in renewable energy and energy-
efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even though our state is a leader in the Southeast and
 nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this process seriously and make decisions that will
 actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and the administration to draft a real plan that meets
 federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): schaferdurham@aol.com

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Schafer

City: Durham
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27712

V-9759 A-9849

mailto:schaferdurham@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joshua Lobe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 1:37:11 AM

Joshua Lobe from Mebane, NC writes:

I am extremely angry with the Department of Environmental Quality's draft plan for complying with the federal
 Clean Power Plan. This was an excellent opportunity for the state to prove again that it leads the country in
 renewable energy, which would attract one of the fastest growing business sectors in the world to relocate to North
 Carolina. Unfortunately, this plan leaves renewable energy out of the equation at a crucial point of global carbon
 emissions as well as a probably tipping point for NC's fast-growing renewable energy sector. Renewables are the
 best economic opportunity for the state to get ahead of the pack economically compared to other states, and I
 sincerely hope the NCDAQ takes a strong stance supporting renewable energy instead of fossil fuel sourced energy.

----------
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From: Sylvia P. Coley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 3:07:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sylvia P. Coley

282 Stratford Road
Lexington, NC 27292

V-9761 A-9851

mailto:emails@lexcominc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Staris Morgan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 4:09:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Find ways to meet carbon pollution standards for power plants in North Carolina,

Sincerely,

Staris Morgan

1606 south john street
goldsboro, NC 27530

V-9762 A-9852

mailto:starispmorgan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Valerie Mcdonnell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Better clean power plan needed!!
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 4:54:18 AM

Valerie Mcdonnell from Rutherfordton, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
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From: Chanda Farley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 5:08:02 AM

Chanda Farley from Canton, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
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From: Melissa Mensing
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 5:50:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Do not fail the goals of the Clean Power Plan.

Sincerely,

Melissa Mensing

94 Trails End Lane
Franklinton, NC 27525

V-9765 A-9855

mailto:Mmensing@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ruth Stubbins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 5:58:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Do what is right to protect the health of you citizens and the environment.

Sincerely,

Ruth Stubbins

PO Box 747
Murrells Inlet, SC 29576

V-9766 A-9856

mailto:ras1415@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Turner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean up NC"s Clean Power Plan draft
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 5:59:31 AM

Carolyn Turner from Bailey, NC writes:

I am a voting tax payer, a long time citizen of NC, and a hard working divorced mother who needs you to do what's
 right for my family.  You need to beef up this sorry  Clean Power proposal. 

At the very least meet the national EPA's guidelines.  Setting or state up to fail is grossly incompetent.

There should have been a robust stakeholder process as directed by the EPA. NC's most vulnerable communities
 were not invited to participate about an issue that impacts them more than the rest of us.  Neglecting to engage the
 citizens of NC properly in this process which will impact every person in NC, was grossly negligent and should not
 be repeated.  And, just because you don't hear from citizens does not mean they do not care, many of us are
 working so hard to care for our families we just don't have the time we would like to dedicate to the issues that are
 important to us.

NC needs clean, renewable energy and energy efficient tech jobs.  We already gave away the movie making
 industry, now GA's economy enjoys the money brought in by filmmakers.  We can't afford to turn our back on the
 future, the clean energy industry is the future and we need that tax revenue created by those jobs HERE in NC.  I
 want my child to be able to make his career here in NC, I don't want him forced to leave NC to make a good living
 because of our poor political decision making and lack of foresight.

The Clean Energy tax credits need to be reinstated asap.

I want to rest assured that my future grandchildren will have clean water to drink and clean air to breath in NC.  I do
 not want asthma or autism to be the legacy we leave them.

----------
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ZIP Code: 27807

V-9768 A-9858



From: Leslie Long
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power for all!!!
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 6:31:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor, We the people are tired of government not acting in the best interest of the tax paying citizens. Do the
 right thing!!!
Reverend Leslie Long
329 N Raleigh Farms Rd.
Youngsville,

Sincerely,

Leslie Long

329 N Raleigh Farms Rd
Youngsville, NC 27596

V-9769 A-9859

mailto:llong@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mary phillips
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: The environment
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 7:33:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Its time to get rid of coal, make Progress Energy accountable for destroying our waterways and CLEAN UP OUR
 ENVIRONMENT !! The world and all its complex issues are mute without clean air to breath and water thats
 drinkable.

Sincerely,

mary phillips

5657 soft wind dr
Fuquay, NC 27526

V-9770 A-9860

mailto:mlphillips@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: K Colleran
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean up environmental legislstion
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 7:51:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Do not legislate to avoid following through with, or as an attempt to purposefully fail, the Federal Clean Power Plan.
 I want to continue to live in the beautiful state of North Carolina, a state which respects the beauty it contains and
 whose legislation acts to protect that beauty...through reducing emissions and through protection of our natural
 resources. If you enact legislation against this, I can only assume that you do NOT have at heart, the best interests
 of the State of North Carolina, and that, in fact, you are only crusading for your own personal needs and those of
 your political party: to embarrass and impede any action of the President, to the detriment of the people who elected
 you to office. If you do follow through with your plans to sabotage the Clean Power Plan, you will lose my my
 vote; and I will work tirelessly to ensure others understand your selfish and shameful actions as well, perhaps
 further affecting your popularity at the polls. You see, you were
 elected
to office to represent and stand up for the needs of the people who supported/elected you, not to serve your own
 personal needs, nor the "vendetta" your party has against the President. I urge you to do the right thing for this State
 and for the People of this State, and SUPPORT the Clean Power Plan and other legislstion of its ilk.
.

Sincerely,

K Colleran

704 Shoreline Drive
Sunset Beach, NC 28468

V-9771 A-9861

mailto:collduf.2008@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betsy Malpass
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d) Health of North Carolina
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 7:53:43 AM

Betsy Malpass from Chapel Hill, NC writes:

For NCDEQ and the Gov.:   Please consider your duty to the people of North Carolina.  Forget your ties to Big Oil,
 Big Frackers, Duke Energy, et al.  Clean up the air and water in NC and do not allow more pollution.  Concentrate
 on moving to clean green energy;forget about suing the USG.  Honestly!  Get with the program if you want to
 breathe!

----------
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From: Cynthia Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 7:57:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Do not let the clean power plan fail in NC. We need to keep NC clean, beautiful, and healthy

Sincerely,

Cynthia Harris

122 chimney lane
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-9773 A-9863

mailto:Cindy.c.harris@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: MARY ROBINSON
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: CLEAN AIR ACT
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 8:07:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

PLEASE ADD MY NAME TO THE LIST OF THOSE INTERESTED IN CLEAN AIR

Sincerely,

MARY ROBINSON

101 CARRIAGE LOOP
BURLINGTON, NC 27217

V-9774 A-9864

mailto:marysellars242@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sidney and Carolyn Ann Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean power plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 8:07:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Gov. Pat McCrory and Joelle Burleson,

Living in North Carolina with the incredible
Beauty of the state has been a Joy.
Its very  important to protect the natural
beauty of this state.
You both as representatives have the
responsibility to protect our great state.
If you submit willingly to a plan that will only
Hurt our environment ..no matter what Your Self Interests are it would be going Against your sole purpose of
 representation. A Lie to the people and our great state. Do not send anything But the Clean Power Plan for
 submission.
Sincerely,
Sidney and Carolyn Ann Scott
1060 Westport drive
winnabow nc 28479

Sincerely,

Sidney and Carolyn Ann Scott

1060 westport drive
winnabow, NC 28479

V-9775 A-9865

mailto:sscott004@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Winifred Gleason
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 8:13:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please keep the people and environment clean by adhering to the carbon pollution standards set forth in the Clean
 Power Plan. Carbon emissions must be regulated by government. People first; profits second.

Sincerely,

Winifred Gleason

213 Soundside Dr
Atlantic Beach, NC 28512

V-9776 A-9866

mailto:Gleasonw@optonline.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joel Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 8:20:39 AM

Joel Adams from Asheville, NC writes:

A 21st Century energy plan should stress renewables, like solar, and energy efficiency both at the producer and
 consumer levels. The process should include all stakeholders and not just the producers and it should it look at the
 most cost effective solutions.  The NC DEQ appears to be a bought and paid fo subsidiary of a nineteenth century
 monopoly and as a NC citizen. I am embarrassed.

----------
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From: Joel Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 8:20:46 AM

Joel Adams from Asheville, NC writes:

A 21st Century energy plan should stress renewables, like solar, and energy efficiency both at the producer and
 consumer levels. The process should include all stakeholders and not just the producers and it should it look at the
 most cost effective solutions.  The NC DEQ appears to be a bought and paid fo subsidiary of a nineteenth century
 monopoly and as a NC citizen. I am embarrassed.

----------
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mailto:jbadams2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Penny Hooper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: NC CPP
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 8:25:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am writing you as aaconstituent who is very concerned about your Adminstration's stance on environmental issues,
 particularly the Clean Power Plan for our state. We need to encourage alternative energy and further reduce our
 reliance on fossil fuels for a healthy and prosperous state and nation n the future.
Please reconsider your lawsuit against the EPA. All Americans are tired of that type of short sighted divisive
 political maneuvering.

Sincerely,

Penny Hooper

Po box 186
273 East city Rd
Smyrna, NC 28579

V-9779 A-9869

mailto:pjhooper@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patrick Carney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 8:37:18 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patrick Carney

6014 Beech Cove Ln
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-9780 A-9870

mailto:Patcarney1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Candace Bailey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean air
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 8:43:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

This is such an important issue. NC recently became the butt of jokes because of our lack of educating people in the
 state. If we want to attract people here, we need to adopt the Clean Power Plan. So says a life-long resident.

Sincerely,

Candace Bailey

624 Rookwood Ct
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-9781 A-9871

mailto:clbailey1963@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lorry Fitzpatrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 8:51:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

NC residents deserve clean power.  Our fossil fuels WILL run out eventually and it is our responsibility to prepare
 for this. 

Submit a valid plan.  Do the job you were elected to do...
Lorry Fitzpatrick

Sincerely,

Lorry Fitzpatrick

6018 Banded Tulip Dr
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-9782 A-9872

mailto:lorryfitz@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annette Murphy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 8:53:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please listen to all the people in North Carolina...not just your Republican Tea Party friends.

Sincerely,

Annette Murphy

2913 Green Tip Cove
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-9783 A-9873

mailto:Murphyannette@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brenda Flores
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Drilling
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 8:57:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Stop drilling off our NC coast!  Clean up your mess and atop over pricing our electronic bills.

Sincerely,

Brenda Flores

4909 Richardson Village Wqy
Greensboro, NC 27405

V-9784 A-9874

mailto:sassynanaxtwo@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lois Hinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Stop H765.
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 8:59:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please stop H765. Submit a good plan to meet the new standards of the Clean Power Plan.

Sincerely,

Lois Hinson

414 Brenda Dr
Albemarle, NC 28001

7043225389

V-9785 A-9875

mailto:porterfalcon@googlemail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynda Patzke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:07:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Why do you want to deny the benefits of a more aggressive clean air plan?

Is it to satisfy the conglomerates that help finance your campaigns?

Don't denigrate the citizens of this fine state who help to pay your salaries by refusing to meet the standards set in
 the Clean Power Plan!

Sincerely,

Lynda Patzke

994 North River Rd
Sylva, NC 28779

V-9786 A-9876

mailto:lyndapatzke@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Herman Schiller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Environment
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:26:01 AM

Herman Schiller from New Bern, NC writes:

Please be serious about addressing the future of the NC population's health.

----------
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From: Ann Moss Joyner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean energy
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:26:11 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

How will you be able to face your grandchildren when they find out what you did and didn't do for the planet?  The
 planet that they will live in.  If they have asthma, autism, or any other condition that is associated with pollution or
 greenhouse gases, they will look at the power you wielded and chose not to use, the power you weilded and mis-
used.

Sincerely,

Ann Moss Joyner

6919 Lee St
Mebane, NC 27302

9195635899

V-9788 A-9878

mailto:ann@mcmoss.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Petteway
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:28:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It's important that our state have a clean power plan, one that meets the standards set by the Federal Government.

Please don't play with our environment by submitting a plan that starts with a fail!

Sincerely,

Sandra Petteway

465 Collingswood DR
Winston-Salem, NC 27127

V-9789 A-9879

mailto:skpetteway@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roberta Kenney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: The Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:43:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Why are you doing your best to destroy North Carolina? While the rest of America has caught on to the effects of
 carbon pollution, you choose to sabotage an effective plan.  As with every thing else in your "leadership", we know
 it's all about the money. Shame, shame on you.

Sincerely,

Roberta Kenney

195 Shana Dr
Clarkton, NC 28433

9106452238

V-9790 A-9880

mailto:kenney54@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Victoria McLamb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:49:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Victoria McLamb

4934 medfield ct
Nashville, NC 27856

9193339237

V-9791 A-9881

mailto:letsbuyaloser@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Martucci
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:49:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Martucci

161 Darphrid drive
Willow spring, NC 27592

V-9792 A-9882

mailto:Carolmartucci1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:51:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Brown

7006 Pine Hill Rd
Durham, NC 27707

V-9793 A-9883

mailto:nsbc@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Gray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:55:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Gray

10710 Friendly Neighbor Way
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-9794 A-9884

mailto:jlc306@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard F. Landis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:55:50 AM

Richard F. Landis from Murphy, NC writes:

I am greatly disappointed with the NC Department of Environmental Quality's draft plan to "comply" with the
 federal Clean Power Plan guidelines. The NCDEQ's plan does not go far enough to ensure clean air and clean
 energy for North Carolina.

Even worse, this draft plan wastes taxpayer dollars and precious time, because it appears to be designed to fail with
 the intention of setting up a court battle between the Federal Government and the State of North Carolina for the
 purpose of delaying or thwarting the EPA.

We need to address unregulated carbon pollution, and we need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels (including
 coal, oil, and natural gas) while continuing to make investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency
 technologies. This draft plan does none of that, even though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it
 comes to solar energy.

NCDEQ should take this process seriously, listen in good faith to ALL the stake holders, and make decisions that
 will actually benefit our state. I implore the Governor and the NCDEQ administration to draft a real plan that meets
 federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): rflandis@gmail.com

First Name: Richard F.

Last Name: Landis

City: Murphy
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28906-7098

V-9795 A-9885

mailto:rflandis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Purves
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:57:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Purves

2544 Weddington Ave
Charlotte, NC 28204

V-9796 A-9886

mailto:Macdonnachaidh@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jaye White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Our environment
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 10:16:13 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please take all necessary steps to ensure that the citizens of North Carolina enjoy a clean and healthy place to live.
 We need to cut down on carbon emissions, seek alternative clean energy sources, and prevent offshore drilling.
As a former employee of the oil and gas exploration industry, I beg you to preserve and protect our precious natural
 resources and to use free and accessible wind and solar options.

Sincerely,

Jaye White

1008 Clarendon St
Fayetteville, NC 28305

V-9797 A-9887

mailto:jaye_wht@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rhonda Joseph
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 10:29:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please don't let the Clean Power Plan fail!  NC needs to look to the future!

Sincerely,

Rhonda Joseph

213 MOHAWK TRL
WILMINGTON, NC 28409

9105209417

V-9798 A-9888

mailto:ronijo753@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Bottesch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 10:31:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Bottesch

4005 Olde Coach Rd
Durham, NC 27707

V-9799 A-9889

mailto:sbottesch@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lee Hall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)draft plan for the federal Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 10:33:16 AM

Lee Hall from Greensboro, NC writes:

Dear Sir or Madam,

I'm deeply disappointed with this draft plan from the NC Department of Environmental Quality.

I'm not a North Carolinian by birth, but have spent the last 13 years in this great state starting and raising my family
 of 6, and am proud to say that I plan to stay a resident for life.

Having grown up throughout the South (TN, GA, MS, LA), I strongly believe that NC has a unique set of strengths
 and attributes, and is poised to be a leader among the US Southern and Atlantic States into the 21st century.

I know you believe that too.

But we need must lead by taking progressive action to combat the realities of the modern day. 

I understand the challenges facing the energy industry;  vast change that is painful but no less necessary is also
 profoundly impacting my profession in the last 10 years:  Health Care.

But the energy and related industries in this state who flourished in the last century must do as most in my
 profession have done and embrace and lead the change confronting all of us, for the common good.

Not deny the reality that is so plain to see.

Those that don't are just prolonging and not preventing their obsolescence, while wasting our collective precious
 time and resources.

Just as ensuring our health care system is sustainable and affordable, addressing unregulated carbon pollution is not
 optional.

V-9800 A-9890

mailto:lee@hallpics.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


We must shift away from fossil fuels, and make investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency
 technologies.

This draft plan does not go far enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina, and will not
 keep this great state a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy.

I implore the Governor and Administration to draft a plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and
 safety of our state’s people, economy, and environment.

Be bold.  Let us in NC lead. 

If not, then like some of the other Southeastern states I have at one time called home (e.g. MS and LA) we will only
 follow, and be all the worse for it.

Sincerely,

Dr. H. Lee Hall

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): lee@hallpics.com

First Name: Lee

Last Name: Hall

City: Greensboro
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27408

V-9801 A-9891



From: megan bones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 10:37:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

megan bones

103 piney creek court
holly ridge, NC 28445

9103291408

V-9802 A-9892

mailto:whatfineva@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: A. Gardner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 10:45:15 AM

A. Gardner from Mount Airy, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): briannamackenzie@yahoo.com

First Name: A.

Last Name: Gardner

City: Mount Airy
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27030

V-9803 A-9893

mailto:briannamackenzie@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith R. Boykin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 10:47:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I want to help keep North Carolina's environment clean - its politics too, as well.

Sincerely,

Judith R. Boykin

347 Meadow View Dr
Moncure, NC 27559

V-9804 A-9894

mailto:artworkbest@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Todd Lee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)NC"s designed-to-fail Clean Power "Plan"
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 10:48:32 AM

Todd Lee from Asheville, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): stkman3@aol.com

First Name: Todd

Last Name: Lee

City: Asheville
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28805

V-9805 A-9895

mailto:stkman3@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: CASSANDRA STYLES
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: MAKE NC SAFE AGAIN
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 10:51:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

GOVERNOR MCCRORY, ITS TIME TO ACT LIKE YOU LIVE AND BREATHE NC AIR!

Sincerely,

CASSANDRA STYLES

970 OLD MINE FORK ROAD
BURNSVILLE, NC 28714

V-9806 A-9896

mailto:cvstyles@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: stop the pollution please
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 11:07:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

For us, all the people that you are representing, including the future environment of our grandchildren.  Be a
 problem solver not a problem causer.  We want the clean power plan.
Thank you,

Sincerely,

Debra Harris

212 N Weststone Blvd
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526

V-9807 A-9897

mailto:dlhlasergirl@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 11:16:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Moore

5 Cardiff Court
Arden, NC 28704

V-9808 A-9898

mailto:LisAnnT@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Chapman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 11:19:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Chapman

p.o. box 2
Deep Gap, NC 28618

V-9809 A-9899

mailto:silverbellejc@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elaine Pinkos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Energy
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 11:22:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It is time for leadership in this country. It is time to start working on behalf of the people of this country. We need
 clean air, clean water, and a clean environment.  Corporate America has been in control of our government and we
 need this to stop. Can you lead us to a clean future, if not please step aside.

Sincerely,

Elaine Pinkos

3596 Bragg Valley Lane
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-9810 A-9900

mailto:berkshire5454@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: shamus nilan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)energy
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 11:26:22 AM

shamus nilan from OTTO, NC writes:

untill  mcrory  ,tillis  and  the  rest  of  the  vampires  are  voted  out   there will  be  no  change  in   the  use  of 
 dinosaur  fuels

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): shamusnilan@yahoo.com

First Name: shamus

Last Name: nilan

City: OTTO
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28763-9203

V-9811 A-9901
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From: Jonathan York
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 11:33:59 AM

Jonathan York from raleigh, NC writes:

Very disappointed in the way our resources and environment are being used in the name of development and
 business. We need to move away from fossil fuels and more toward renewable sources of energy. Please come up
 with a plan that protects our beautiful state, it's natural resources and it's greatest resource, it's people.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): jyork2@nc.rr.com

First Name: Jonathan

Last Name: York

City: raleigh
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27607

V-9812 A-9902

mailto:jyork2@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Presnell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Our state"s energy needs can be met cleanly
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 11:37:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please do everything in your power to remove the use of dirty energy from the state of NC and replace with solar,
 wind and other clean energy solutions. NC is a rare commodity in the US with stunning mountains and beautiful
 beaches alike. It is important to preserve the environment where we natives have remained for generations and
 where millions visit each year because of the unique and stunning beauty. Also, a move to clean energy would
 begin to catch us up to the times. So many countries around the world, and even other states in the US (i.e.
 California ) have realized the vast importance of clean energy and have created the infrastructure to provide that
 resource to their peoples. NC can and should do the same. And if you need thoughts on how to present this to the
 public for broad acceptance, the governor of California has got you covered. Please see,
 http://www.knowable.com/a/arnold-schwarzenegger-just-blew-everyone-away-with-this-post-on-fb-wow

Sincerely,

Donna Presnell

1076 Chambers Cove Road
Canton, NC 28716

8286460251

V-9813 A-9903

mailto:donna_presnell@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://www.knowable.com/a/arnold-schwarzenegger-just-blew-everyone-away-with-this-post-on-fb-wow


From: Janet Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Conserve our state/world
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 11:39:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please, please stop any action that will further pollute our state and therefore our world!! It's the only planet we
 have.
Stop voting for things to get reelected by accepting money from large entities where pollution furthers their cause,
 and therefore killing us all. We voted you in, we can vote you out.

Sincerely,

Janet Anderson

10629 Stone Bunker Dr
Mint Hill, NC 28227

V-9814 A-9904

mailto:jantrain@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Abell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean energy
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 11:51:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Stop living in the past ! It's time for clean energy. If other countries can do it, so can we. Stop giving Duke Energy
 whatever they want. It smacks of total corruption in your administration.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Abell

149 Parkview St
Davidson, NC 28036

V-9815 A-9905

mailto:kimberlyabell1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Danny Mahaffey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 11:55:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Danny Mahaffey

471 Hillandale Street
Concord, NC 28025

V-9816 A-9906

mailto:darkmanop@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 12:09:36 PM

Judy Allen from Hampstead, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): jmeliaallen@gmail.com

First Name: Judy

Last Name: Allen

City: Hampstead
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28443

V-9817 A-9907
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From: Christine O"Neil
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111d
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 12:24:29 PM

Christine O'Neil from Raleigh, NC writes:

The proposed draft power plan put forth by the NCDEQ is a poor representation of what the citizens of North
 Carolina are looking for to create a sustainable energy future for our state. In addition to  ignoring renewable energy
 resources that would make our state a leader in reducing our carbon emissions and aiding in slowing climate
 change, it wastes OUR taxpayer money on a court case with the EPA for which we did not ask. By dismissing the
 potential of renewable energy we are losing an area of the economy which would grow the work force and keep our
 energy supply stable for years to come. We have the unique coastal and mountain features that make wind power a
 promising option, plenty of sunshine for solar power plus a vibrant technology and educational base in place for
 developing new ways to generate and sustain our power needs. As a citizen of NC I urge you to dismiss the current
 proposed energy plan and create a plan that North Carolinians can be proud of.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): christineoneil7@yahoo.com

First Name: Christine

Last Name: O'Neil

City: Raleigh
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27603-8590

V-9818 A-9908

mailto:christineoneil7@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 12:33:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

You need to support this important program. Our state is suffering from your administrations lack of concern for the
 environment.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Walker

595 s valley rf
Southern Zpones, NC 28387

V-9819 A-9909

mailto:bryhwalker4774@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Simpson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Govenor Pat McCrory
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 12:38:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It is so important to improve our carbon pollution standards.  Please support these goals.

Sincerely,

Nancy Simpson

3710 Tarlton Mill Road
Marshville, NC 28103

V-9820 A-9910

mailto:jsimpson78@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Simpson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Joelle Burleson, Division of Air Quality
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 12:40:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support the goals of the Clean Power Plan.  We are so in need of improving our air in North Carolina.

Sincerely,

Nancy Simpson

3710 Tarlton Mill Road
Marshville, NC 28103

V-9821 A-9911

mailto:jsimpson78@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Goldston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 12:51:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Setting the state up for failure is not a plan..it is a hissy fit.

Sincerely,

Sarah Goldston

1106 W Colonial Ave
Elizabeth City, NC 27909

4047546348

V-9822 A-9912

mailto:naiomiconroy@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacqueline Grillo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 1:13:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacqueline Grillo

107 Tupelo Trail
New Bern, NC 28562

V-9823 A-9913

mailto:jmgrillo@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Rodgers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 1:14:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Rodgers

4600 Whitmire Place
Raleigh, NC 27612

6506737513

V-9824 A-9914

mailto:elizabethjane4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lois Testerman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 1:19:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor McCrory,
  I support the federal Clean Power Plan. If you care anything at all for our state you and the NC Environmental
 Agency will send a plan commensurate with the US plan to Washington D C.  We have a beautiful state and
 purposely failing the Clean Power Plan is a dereliction of duty.

Sincerely,

Lois Testerman

3148 Drew Ave
New Bern, NC 28562

V-9825 A-9915

mailto:Ltesterman@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sunny Allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 1:22:22 PM

Re: Clean Power Plan
It is time for NC to take climate change, and the human activities that are driving it, seriously.
 Allowing power companies to do the minimum to decrease greenhouse gas emissions is dooming
 future generations to a greatly altered environment. Now is the time to take responsibility and pay
 the costs for doing all that we can to limit climate change. The technology exists, we just need the
 leadership to make it happen.
Sincerely,
Susan Allen
225 Winding Ridge Drive
Cary, NC 27518

V-9826 A-9916

mailto:slallen9000@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Thanasouk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)fix the plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 1:27:03 PM

Elizabeth Thanasouk from Jacksonville, NC writes:

The draft plan from the NC Department  of Environmental Quality needs to be changed. It does not even meet the
 federal requirements. It is the most expensive option and only address one of the steps required to become a cleaner
 state. By making coal power more energy efficient  doesn't  make it a renewable source of energy. Tons of jobs can
 be created by turning to clean energy. Also this plan leaves out discussions with the lower income communities
 which will be the most impacted if changes aren't  made. All in all this is just a cop-out plan not a real one. Please
 re-do.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): liz-gorman@hotmail.com

First Name: Elizabeth

Last Name: Thanasouk

City: Jacksonville
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28540

V-9827 A-9917

mailto:liz-gorman@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barb Procak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean air, clean energy
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 1:34:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We deserve clean air, and so do future generations.

Sincerely,

Barb Procak

6913 Folger Dr
Charlotte, NC 28270

V-9828 A-9918

mailto:namaste_816@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Plan decisively for clean air and clean energy
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 1:51:06 PM

Charles Walker from Raleigh, NC writes:

A comprehensive, environmentally sensible clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina should be your top
 priority.

Please update your "plan" so that it decisively takes us in that direction. 

Your current "plan" falls far short, and your descendants will know who drafted it. 

Please don't let them down.

Thank you.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): cawalker43@gmail.com

First Name: Charles

Last Name: Walker

City: Raleigh
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27615

V-9829 A-9919

mailto:cawalker43@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Brovitz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 2:27:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Prevent offshore oil drilling and fracking from coming to our great state, promote solar energy, strengthen our water
 quality standards, and clean up toxic coal ash in North Carolina.

Sincerely,

Michelle Brovitz

2460 Northwick Dr Apt 104
Winston Salem, NC 27103

9197943991

V-9830 A-9920

mailto:mbrovitz@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Walt Crothers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 2:35:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Walt Crothers

273 Castles Gate Dr
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-9831 A-9921

mailto:Skip1994@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelly Gay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 2:47:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kelly Gay

8532 boysenberry ln
Raleigh, NC 27616

9194170244

V-9832 A-9922

mailto:Diceysemantics@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: terry thirion
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 2:49:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

terry thirion

2808 Park Road
Charlotte, NC 28209

704-334-0800

V-9833 A-9923

mailto:tthirion@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kim Wanke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 2:53:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kim Wanke

2501 Beckett's Ridge Drive
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-9834 A-9924

mailto:Kwanke28@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Nagel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power in NC
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 2:54:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Only the insanity of greed would place economic considerations above the physical needs of human beings for a
 livable environment.  Do you go to church for show or do you understand that the eternal precepts of right and
 wrong actually have a bearing on real life?

Sincerely,

Janet Nagel

2900 Northampton Drive
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-9835 A-9925

mailto:2nagels@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kay Newman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean power plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 3:10:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Do not try to put your plan in place gov. McCrory. You are in a lot of trouble where my vote and other people that
 love this country are concerned! All you seem to care about is making money without caring about the long run cost
 to the people you repersent and it shows!

Sincerely,

Kay Newman

48poplar lane
Maggie Valley
maggie Valley, NC 28751

V-9836 A-9926

mailto:1945rkn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Millikan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean air
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 3:13:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We all want to HAVE CLEAN AIR - its bad enough our water is disappearing thanks to FRACKING and we have
 to EAT MONSANTO Poision - now we won't be able to breathe...what is wrong with the U.S. that all the
 government/big money people want to kill off everyone...

Sincerely,

Sarah Millikan

P.O.  Box 755
Ocracoke, NC 27960

V-9837 A-9927

mailto:krazysarah83@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christie Jahn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 3:14:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christie Jahn

1172 Stone Creek Dr
Greenville, NC 27858

V-9838 A-9928

mailto:Cljahn75@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Colleen Dagher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 3:14:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Clean Power is not only the will of the people, but critical to the survival of our planet. Please stop bowing to the
 almighty dollar and think about the future.
Colleen Dagher
Concord NC

Sincerely,

Colleen Dagher

10836 mccamie hill place
concord, NC 28025

7044558921

V-9839 A-9929

mailto:colleenedagher@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Yarnell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)NC"s designed-to-fail Clean Power "Plan"
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 3:16:48 PM

Susan Yarnell from Chapel Hill, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): syarnell@earthlink.net

First Name: Susan

Last Name: Yarnell

City: Chapel Hill
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27516

V-9840 A-9930

mailto:syarnell@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: carol dehart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean air
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 3:21:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It is time that North Carolina joins the 21st century in cleaning up the world.  We have a beautiful State.  Our
 leaders need to do the right thing for humanity!

carol dehart
332 briarwood road
Webster, nc 28788

Sincerely,

carol dehart

po box 548
332 briarwood road
webster, NC 28788

V-9841 A-9931

mailto:swaggertyriser@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Brunner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Air Quality
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 3:32:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

to whom it may concern,

   Why would you not want to have clean air quality for the people you represent, {We the People}.  You are just a
 glorified clerk who is played by others.  Please give me a reason for not wanting cleaner air.

Sincerely,

Judith Brunner

109 Bayberry Drive
Elizabeth City, NC 27909

V-9842 A-9932

mailto:brunner.judy@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: laura bragwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: NC Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 3:44:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It's time to clean up NC with the clean power plan.

Sincerely,

laura bragwell

707 1st Ave W
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-9843 A-9933

mailto:laurabragwell@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Kiper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 3:49:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It is time to think about our children and the earth that will be left to them.  May NC be a leader in the United States
 decreasing pollution.

Sincerely,

Laura Kiper

2326 Walden Creek Dr
Apex, NC 27523

V-9844 A-9934

mailto:lkiper@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Claudia Nix
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)environment
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 3:49:24 PM

Claudia Nix from Asheville, NC writes:

Please go back to the drawing board and conduct a better clean energy plan.  We only have one North Carolina and
 only one world.  We can do a better job of protecting our environment.  We want a clean environment for our
 children and grandchildren.

Thanks,

Claudia Nix

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): elienellie4@gmail.com

First Name: Claudia

Last Name: Nix

City: Asheville
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28803

V-9845 A-9935

mailto:elienellie4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Noel Schwartz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 3:55:03 PM

Noel Schwartz from Asheville, NC writes:

It is your responsibility to protect the citizens of NC.It takes all of us to make a difference. Personally we have
 installed solar power and invested in a hybrid/electric car and live in an eco-community.  As a taxpayer, I expect the
 NCDEQ to do more.  This draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality does not go far enough
 to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes taxpayer
 dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future. We
 need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): nschwrtz@aol.com

First Name: Noel

Last Name: Schwartz

City: Asheville
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28806

V-9846 A-9936

mailto:nschwrtz@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Sorrells
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Energy
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 3:55:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please do all you can to support clean energy. This is for the sake of all generations to come as well as our own.

Sincerely,

Mary Sorrells

121 East College St
Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-9847 A-9937

mailto:cbiscuit168@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ellen Gooding
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: NC Clean Power
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 4:07:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Federal Clean Power Plan and hope NC government will also. Mr. McCrory's ties to dirty energy
 should not handicap NC any longer.

Sincerely,

Ellen Gooding

1908 Myron Drive
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-9848 A-9938

mailto:egc1023@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caitlin Esty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Stop being dirty, and be clean.
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 4:18:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

When you think about tomorrow, next week, a year from now, or 20 years from now, do you think only of "how
 much can I profit"; Or how breath taking the view is from a mountain top, how nice it is to walk along a babbling
 brook, or how majestically humbling the beauty of the ocean is when the Sun touches it? Do you think about how
 livable NC will be, if we as a collective keep abusing the things we can not live without? Please take some time to
 stop and think about whether or your not you are protecting NC and the people that call this state home. Please look
 around is clean energy really going destroy this beautiful State, like all the oil, trash, & nuclear sites heve? All in all
 what I'm trying to say is stop dragging your feet and being bull headed, and make NC a clean energy state!

Sincerely,

Caitlin Esty

2700 Hodge Rd
Knightdale, NC 27545

9194172174

V-9849 A-9939

mailto:estycaitlin@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Veronica Decker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean air
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 4:25:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please help our Mother Earth. We need clean air and we need it now. On rainy days when I step out of my home the
 air pollution from paper plant is terrible. We should be addressing all air pollution so.
Thank you!

Sincerely,

Veronica Decker

257 Cortland Court
Waynesville, NC 28786

V-9850 A-9940

mailto:mtnmamma10@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Ingram
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 4:27:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Gov,
You are an ex employ of Duke Power so yes this plan doesn't benefit you. Also, you are the worse Gov.

Kathryn Ingram
13413 Crescent Spring Dr
Apt 23
Charlotte, NC 28273

Sincerely,

Kathryn Ingram

13413 Crescent Spring Dr
Apt 23
Charlotte,  28273

V-9851 A-9941

mailto:kli2008@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Steinberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 4:29:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I have been a Respiratory Therapist for 39 years at a major medical center and I have seen first hand the public
 health issues that environmental pollutants cause. Air pollution greatly impacts the health of our children and adults
 with Asthma, Cystic Fibrosis and Copd, just to name a few. These are terrible diseases that are greatly affected by
 days with poor air quality. We see these children and adults struggle to breathe--I wish you could see this,too.

Sincerely,

Donna Steinberg

317 Auburndale Street
Winston Salem, NC 27104

3367606182

V-9852 A-9942

mailto:donnawsteinberg1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phyllis Garfinkel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 4:31:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It’s time to clean up NC’s dirty energy act.

Sincerely,

Phyllis Garfinkel

84 Shore Drive
Orienal, NC 28571

V-9853 A-9943

mailto:fancy530@netscape.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Morris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 4:39:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support the clean power plan.  NC deserves a place in the future.

Sincerely,

Pamela Morris

2688 Jenkins Lake ct
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526

V-9854 A-9944

mailto:Pmorris@harnettstudents.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Demers-Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 4:43:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Time is of the essence for putting  our environment first. The air quality and the purity of our drinking water are
 essential for healthy human and animal life. Please plan to exceed or at least meet the
Proposed federal standards. North Carolina must protect its environment .
Sincerely
Diane Demers-Smith

Sincerely,

Diane Demers-Smith

1890 Adare drive
Clemmons, NC 27012

V-9855 A-9945

mailto:Dianedemerssmith@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kyra Swallow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 4:45:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a tax payer in North Carolina I ask that you please support the Clean Power Plan which would set the first-ever
 carbon pollution standards for power plants in the U.S.

Sincerely,

Kyra Swallow

1010 west lenoir st
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-9856 A-9946

mailto:Ktehve@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel King
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air and Water
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 4:45:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I don't expect you to do anything considering you are a republican. Maybe we can get you out of office next
 election.
Rachel King

Sincerely,

Rachel King

John King Rd
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-9857 A-9947

mailto:lrachelking@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol De Witt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Wanted: A Clean State in All Regards
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 4:58:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please listen to the PEOPLE that you are supposed to be taking good care of as a Public Servant. Cleaning up is a
 priority that cannot be ignored for the future.

Sincerely,

Carol De Witt

120 Crystal Pines Ct
Beaufort, NC 28516

V-9858 A-9948

mailto:caroldede07@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: johanna kiricoples
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: TO ALL CONCERNED?
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 5:15:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

you know, we are still finished with coal ash.....who absorbs that?!?!!/  WE DO....
how about the GOVERNMENT et al DO THE RIGHT THINGS....how much more $$ do they need?!?!  in order to
 push anything through, besides signing EVERY petition...then we will be ask to GIVE...those of us who can
 NOT....find a way.....those of you who CAN, ignore.  I'm still wondering about the NC education lottery and why
 the kids are being stuck out to pasture?!?!??   SO, one more issue, and one more and one more...all to alienate and
 scare.....there have been no viable changes since Roosevelt.....and his 'idea' to TAX us was to be a temporary
 measure.....WAR upon WAR....!?!??!   THIS IS NOT HEAVEN, dear politician, and all you do to strike us down
 only does the opposite.  many of us will be most unhappy at our LIFE reviews......how do you want YOURs to
 continue to look!??!?!

Sincerely,

johanna kiricoples

402 Little Brook Drive
King, NC 27021

3369830690

V-9859 A-9949

mailto:jkyric@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: CHERYL STUCKEY
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean water act
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 5:19:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Pleaase support the clean water act.
Consider a tidal power plant like the one in Wales UK. Oregon inlet would be a prime location to provide a road and
 create enough power for 150K homes.

Sincerely,

CHERYL STUCKEY

91 Lakeview Dr
whispering Pines, NC 28327

9109493842

V-9860 A-9950

mailto:artmama50@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Petykowski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Cleaner air for NC (and everywhere on Earth!!!)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 5:41:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Breathing clean air is the most crucial necessity, followed by having clean drinking water.  Let's make NC a guiding
 example for all other places!!

Sincerely,

Diane Petykowski

9600 Ligon Mill Rd
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-9861 A-9951

mailto:dandypets05@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindi Cheek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean power plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 5:51:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support the Clean Power Plan.
Why wouldn't you?
 It's involves the health of humans, and the health of nature. (we need our coil and air clean to grow food)
Simple as that!

Cindi Cheek
North Caroiina

Sincerely,

Cindi Cheek

30 sam lance rd
Brevard, NC 28712

V-9862 A-9952

mailto:clcheek@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Stewart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Debra Stewart
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 6:31:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Do not Fail The Clean Power Plan. Your constituents are watching you. Do the right thing

Sincerely,

Debra Stewart

3745 Falls River Ave
Raleigh, NC 27614

919-803-8233

V-9863 A-9953

mailto:Debstewartplus3@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynda Prediger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Please help clean up our air
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 6:35:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support the Clean Power Plan for us, our children and the world!  Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynda Prediger

100 Summey Court
Cary, NC 27513

V-9864 A-9954

mailto:simpleascanbe@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Fite
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 6:56:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Fite

1415 James Street
Durham, NC 27707

V-9865 A-9955

mailto:mft@rocketmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: heath kennedy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Pollution
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 6:58:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support clean power plan - NOT polluters!!

Sincerely,

heath kennedy

4420 surrey meadows dr
winterville, NC 28590

V-9866 A-9956

mailto:hkennedylsc2013@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine Phelps
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Environment
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 7:02:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support clean air standards but am puzzled by creating standards that will not be implimented.

Sincerely,

Christine Phelps

211 Marlowe Trail
Bostic, NC 28018

V-9867 A-9957

mailto:MsTinaPhelps@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Burnham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 7:19:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

North Carolina is one of the most beautiful states in the U.S.. Why do you care so little for it and North Carolinian's
 well being?

Sincerely,

Jennifer Burnham

403 Paladin Dr
Apt. F
Greenville, NC 27834

V-9868 A-9958

mailto:KiplingKat@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanne Napoli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 7:19:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joanne Napoli

1001 Prologue Road
Durham, NC 27712

9194779315

V-9869 A-9959

mailto:joanne2950@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julian Prosser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: NC Response to Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 7:55:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please submit a NC response that is positively responsive to meet the mandated carbon reduction standards.  NC
 needs to be a leader in this type of environmental regulation to protect the health of our citizens. 

Julian Prosser
109 Barley Place
Wake Forest, NC 27587

Sincerely,

Julian Prosser

109 Barley Place
Wake Forest, NC 27587

919-630-2064

V-9870 A-9960

mailto:Julianprosser@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sara Brickey-Reynolds
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 7:58:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increa nose, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sara Brickey-Reynolds

6507 Coltsfoot Drive
Rougemont, NC 27572

19192363982

V-9871 A-9961

mailto:sararosebrickey@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martha MacQuatters
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean energy
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 8:05:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support clean energy alternatives and their use in the state of North Carolina. If the other nations of the world can
 use the technology so can we.

Sincerely,

Martha MacQuatters

6222 Gold Mine Rd
Morganton, NC 28655

8287644090

V-9872 A-9962

mailto:mmacquat@unca.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Erickson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 8:14:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We are destroying the United States but yet you don't want to protect our beautiful State.  Do you ever think about
 your own family even???
Do what is right, not what the big corporations want as we all know they have no regard for the human race.

Sincerely,

Debra Erickson

767 Roland Branch Rd
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-9873 A-9963

mailto:dmerickson2@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan Ryder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: carbon pollution
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 8:40:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please stop ignoring carbon pollution.

Sincerely,

Joan Ryder

5156 Exton Park Loop
Castle Hayne, NC 28429

9106752289

V-9874 A-9964

mailto:joanryder45@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Fred Read
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean air.
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 8:41:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please concider the actions necessary to clean up our environment ( we have to live in it).  Coal fired plants are
 particularly bad. Why did we commit to more coal fired plants?

Is not natural gas much better.  ( without even getting into alternate energy).

Please concider this.  

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Fred Read

516 E 2nd St
Washington, NC 27889

V-9875 A-9965

mailto:Merrydolphin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rosemary D"Ettore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 8:43:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please don't ignore this powerful tool!

Sincerely,

Rosemary D'Ettore

1084 Captains Court
Carolina Shores NC, NC 28467

V-9876 A-9966

mailto:rose442@atmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: V. Wang
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 8:55:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

V. Wang

303 Highwood Pines Place
Cary, NC 27519

V-9877 A-9967

mailto:vkwang97@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pam Myers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: For the sake of others
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 8:57:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As humans and constituents, we would like you to protect and value NC air and water. Please step off the money
 train and do what is right for future generations.  Thanks in advance for finding your souls!

Sincerely,

Pam Myers

716 Golf House Rd W
Whitsett, NC 27377

V-9878 A-9968

mailto:Pamela.myers1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: shirley gould
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Air polluntion
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:02:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Think about our children.

Sincerely,

shirley gould

1504 parham st
henderson, NC 27536

V-9879 A-9969

mailto:makeeb7@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Parente
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Environmental
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:13:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Experiencing clean water, breathing air free of pollutants, and other clean environmental issues are very important to
 me. Renewable energy sources are where we need to head.

Sincerely,

Heather Parente

20 loyal lane
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-9880 A-9970

mailto:Aqua.red99@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: joselle anthony
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:15:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor McCrory and Ms. Burleson,

Please rethink your stance and do the right thing.

Sincerely,

joselle anthony

12104 new abbey pl
charlotte, NC 28273

V-9881 A-9971

mailto:anthonyjoselle@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Browder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power plzn
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:15:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support the clean power plan. NC must take advantage of any and all clean resources available. Solar and
 wind make so much sense. Please help push forward efforts to harness and use these natural sources of energy.

Sincerely,

Catherine Browder

4027 ancestry circle
Weddington, NC 28104

V-9882 A-9972

mailto:cmbrowder@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sylvia Sharp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Power cleaning
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:22:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Let's do better with our portion of the planet!
Meet the expectations of the clean power plan please!
We have had a bad year pollution wise.  I can see doing better than the federal plan suggests on purpose, but to
 intentionally do worse is shameful.

Sincerely,

Sylvia Sharp

903 N Elam Ave
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-9883 A-9973

mailto:Sjsharp45@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Moss
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:33:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Really? Why can't North Carolina do better? We all deserve cleaner cheaper power! Let's try to go beyond the clean
 power goal.

Sincerely,

Carol Moss

120 Augusta Drive
Cleveland, NC 27013

V-9884 A-9974

mailto:Totooma@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: dayna ferguson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean energy is our way forward
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:35:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I implore you to move away from coal, natural gas, and oil as our main power sources.  We have amazing capacity
 here in N.C. for renewable and sustainable power resources.  The breaks to Duke and big power have to stop.  They
 do not serve our people or our land well.

Sincerely,

dayna ferguson

131 dellwood ave
swannanoa, NC 28778

V-9885 A-9975

mailto:dayna.ferguson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sally Thomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Please join the 21st century
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:37:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

If we aren't going to be left in the dust by other, more forward-looking states, we need to step up our conversion to
 wind and solar now.  We can't afford to get behind other states, and, besides, we have abundant resources for this
 cleaner energy.  Let's rethink our priorities and think in terms of our children and grandchildren, not to mention our
 shoreline investments.

Sincerely,

Sally Thomas

720 Brockbank Rd
Charlotte, NC 28209

704-496-4140

V-9886 A-9976

mailto:sallymthomas@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Luann Geissinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:43:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor  Mc Crory,
Joelle Burleson,Division  of Air Quality
My husband and I voted for you  but have been VERY disappointed  in many of your decisions. I have  been  a
 Republican  and supported the Republican  party for most of my 71 years,but I am extremely  disappointed  in the 
 direction the Republican party   has been headed the past couple years. GLOBAL WARMING   IS A MAJOR 
 CONCERN
. As the governor  of N.C. it is your responsibility  to do what you can ,to be sure that our children and grand
 children have a  clean  ,safe world to live in.
N.C. MUST MEET THE GOALS OF THE CLEAN POWER PLAN.

Sincerely,

Luann Geissinger

2700 Loch Lane
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-9887 A-9977

mailto:luanngeissinger@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Renae Cline
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Energy
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 9:47:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I encourage you to support and promote clean energy such as solar and wind power.

Sincerely,

Renae Cline

2500 Rocky Ford Rd
Newton, NC 28658

V-9888 A-9978

mailto:renaejwc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Hodges
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean energy for NC
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 10:23:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support clean energy in NC and the world!
Sincerely,
Jennifer B. Hodges

Sincerely,

Jennifer Hodges

923 Rockford Rd
Dobson, NC 27017

V-9889 A-9979

mailto:hodgy@rocketmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Deitz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 10:40:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please act responsibly and submit an acceptable plan for North Carolina to do its part to set appropriate carbon
 pollution standards.  Our future and our children's futures depend on it!

Sincerely,

Teresa Deitz

370 Hutch Mountain Road
Fletcher, NC 28732

8286519271

V-9890 A-9980

mailto:terideitz@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald Murray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 11:13:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donald Murray

1526 Old County Farm Rd
Sophia, NC 27350

V-9891 A-9981

mailto:etoile@i-phemera.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Energy
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 11:22:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Renewable energy is the only sane and logical course to take towards our energy future. Between wind and solar
 alone, we could reduce our requirement of petrochemical  polluting agents but half.
  If you truly wish to leave a legacy make it a future at all ! Cut our dependence on planet polluting agents !

Sincerely,

Kathy Wilson

6614 Lake Hill Dr
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-9892 A-9982

mailto:marierita22@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brenda Hart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clea Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 11:37:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I want to express my support for the Clean Power Plan as set by the Federal officials.  We should be doing much
 better in NC than we are.  There is no room  for so much politics in keeping water and environment.

Sincerely,

Brenda Hart

106 Woodfield Dr
Nashville, NC 27856

V-9893 A-9983

mailto:bhart2@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bonita Bojarski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Saturday, January 09, 2016 11:39:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor McCrory,  Please do the right thing and help our great state of NC fulfill the proper Clean Power Plan...
 Don't not set the up for failure.  Do you not care about our future generations and the world they have to live in.  I
 pray this bill is passed and we can set the example for other states!
Sincerely, Bonita M.  Bojarski, 78 Poplar Cove, Murphy, NC 28906

Sincerely,

Bonita Bojarski

78 poplar cove
Murphy, NC 28906

352-978-8578

V-9894 A-9984

mailto:Bonniebojarski1@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 12:27:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa White

200 Hocutt Dr
Clayton,  27520

V-9895 A-9985

mailto:Rubymelissa76@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rhonda Bright Doiron
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Energy North Carolina
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 1:33:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

North Carolina needs to stand proud for environmentally clean practices.

If not, let's be prepared to share just how tarnished our record is.

Sincerely,

Rhonda Bright Doiron

7801 Vauxhill Drive
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-9896 A-9986

mailto:Rhonda.bd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dorothy Styles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 2:25:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

You must do everything within your power to protect our environment including our air, our water, and all of our
 natural resources.  Playing politics and avoiding reality are not what you were elected to do.  Pollution is destroying
 our planet and it is the responsibility of every person to work hard to put a stop to this damage.

Sincerely,

Dorothy Styles

PO Box 176
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-9897 A-9987

mailto:dotstylesyrs@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annie Wicker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Petition
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 2:44:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear Gov. Pat McCrory and Div. of Air Quality, Joelle Burleson:

Please vote for the Clean Power Plan.

Sincerely,

Annie Wicker

5421  Stanley Rd
Durham, NC 27704

V-9898 A-9988

mailto:annie.dempson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elvera Lowry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Support the Clean Power plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 4:16:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It is foolish for you to oppose the Clean Power plan.   Show you care about saving lives and the environment.

Sincerely,

Elvera Lowry

5740 Ruth Dr
Charlotte, NC 28215

V-9899 A-9989

mailto:evlowry@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: melissa swain
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean power plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 5:17:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

support clean air !!! Thanks

Sincerely,

melissa swain

10742 nc 99 hwy s
bath,  27808

V-9900 A-9990

mailto:mysticblue@gotricounty.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jill Meares
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 6:29:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

For the sake of future generations my grandchildren and yours, vote responsibility.

Sincerely,

Jill Meares

159 Kimzey Rd
Mills River, NC 28759

V-9901 A-9991

mailto:jillmeares@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darlayn Worley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 6:38:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It's time to step up and be a real leader for North Carolina. 

I have come to realize how important it is for our generation to seek and implement better ways of providing
 energy.  The destruction to our environment and the earth as a whole is undeniable now.

Don't allow North Carolina to cave into pressure from lobbying groups who seek to protect their industry and their
 bottom line.  They've had their enormous profits for so many years while they turned a blind eye to all else.

We can meet the challenge if you have the courage to accept it.

Sincerely,

Darlayn Worley

1876 Allred Road
Lexington, NC 27292

V-9902 A-9992

mailto:dworley@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean air act
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 6:47:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear sirs,

Please accept this note that I am in support of the clean air act for North Carolina!

Sincerely,
Teresa Anderson
407 Brookgreen Dr
Monroe NC 28112

Sincerely,

Teresa Anderson

407 Brookgreen Dr
Monroe, NC 28112

V-9903 A-9993

mailto:Carolinatrixie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elena PAXTON
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 6:58:16 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support more restrictions to keep our air healthy.

Sincerely,

Elena PAXTON

HWY 62 and Mccray rd
BURLINGTON, NC 27217

V-9904 A-9994

mailto:yionuttin@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Phillips
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 7:34:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Take ation !!

Sincerely,

Cheryl Phillips

47 Stonewood Lane
Franklin, NC 28734

V-9905 A-9995

mailto:phillips1945@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marion Buehler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: environment
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 7:37:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It's inevitable. Get into it early.

Sincerely,

Marion Buehler

275 Sunny Acre Ln
Brevard, NC 28712

V-9906 A-9996

mailto:buehler@citcom.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diana Jordan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: It"s time to start looking to the future
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 7:38:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

rather than trying to protect a highly flawed (and utterly finite) energy past, powered by poor quality sources of
 energy. At what point does our state go to the forefront here rather than only being at the forefront of legislators
 trying to haul us backward by leaps and bounds?

Sincerely,

Diana Jordan

2907 Heathcroft Court
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-9907 A-9997

mailto:batty6842@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: connie zuback
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 8:14:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

There is no more important issue than saving our planet for our children. Please do not sacrifice that goal to short
 term policies that will look good for now but compromise the future of our grandchildren.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

connie zuback

2302 camellia dr
wilmington, NC 28403

V-9908 A-9998

mailto:conniezuback@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Cleanup the air
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 8:27:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We need the clean power plan to help clean up our air.  We need to think more long range for quality of air for the
 citizens of NC.  While jobs and industry are important, every person has to breathe the air 24/7.

Sincerely,

Janet Clark

416 park dr
Waynesville, NC 28786

V-9909 A-9999

mailto:Janet.waynesville@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betsy Hinkle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Up Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 8:28:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please ,we are doing this to future generations. Help us clean up this,mess.

Sincerely,

Betsy Hinkle

1015 Perrel Ln
Westfield, NC 27053

V-9910 A-10000

mailto:Hinklerunner333@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennie spallone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Air Pollution
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 8:37:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Stop big companies from polluting our air! So many people in NC have allergies. Now I see why....

Sincerely,

Jennie spallone

3655 Rising River Lane
Greensboro, NC 27409

8472935696

V-9911 A-10001

mailto:realtorjennie@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Glenda Morris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Air
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 8:49:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I like calling NC home. I need you on board for protecting our air, no amount of money can buy. While I've got the
 floor I'm in full agreement that marijuana should be legal in our state also, North Carolina is a great place to live if
 you're enjoying life when your sick and have to depend on prescription drugs to keep you walking,I'm really excited
 to see what our state does to help the people.

Sincerely,

Glenda Morris

5016 Carolina street
Greensboro, NC 27406

V-9912 A-10002

mailto:Glendamorris5016@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean energy
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 8:52:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

stop worrying about y9our oil driven pocket book and start thinking about the rest of us.

Sincerely,

Leslie Jones

393 Old Sanford rd
moncure, NC 27559

V-9913 A-10003

mailto:feathers.fur8@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Murphy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)I Can"t Breathe
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 9:02:53 AM

William Murphy from NEW BERN, NC writes:

•The NC Department of Environmental Quality is wasting taxpayer dollars by creating a designed-to-fail plan in
 order to take the U.S. EPA to Court. In the meantime, unregulated carbon pollution continues to harm our children,
 the elderly, and those with chronic respiratory conditions.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): wmurphy21@centurylink.net

First Name: William

Last Name: Murphy

City: NEW BERN
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28560-5759

V-9914 A-10004

mailto:wmurphy21@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Teall-Fleming
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Support Clean Energy
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 9:07:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Our world needs clean energy! Solar and wind energy are not only clean, but they are renewable. We won't run out
 of sun and air. Please help our country keep up with the rest of the modern world and make this happen!

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Teall-Fleming

24 Manderley Way
Arden, NC 28704

V-9915 A-10005

mailto:lizteall@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janelle Gingrich-Caudle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: URGENT!
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 9:07:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor McCrory and Joelle Burleson,

We ask for your full support in a plan to support clean power. The overwhelming evidence supporting the dangers of
 fossil fuels to our environment and to people is clear.

For the welfare of all, including your family and the generations who follow. Please do what you know is right- End
 our reliance on fossil fuels and support Clean Air.

Sincerely,

Janelle Gingrich-Caudle

3985 Hwy 49 South
Harrisburg, NC 28075

V-9916 A-10006

mailto:compassionateliving@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mara Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Governor Pat McCrory
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 9:17:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It is alarming when your water company calls you to say you have to boil your drinking water.  My daughter has
 gotten this type of call, and a few days also a friend.  They both live close to the area my family and I reside.  So, I
 wonder when it's going to be the time we will receive such a call.
Please, be the hero our children need now that it still not too late.  Now that we can reverse all the damage that have
 been inflicted on this state and on earth.
Does let's get rich now and let our children worry about the disasters we produced is more important to you?

Sincerely,

Mara Jones

1963 Merrimac Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28304

V-9917 A-10007

mailto:mara_6511@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: HOpe Clayton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Environmental protection
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 9:25:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am very concerned about the stance NC has taken to not encourage clean energy and to decrease regulation on
 companies that are potentially going to decrease the quality of our water and air.  I am confident that there are
 innovative people who can keep us safe and make it profitable for the state at the same time.

Sincerely,

HOpe Clayton

2708 McNeely Dr
Valdese, NC 28690

V-9918 A-10008

mailto:hopeclayton@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Tuttle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Like it or not
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 9:27:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Oddly, human beings (an umbrella under which you and your children and grandchildren fit) need a healthy natural
 environment in which to live.  We actually need stable climate, clean water, clean air, and a robust biosphere. 

Don't screw that up; you'll be screwing yourselves as much as the rest of us.

Sincerely,

Melissa Tuttle

6118 Sundown Dr
risskia@yahoo.com
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-9919 A-10009

mailto:risskia@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Burge
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 9:37:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Do not allow NC to fail in meeting its goals of the Clean Power Plan. Enough is enough.

Sincerely,

Paul Burge

35 Sam Greene Rd
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-9920 A-10010

mailto:paul_burge@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robin Segreti
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 9:38:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robin Segreti

10113 Alexander Martin Avenue
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-9921 A-10011

mailto:Robin.segreti@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Jordan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 9:53:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor McCrory, I pray that God intercedes with you now and your own family to care enough about others to
 promote the Clean Power Plan. These are people's lives.  We need to eliminate the pollution.  If not,  I intend to
 expose your move in any way to fail the goals set forth in this plan.  God grant you His wisdom to understand fully
 the impact of your actions and to move accordingly to protect us all.

Sincerely,

Jane Jordan

9510 Elizabeth Townes Lane
Charlotte, NC 28277

980-335-0395

V-9922 A-10012

mailto:Janebjordan35@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Louise Byron
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: It’s time to clean up NC’s dirty energy act
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 9:57:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Do this in a responsible way.

Sincerely,

Louise Byron

6444 Green Arbor Lane
Wilmlington, NC 28409

V-9923 A-10013

mailto:ljbyron6971@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Regina Shepherd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 9:57:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We need too  clean up the environment. Duke Energy if one of the biggest contributors of pollution.
Regina Shepherd  165 Acorn Hill Road  Sparta N.C. 28675

Sincerely,

Regina Shepherd

165 Acorn Hill Road
Sparta, NC 28675

V-9924 A-10014

mailto:dbareggie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Larson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean energy
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 10:09:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As I travel the country by car I realize how far behind NC is in clean energy.  Colorado & CA solar energy fields are
 beautiful.  Now Texas, has a mess with solar energy fields un-planned.  How can we not use the most natural, clean
 gifts from God.

Sincerely,

Linda Larson

4900 creekside Drive
New Bern, NC 28562

V-9925 A-10015

mailto:bb3beans@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Stark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: North Carolina Clean Energy
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 10:13:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

If your plan is to get money for not compling I see your point but it's time - it's been time to change better late than
 never . This could make more jobs which is always good so get on the wagon heck drive the darn thing .

Sincerely,

Barbara Stark

329 Finley Ave
Lenoir, NC 28645

828-726-4969

V-9926 A-10016

mailto:barbarstark@mail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Valerie Swanson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 10:19:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Submitting a plan that purposefully fails the goals of the Clean Power Plan is bad for the State of North Carolina and
 is poor politics. You claim you want to work with both sides of the aisle but your actions are speaking louder than
 your words. Partisan actions will make you lose your job. You definitely do not have North Carolina's best interests
 in mind with your actions. Please reconsider and actually submit a plan that complies with the Clean Power Plan. It
 is better for North Carolina and better for North Carolinians health!

Sincerely,

Valerie Swanson

116 Clay Ridge Way
Holly Springs, NC 27540

V-9927 A-10017

mailto:v.swanson@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diana DiFerdinando
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: carbon pollution standards petition
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 10:37:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

PLEASE DO NOT BLOCK THE FEDERAL PLAN. A MOVE TO PURPOSEFULLY FAIL IS A BREACH OF
 YOUR OBLIGATION TO REPRESENT A MAJORITY OF YOUR CONSTITUENTS.

Sincerely,

Diana DiFerdinando

5501 Bridgeman Ct
Durham, NC 27703

V-9928 A-10018

mailto:djournal98@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Freeman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 11:01:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a citizen of this great state I've been fortunate to live in both the mountains and at the ocean. Pollution is a big
 issue, and I urge you to pass the clean power plan, forcing companies (especially Duke Power) to clean up their
 acts. Coal ash spills ruin ecosystems and have downstream effects (pun intended). Please don't let the citizens of
 North Carolina down!!

Sincerely,

Kimberly Freeman

302 Jarvis Circle
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-9929 A-10019

mailto:Kimtfreeman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Winn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean environment
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 11:05:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am very concerned that NC is not prioritizing clean air, water and food. These are basics to life. I believe that if
 NC wants to attract business, we need to have a forward thinking agenda. Please remember that we have only one
 planet to leave to our children and grandchildren!

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Winn

3921 SE School Rd
Greensboro,  27406

3366743841

V-9930 A-10020

mailto:bethlwinn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Cordes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 11:08:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear Governor and Ms. Burleson:

I support the Clean Power Plan and so do most citizens of NC. Please align your actions regarding the CPP with the
 will of the people and with what is best for NC's environment.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Cordes

403 Hodges St
Oriental, NC 28571

V-9931 A-10021

mailto:cordes@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maresa Howard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 11:25:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maresa Howard

2350 24th ave ne
hickory, NC 28601

V-9932 A-10022

mailto:alixx23graham@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ricka McKeithan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power PLan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 11:26:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We all need clean air to breathe

Sincerely,

Ricka McKeithan

Glenn Ridge
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-9933 A-10023

mailto:xswake@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betsy Schoenberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: the clean air act.
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 11:37:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Stand with the people.

Sincerely,

Betsy Schoenberg

671 Hallman Farm ln
Iron Station, NC 28080

V-9934 A-10024

mailto:betsyschoenberg@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Craig LOFTIN
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 11:43:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Craig LOFTIN

1525 SW Park Avenue
Portland, OR 97201

V-9935 A-10025

mailto:crloftin@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Colt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Air Pollution
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 11:51:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

North Carolina is fortunate to have a plethora of beautiful, natural resources. Air pollution endangers these resources
 and the people of this state. We are here temporarily and we need to leave the air quality better than we found it. It
 takes more money to fix the damage to people's health and the damage to the environment than it does to prevent
 the problems.

Sincerely,

Sandra Colt

447 Wheeler Hills Road
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-9936 A-10026

mailto:munkx5@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Gadson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean air
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 11:55:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please  present A plan that will meet the standards for the clean air bill

Sincerely,

Kathryn Gadson

800 wandering way Dr
Waxhaw, NC 28173

V-9937 A-10027

mailto:Kgadsinauthor@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debbie Diaz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Not Representing
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 12:01:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please understand that we are at a pivotal point in Environmental Protection--this needs to be TOP priority !!!

Sincerely,

Debbie Diaz

7229 Rena Mae Ln
charlotte, NC 28227

V-9938 A-10028

mailto:debrn76@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Littlejohn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: SAVE North Carolina and OUR PLANET
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 12:04:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am writing to strongly advocate for our Earth and our children.  As one of our leaders you can make a huge
 difference for our future progeny.  Saving our EARTH at this vital time is even more important than any
 government issue. 

As an educator, I teach youth ecological lessons about the importance of recycling, re-using and restoring materials
 which could remain for centuries in land-fill.  As teachers do our best to educate youth to be prepared for a
 changing world, yet when adult/leaders betray youth's trust and make decisions to FRACK and RAPE the EARTH
 by not being ethical with natural resources and supporting sustainable energy (solar, wind, geo-thermal etc.) 
 CLEAN POWER with Save our Earth and you can help by making decisions which will be for the better good....not
 just big business.

Please do the NEXT RIGHT THING!

Sincerely,

Janet Littlejohn

100 Airlie Court
Cary, NC 27513

V-9939 A-10029

mailto:janetplanetz@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sally Petty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power, clean air
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 12:39:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

This is important to reduce our carbon footprint.  Our families suffer from dirty air.  Our forests are being cut down,
 and the remaining trees would have to double or triple their cleansing capabilities to keep up...they cannot do it. 
 We need it for the environment, health and enjoyment of our world, not just North Carolina, or the United States,
 but for the world, for our planet.  Please replace dirty energy, including nuclear energy with renewable, wind and
 solar technologies.  Thank you..

Sincerely,

Sally Petty

117 Hunter Lane
Zebulon, NC 27597

V-9940 A-10030

mailto:spetty@brockport.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marissa Byers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean power plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 12:41:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I believe it's something to celebrate that federal officials are making such efforts to ensure that every state has a plan
 to generate clean power plants reducing carbon pollution. It saddens and embarrasses me to think that my home
 state of North Carolina is not only rejecting the idea, but has plans to crush this extraordinary effort. This is our air,
 our life- our children and grandchildren's lives. It is more important than money. We need to respect the power
 from mother nature that allows us to be alive. Please, let's not use the trite power that comes from human greed to
 exterminate the world we ALL live in.

Sincerely,

Marissa Byers

3241 Arlington Drive
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-9941 A-10031

mailto:marissascomet@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tony Ollis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 12:55:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Mr. McCrory and Joelle Burleson,

Please set carbon pollution standards for power plants that meet or exceed the federal standards. If you are truly a
 representative of the people, you will make every effort to save the future for our children.  My greatest fear is that
 we will damage this earth beyond repair.  Solar and wind power are some of the greatest ways I have seen to reduce
 the carbon emissions that are damaging our environment.

Sincerely,

Tony Ollis

5895 Old Hwy 70 Loop
Morganton, NC 28655

V-9942 A-10032

mailto:ltmuddycreek@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherry Richey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air Act
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 12:59:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please enact legislation that fully supports or exceeds the National guidelines.

Sincerely,

Sherry Richey

425 West 8th Street
Newton, NC 28658

V-9943 A-10033

mailto:strichey44@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Uma Joanne Wilkinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 1:00:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear Governor Pat McCrory,
I think you have a vested interest as a current leader in the State of North Carolina, to represent the people of your
 State, and their concerns. I urge you to do everything in your power to adopt the Clean Power Plan, and even to go
 further beyond that, and start advocating to switch North Carolina to renewable, clean and green energy sources!
 What our world and individual states needs now more than ever, is to take steps towards limiting the contamination
 and pollution of our Air, our Waters and our Soil, in order for our Earth and our local bioregions to remain healthy
 enough to feed and to renew Life. The abuses of the great chemical , pesticide and GMo companies like Monsanto,
 who have been systematically poisoning our planet and our Nation, for the last forty years, this needs to stop. Also
 the lies and the deception of the Nuclear Industry, needs to be confronted and addressed, because we are all facing
 disaster, by nuclear contamination that is permanent and non-rever
 sible,
and which is absolutely devastating and destructive towards all Life. Therefore as a Leader, as a decision maker on
 behalf of all the citizens in your state and their children and their future generations you have a great duty and an
 important responsibility to wisely make choices, that will serve the common good of the People and not harm them.
 if your motives are for Good health, Pure and clean Air pure Water Life which all living things ultimately depend
 upon, and if you also respect God's Creation, and thus all Life, then you would heed common sense, Wisdom,
 Environmental science, and practice and uphold high Moral and Ethical standards within your office and capacity
 as a Leader, with a responsibility to uphold your sworn Oath of Office.  Make the decisions that will ensure a viable
 future, and be a leader that the people can trust..to do any less, is to let down the millions of people who live and
 work here and pass through here, in your State. Thank You,
Sincerely,
Uma Joanne Wilkinson
210 NorthWest Drive
Davidson, NC 28036

Sincerely,

Uma Joanne Wilkinson

210 Northwest Drive  Harborwatch
Davidson, NC 28036

704-895-5539

V-9944 A-10034

mailto:umaoya@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Johnston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 1:14:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please help North Carolina keep our clean air and water. 

And protect the quality of our underground aquifers.  We don't need fracking!  Be smart.  Learn from Oklahoma and
 the drastic increase in earthquakes there.

Sincerely,

Patricia Johnston

406 Faculty Avenue
Cary, NC 27511

V-9945 A-10035

mailto:patriciatj@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charlene Issak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 1:26:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

If you do not work to clean up the carbon pollution, then you are completely against the future of our grandchildren.

Sincerely,

Charlene Issak

471 Island  Ford Rd
Statesville, NC 28625

V-9946 A-10036

mailto:charleneissak@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Jahnige
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 1:56:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I heartily endorse the goals of the Clean Power Plan and urge you to likewise.

Sincerely,

Barbara Jahnige

bjahnige@gmail.com
bjahnige@gmail.com
Swansboro, NC 28584

9104676676

V-9947 A-10037

mailto:bjahnige@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie McCartin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean energy
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 2:01:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please vote on my behalf to ensure NC makes every effort possible to use CLEAN ENERGY a reality as soon as
 possible

Sincerely,

Julie McCartin

107 East Blue Ridge Rd #108
East Flat Rock, NC 28726

8015579852

V-9948 A-10038

mailto:jagnes157@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 2:13:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Clean Power Plan in North Carolina.   Please do not fail the people of North Carolina by half stepping
 and/or short changing your responsibility as our elected officers.  This great State deserves the best. ..now give it to
 us!  Give the Clean Power Plan the best!

Sincerely,

Barbara Walker

806 Dynasty Drive
Jacksonville, NC 28546

V-9949 A-10039

mailto:swanwalker314@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frances Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Dirty State
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 2:19:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please do what you can to clean up our once beautiful state. At least, encourage citizens to take air, soil, water, etc
 pollution seriously. I live 4 blocks from city hall in Hickory and I take a garbage bag with me when I walk my dog
 to pick up litter. It's really sad, but I can fill the bag halfway within 10 feet of a city garbage receptacle. Glass liquor
 bottles are not only discarded on the sidewalk, they're stomped on to leave glass shards everywhere. Can you help
 those of us who a cleaner environment is VERY IMPORTANT?

Sincerely,

Frances Thompson

446 South Center Street
Hickory, NC 28602

(828) 303-0789

V-9950 A-10040

mailto:flthompson1999@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie Lupella
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Do the right thing
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 2:31:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Provide a healthy world for your children and grandchildren.  Also if your looking for the next big business
 opportunity in NC support clean energy. Stop being loyal to Duke. You're going to miss out on the business
 opportunities for this state.

Sincerely,

Julie Lupella

Tally ho drive
Selma,  27576

V-9951 A-10041

mailto:Jrlupella@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kit Wallace
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Dear Governor McCrory & Ms. Burleson:
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 2:39:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support the Clean Power Plan - for our children and grandchildren sake.

Thank you for your consideration.

Kit Wallace
Greensboro, NC

Sincerely,

Kit Wallace

4203 W Friendly Ave
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-9952 A-10042

mailto:kwwallace2003@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Meier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 2:45:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Meier

242 Inlet Dr
wilmington, NC 28411

V-9953 A-10043

mailto:dillon.55@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mary kinmon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean air
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 3:01:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As governing officials of North Carolina it is your pledged duty to protect the health and quality of life of citizens of
 this state.
Please set aside your personal ambitions by protecting the air we breath.

Sincerely,

mary kinmon

3125 konnoak dr
winston-salem, nc 27127

V-9954 A-10044

mailto:kinmonm@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Graf
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d) Comments
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 3:37:09 PM

Steve Graf from Cedar Grove, NC writes:

I am writing to express my disappointment in the proposed plan for meeting federal clean air guide lines.

I don't understand why NC constantly puts Duke Power's profits ahead of a robust and clean environment.  It is truly
 disappointing.

Why doesn't this plan include investing in renewable energy or energy-efficiency technologies?These are two of the
 fastest-growing, most economically successful, and environmentally-friendly industries in North Carolina right
 now.

Why was drafted without public input as directed by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.?

Additionally I understand that this "plan" is the most expensive option possible.  Why?

As I see it, The NC Department of Environmental Quality is wasting taxpayer dollars by creating a designed-to-fail
 plan.  What a disappointment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): stephengraf1@gmail.com

First Name: Steve

Last Name: Graf

City: Cedar Grove
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27231

V-9955 A-10045

mailto:stephengraf1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


V-9956 A-10046



From: Pauline Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Govenor McCrory
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 3:49:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please put NC citizens before power and greed.We want a clean Power Plan.

Sincerely,

Pauline Moore

9823 NC Hwy 72 E
Lumberton, NC 28358

(910-739-0665

V-9957 A-10047

mailto:paulinemoore33@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Browning
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 3:49:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

So Important

Sincerely,

Janet Browning

106 Lancer Ct
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948

2524896418

V-9958 A-10048

mailto:obxoceangrrl@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gabriela Blum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 4:07:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gabriela Blum

692 Cairn Circle
BURLINGTON, NC 27217

3365129151

V-9959 A-10049

mailto:gabrielamariablum@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lois McAlpine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 4:13:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support the Clean Power Plan's new standards.
Lois McAlpine
736 Eldridge Loop
Cary, NC 27519
Cary,NC

Sincerely,

Lois McAlpine

736 Eldridge Loop
Cary, NC 27519

V-9960 A-10050

mailto:loelmc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JoAnn Mercer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 4:25:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Meet the goals of the Federal Clean Power Plan. Don't try to deliberately fail them.

Sincerely,

JoAnn Mercer

2805 Patio Ln
Gastonia,  28056

V-9961 A-10051

mailto:jabmercer@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lucinda McGuinn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 4:31:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support clean power in North Carolina by submitting plans that meet the new standards of the Clean Power
 Plan.

Sincerely,

Lucinda McGuinn

147 Little Laurel Rd. Ext
Boone, NC 28607

8282646949

V-9962 A-10052

mailto:cindamcguinn@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JoAnn Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean up progess
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 4:37:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

The need to stop cutting  down  so  many  trees and the ones that they do they need to clean up the large mess that 
 they leave behind

Sincerely,

JoAnn Williams

P.O.Box 272
Yanceyville, NC 27379

V-9963 A-10053

mailto:haggai12@comcast.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Zoe Allison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 4:49:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please do something to clean up polluter's in the North Carolina.
And Stop the Mining of Yellow Mountain in Spruce Pine, NC

Sincerely,

Zoe Allison

319 Twilight Way
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-9964 A-10054

mailto:kwifer.surf@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sue Boyd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 4:49:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor Pat McCrory
Joelle Burleson, Division of Air Quality:  Please understand that air quality is essential.  You can research this
 through empirical data.  Please do not let Duke Energy or other corporate enterprises buy out your humanity.

Sincerely,

sue Boyd

107 Dogwood Lane
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-9965 A-10055

mailto:i.am.melting@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annette Wells
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean energy
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 5:09:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the federal Clean Power Plan, and urge NC legislators to adopt this plan or customize the Plan for North
 Carolina to uphold equivalent standards. We have reached a critical point in our use of natural resources and energy
 sources; it is critical to the health of the people, the planet, and the sustainability of the economy to make these
 changes. The wealth of substantive evidence is all around us, let's not sacrifice our children's future to create wealth
 for the few .

Sincerely,

Annette Wells

1916 Fox Mountain Rd
Columbus,  28722

V-9966 A-10056

mailto:Annetteawells@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kali Havlick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 5:17:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kali Havlick

46 Monte vista circle
Candler, NC 28715

V-9967 A-10057

mailto:Kalpal99935@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Dozier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 5:21:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the federal government clean power plan and will vote only for representatives who support this and all
 such efforts to take better care of our Earth.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Dozier

6805 Tree Hill Road
Charlottw, NC 28104

V-9968 A-10058

mailto:Bookybecky@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean energy
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 5:43:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Clean up or energy sources or you're fired

Sincerely,

Judy Baker

506 Diggett Dr
Graham,  27253

V-9969 A-10059

mailto:Jlwbaker@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: N. Granat
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 5:55:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear Gov. McCrory-
The voters expect you to do your best to safeguard their environment and their health--which means we expect you
 to create a plan to meet the new higher standards of the Clean Power Plan. To do otherwise would mean you do
 your best to safeguard the power companies, instead of the citizens of North Carolina.

Sincerely,

N. Granat

2217 w. Cone
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-9970 A-10060

mailto:granatn@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Paffrath
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Air Quality
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 6:09:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I truly hope that Governor McCrory will help to pass a very good Clean Power Plan for NC citizens & their future
 generations to be proud of.

Sincerely,

Nancy Paffrath

328 Fearrington
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-9971 A-10061

mailto:nanpaff56@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thea Rogers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 6:16:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It would be a good idea to meet the clean power standards.  Too many people and animals are getting cancer.

Sincerely,

Thea Rogers

209 Bobbitt Rd
Clayton, NC 27520

V-9972 A-10062

mailto:thea343@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rosalie Barretta
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Support clean power
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 6:19:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Listen  to your citizens, not big money. Ensure clean air, water and environment now and for the future

Sincerely,

Rosalie Barretta

2408 valley haven dr
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-9973 A-10063

mailto:Rosiebarretta257@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Henry Mull
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 6:25:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Henry Mull

523 Blowing Rock Rd
Boone, NC 28607

V-9974 A-10064

mailto:mullhn@appstate.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katrina Furches
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean air act
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 6:27:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I have asthma and need all the help I can get.

Sincerely,

Katrina Furches

320 SW. Lemly St
House
Winston-Salem, NC 27127

3364737649

V-9975 A-10065

mailto:katrinafurches@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joy Hewett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Fossil fuel pollution 111 (d)
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 6:29:06 PM

Joy Hewett from Pittsboro, NC writes:

NC's "clean power plan" isn't good enough! Curbing pollution from coal power plants isn't enough. WE NEED TO
 GO FULL STEAM for renewable energy. Investing in renewable energy is all important for the economy and the
 future.NC Dept. of Environmental Quality's draft plan wastes our tax dollars and doesn't go far enough.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): joyfulwit@hotmail.com

First Name: Joy

Last Name: Hewett

City: Pittsboro
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27312

V-9976 A-10066

mailto:joyfulwit@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joy Hewett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Fossil fuel pollution 111 (d)
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 6:30:28 PM

Joy Hewett from Pittsboro, NC writes:

NC's "clean power plan" isn't good enough! Curbing pollution from coal power plants isn't enough. WE NEED TO
 GO FULL STEAM for renewable energy. Investing in renewable energy is all important for the economy and the
 future.NC Dept. of Environmental Quality's draft plan wastes our tax dollars and doesn't go far enough.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): joyfulwit@hotmail.com

First Name: Joy

Last Name: Hewett

City: Pittsboro
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27312

V-9977 A-10067

mailto:joyfulwit@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joy Hewett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Fossil fuel pollution 111 (d)
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 6:33:25 PM

Joy Hewett from Pittsboro, NC writes:

NC's "clean power plan" isn't good enough! Curbing pollution from coal power plants isn't enough. WE NEED TO
 GO FULL STEAM for renewable energy. Investing in renewable energy is all important for the economy and the
 future.NC Dept. of Environmental Quality's draft plan wastes our tax dollars and doesn't go far enough.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): joyfulwit@hotmail.com

First Name: Joy

Last Name: Hewett

City: Pittsboro
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27312

V-9978 A-10068

mailto:joyfulwit@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanne de Bruyn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 6:33:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I would like to encourage you to work on a plan for North Carolina to follow along with the federal plan to set
 carbon pollution standards.  I believe it becomes more obvious with each passing year that we need to get serious
 about preserving our environment.
Please change course here and do something that will benefit the people and the rest of the environment for the
 future.  It is not wise for us to imagine that this is an issue that does not affect our state.

Sincerely,

Joanne de Bruyn

2506 Clam Bed Court
Matthews, NC 28105

V-9979 A-10069

mailto:de-bruyn@juno.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joy Hewett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Fossil fuel pollution 111 (d)
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 6:35:11 PM

Joy Hewett from Pittsboro, NC writes:

NC's "clean power plan" isn't good enough! Curbing pollution from coal power plants isn't enough. WE NEED TO
 GO FULL STEAM for renewable energy. Investing in renewable energy is all important for the economy and the
 future.NC Dept. of Environmental Quality's draft plan wastes our tax dollars and doesn't go far enough.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): joyfulwit@hotmail.com

First Name: Joy

Last Name: Hewett

City: Pittsboro
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27312

V-9980 A-10070

mailto:joyfulwit@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Dini
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: CLEAN OUR AIR
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 7:04:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please stop the air pollution created by energy companies.  We all need clean air to breathe here in NC and we all
 want our children; and their children; and their children's children, etc..., to breathe clean air too!!!

Sincerely,

Karen Dini

105 Misty Way
Franklinton, NC 27525

V-9981 A-10071

mailto:sothbound@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jacqueline Billington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean air
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 7:07:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

we need this

Sincerely,

jacqueline Billington

4935 Old Way Rd
Browns Summit, NC 27214

3364320142

V-9982 A-10072

mailto:sqaw777123@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ilene Woodman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean air
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 7:16:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Clean air for North Carolina!

Sincerely,

Ilene Woodman

2834. Bellasera Way
Matthews, NC 28105

V-9983 A-10073

mailto:Mammotek1@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Cheek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 7:19:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Cheek

3201 Liberty road
Greensboro, NC 27406

V-9984 A-10074

mailto:Kimberly.d.cheek@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Claudia Yalden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Please fix this.
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 7:31:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We need clean power air.

Sincerely,

Claudia Yalden

5406 trade winds rd
New bern, NC 28560

V-9985 A-10075

mailto:Claudiayalden@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sandi godsik
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean power plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 7:37:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear Gov McCrory,
I want the clean power plan for NC.
Sincerely, S Godsik

Sincerely,

sandi godsik

2249 freeman town rd
lake lure, NC 28746

V-9986 A-10076

mailto:kizdogs@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Depaolo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean up
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 7:43:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Clean up!

Sincerely,

Sharon Depaolo

2405 no terra blvd
Indian trail, NC 28079

V-9987 A-10077

mailto:Srecord64@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marsha Earp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 7:55:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marsha Earp

6498 river road
Vanceboro, NC 28586

V-9988 A-10078

mailto:Marshaearp@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Yvette Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean power plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 7:57:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please allow the Clean Power Plan to start and hopefully help our pollution to be lowered.

Sincerely,

Yvette Harris

207 N. Fairview Dr
Lenoir, NC 28645

V-9989 A-10079

mailto:yvetteb55@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Molly Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 8:07:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Molly Moore

215 Incline Dr
Vilas, NC 28692

8474013633

V-9990 A-10080

mailto:mollyfrancesmoore@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anthony Galloway
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 8:34:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anthony Galloway

6121 Windsor Gate Ln
Charlotte, NC 28215

6788870255

V-9991 A-10081

mailto:tawny268@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sylvia Troxler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 8:35:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We need to keep our air, water and earth clean not only ourselves, but for those that come after us...please keep that
 in mind as you wield your power. Thank you!

Sincerely,

Sylvia Troxler

161 Farris Drive
Stoneville, NC 27048

V-9992 A-10082

mailto:sylviatroxler1379@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Rouson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Energy Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 8:41:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

North Carolina needs significant goals and strategies to achieve a clean energy plan. As a resident of NC I would not
 vote for leadership that does not support this plan.

Sincerely,

Katherine Rouson

Woodcreek Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-9993 A-10083

mailto:Kathyrouson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Connie Mansfield
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 8:49:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We need to listen to all ideas and be open to work with the ideas and plans to clean up power pollution. Look at
 what has already happened ! The sludge ponds, people getting sick, the amount of children that are now
 asthmatic..there is a reason. Listen, be smart, do right. Our children and their children are at stake...healthy people
 pay taxes.

Sincerely,

Connie Mansfield

4812 Six Forks Rd. Apt.604
Raleigh, NC 27609

9195000279

V-9994 A-10084

mailto:artbyconi@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: joanne bernatitus`
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: energy
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 9:01:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please do the right thing. Renewable is the future

Sincerely,

joanne bernatitus`

2824 Easy St
NEWPORT, NC 28570

V-9995 A-10085

mailto:joannebernatitus@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alice byrne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 9:07:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Keep the air cleaner. Stop putting money before humanity

Sincerely,

Alice byrne

791 Cloisters Court
apartment 14
Concord, NC 28027

9198804484

V-9996 A-10086

mailto:akb_nc@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Cavanaugh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 9:07:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please help NC take care of the environment by meeting the clean power plan. The next generation deserve a clean
 and healthy planet!

Sincerely,

Amy Cavanaugh

1907 island pine way
Leland, NC 28451

V-9997 A-10087

mailto:amycavanaugh@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Hartley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 9:19:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the clean power plan. Please keep NC clean for our well being and future generations.

Sincerely,

Susan Hartley

278 Tanner Street
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

V-9998 A-10088

mailto:Mimihart@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sowmya S
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Please save environment, let our children breathe clean air
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 9:27:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please save environment, let our children breathe clean air

Sincerely,

Sowmya S

7301 kit creek rd
Durham, NC 27709

V-9999 A-10089

mailto:Pradsom@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joey Timmons
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 9:43:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joey Timmons

113 Midnight Trail
Mount Airy, NC 27030

3374794254

V-10000 A-10090

mailto:jtimmons1964@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy weir
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean air
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 9:51:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I hope NC will submit A Clean Power Plan
that will represent all  North Carolina.
I do care about breathing clean air, water, etc.

Sincerely,

Nancy weir

194 Spyglass Dr
Advance,  27006

V-10001 A-10091

mailto:nweir@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Misty Marshburn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean air act
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 10:04:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am in support of the clean power plan!

Sincerely,

Misty Marshburn

404 Tempo Trail
Richlands, NC 28574

V-10002 A-10092

mailto:Hchild2@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beverly View
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 10:13:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear Governor McCrory,

Do something right for a change -- something that will benefit the State of North Carolina and its inhabitants, not
 just you and your cronies.  Do the right thing.

Sincerely,

Beverly View

58 Greenway Drive
Marshall, NC 28753

V-10003 A-10093

mailto:donnyanbevy@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ela Yevrukhina
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power pan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 10:26:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear McCrory, we need clean air!! Please don't let the Clean Power Plan to fail,

Sincerely,

Ela Yevrukhina

1711 Forest valley
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-10004 A-10094

mailto:Ela.gaitov@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gertrude Keeler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 10:29:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We need to address this very important issue immediately.

Sincerely,

Gertrude Keeler

4732 Champion Ct
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-10005 A-10095

mailto:gertkeeler@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bonnie Allyn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 10:29:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It is time to get serious about the air we breath and the water we drink...for our childrens sake. We are allowing
 others, because of their greed, to poison us. It is time to stop it!

Sincerely,

Bonnie Allyn

2205 BADIN LAKE RD
NEW LONDON,  28127

7047987112

V-10006 A-10096

mailto:windsongfarmch@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Griffin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 10:33:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support snd enforce the clean power plan.

Sincerely,

Ann Griffin

5426 holbein gate rd
Walkertown,  27051

V-10007 A-10097

mailto:Millandmag@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scott Richmond
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 10:35:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Not reducing carbon pollution is not an option.

Sincerely,

Scott Richmond

PO Box 553
Lake Junaluska, NC 28745

V-10008 A-10098

mailto:scottrichmond@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Kieffer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: NC"s Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 10:37:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As elected legislators who represent my interests as a resident of North Carolina for the last 46 years, I urge you to
 participate in submitting a NC Clean Power Plan that meets or surpasses federal carbon pollution standards. 

North Carolina stands poised to be a national leader in the transition from energy produced by fossil fuels to solar
 and wind energy.  Our state is already a leader in solar energy, and our coastal waters offer the best potential for
 wind power production along the US Atlantic coastline.  The economic implications for these energy assets stand
 ready to  pave the way for transitioning toward a clean energy future. 

Following the United Nations Climate Talks in Paris, I strongly believe our country and its states have a moral
 imperative to reduce our carbon emissions.  I am encouraging you to be strong leaders in the transition from fossil
 fuel produced energy to clean alternative energy sources by submitting a Clean Energy Plan for North Carolina that
 meets or
surpasses federal carbon pollution standards for power plants in the US.

Sincerely,

Ann Kieffer

86 Herron Avenue
Asheville, NC 28806

V-10009 A-10099

mailto:annfkieffer@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Raj B
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 10:58:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I vote for clean power

Sincerely,

Raj B

952 justice walk ave
Morrisville, NC 27560

V-10010 A-10100

mailto:Brad_rajju@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Duncan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Please Veto Bad Bill
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 11:09:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It is crucial that NC plan to meet the new carbon pollution standards.

Sincerely,

Barbara Duncan

827 Old Mission Rd
Whittier, NC 28789

8287360820

V-10011 A-10101

mailto:barbaraduncan7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniela Small
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 11:17:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please set carbon pollution standards and work on ensuring they are met or even surpassed.   Clean up North
 Carolina and the rest of the wotld!

Sincerely,

Daniela Small

4475 Stagecoach Rd
Oxford, NC 27565

V-10012 A-10102

mailto:danielasmall@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gloria Wallace
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Look to future generations
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 11:25:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor:
Cut the dollar dealing and start keeping promises to the next generation of clean air and water.  Alternative resources
 to provide for a safe future for all NC!!!!

Sincerely,

Gloria Wallace

6317 secret drive
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-10013 A-10103

mailto:Gdwallace20@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jean Kellam
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 11:39:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please do not stand in the way of clean power plan. Global warming is real and NC needs to get on board.

Sincerely,

Jean Kellam

100 Sunflower Way
Clayton, NC 27527

V-10014 A-10104

mailto:just4jeank@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eula Apostolopoulos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2016 11:44:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please  submit a plan to meet or exceed the standards set by the Clean Power Plan.

I struggle with asthma, and I know others with the same problem. It is imperative for our health and that of all North
 Carolinians that the carbon emissions be limited.

Please do what is right for the health of the people of North Carolina.

Sincerely,

Eula Apostolopoulos

204 November Street
Garner, NC 27529

919-605-4470

V-10015 A-10105

mailto:jmoe204@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alice Cottrell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Air quality
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:13:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please vote to abolish dirty power plants.

Sincerely,

Alice Cottrell

265 Turtle Dove Trl
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-10016 A-10106

mailto:alice@ccvn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane schonian
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Mc clean air
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:16:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We want access to clean, renewable energy sources.  Now
Jane Schonian
9610 corbett sq lane
Charlotte, NC 28214

Sincerely,

Jane schonian

9619 Corbett sq ln
Charlotte, NC 28214

V-10017 A-10107

mailto:janeschonian@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Roper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Air Quality
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:16:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor  you are going to be in the History Books as the worst governor NC has had since the Civil War.

Mr. Burleson, this air on this planet is not going to survive with people like you in charge.  We will all be wearing
 face mask like the have to in China.  Think of what you will be leaving to you grand children and their children and
 on & on.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Roper

330 Connaheta Ave
Andrews, NC 28901

V-10018 A-10108

mailto:brope1@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stacy Erickson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:29:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

PLEASE keep North Carolina clean!

Sincerely,

Stacy Erickson

6746 Alanbrook Rd
Charlotte, NC 28215

V-10019 A-10109

mailto:blu52world@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Oakley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:49:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane Oakley

211 West Bald Head Wynd
Bald head Island, NC 28461

9104717810

V-10020 A-10110

mailto:Ladyjaneoakley@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robin Kersey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:31:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robin Kersey

2280 McGill Drive
Fayetteville, NC 28305

V-10021 A-10111

mailto:rkerse@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jonie parkd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Dear sirs or to whom it may concern
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:33:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We deserve clean air that the way God intended life here on earth to be!. Stop trying to killoff all races except the
 white race.

Sincerely,

Jonie parkd

150 Wilmot DrApt.B
Hendersville, NC 28792

V-10022 A-10112

mailto:jonie.08@gmail.vom
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Crystal While
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean please
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:13:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

we want clean energy as opposed to the dirty version.

Sincerely,

Crystal While

1311 Crandon Dr
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-10023 A-10113

mailto:creecri@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Burgess
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: help survival of humans, animals,nature
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:31:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am a voter, home owner,voter and want to give our children a better world..
please consider clean energy

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Burgess

po box 834
nmb, SC 29597

V-10024 A-10114

mailto:lizatocean@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Hymes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Pollution In Southport
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:34:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We retired in Southport 6 years ago and have been ill ever since moving here from the coal dust pollution that
 blankets the entire town.  In addition to that the water is often not usable for drinking or bathing because they keep
 dumping toxic levels of chlorine in it to try and get rid of the the equally toxic chemicals and organisms it contains.
 These amounts of chlorine are documented as causing cancer and other diseases.  Two of our animals even have
 malignancies since moving here.  We have had to put in special total house filters for water, but can't even use our
 lovely porches because of the air pollution.  I cringe every time I see an article re. Southport being one of the most
 desirable retirement communities.  Shame on this state for misrepresenting its environmental status.

Sincerely,

Donna Hymes

306 East Leonard St
Southport, NC 28461

V-10025 A-10115

mailto:dhisland@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ISABEL CERVERA
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power "Plan"
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:30:19 AM

ISABEL CERVERA from FAITH, NC writes:

i’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): isabellacer@hotmail.com

First Name: ISABEL

Last Name: CERVERA

City: FAITH
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28041

V-10026 A-10116

mailto:isabellacer@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Conda Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:37:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Conda Jones

PO Box 681508
Charlotte, NC 28216

704-516-4867

V-10027 A-10117

mailto:Conda.jones@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Reinhardt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:17:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

North Carolina citizens - present and future - deserve a Clean Power Plan that meets new federal standards. Don't
 sell our state short!

Sincerely,

Carol Reinhardt

3108 Teton Drive
Gastonia,  28054

V-10028 A-10118

mailto:reinhardtgcpl@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Prudence Mainor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Support for Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:43:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a citizen, a taxpayer, and a voter...I support the Clean Power Plan.  With all of our current technology, North
 Carolina should be leading the way in clean power...not obstructing its implementation.

Sincerely,

Prudence Mainor

PO Box 53782
Fayetteville, NC 28305

V-10029 A-10119

mailto:pmainor@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kellie Kovach
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:01:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Pat McCrory & Joelle Burleson:

I urge you to fully support the Clean Powe Plan by submitting a plan for North Carolina that will ensure complete
 success in achieving the prescribed standards!

Sincerely,

Kellie A Kovach
108 Pheasant St
Lake Lure, NC 28746

Sincerely,

Kellie Kovach

108 Pheasant St
Lake Lure, NC 28746

V-10030 A-10120

mailto:Kelliekovach@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: dena currier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:58:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please do not allow NC to be an obstructionist voice in the country's attempts to save the planet for others than
 ourselves.  Do the right thing, figure out how to meet the new standards and make us proud instead of ashamed.
Sincerely,
Dena Currier
927 Athens dr.
Raleigh

Sincerely,

dena currier

927 athens dr
raleigh, NC 27606

19199306106

V-10031 A-10121

mailto:robotho1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Waldmann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:10:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please take every opportunity to make NC the leader in clean power plant and clean energy technology.  Lead us
 away from the fossil fule bust. We can sit and complain about regulations and cost or we can lead the way and have
 the world rush to NC to see how we are making this a reality that creates jobs and makes the world a better place. 
 From out here in Alamance county it looks like you all are just reacting to old news and obsolete opportunities on
 one hand, and complaining about the suggestion that you may have to do things differently.  I'm tired of being
 embarrassed that NC has all these amazing scientists and tech but our leadership is stuck thinking like it's still 1980.
 You are better than that and NC deserves your attention to this.

Sincerely,

Lisa Waldmann

3748 Stovall Drive
Haw River, NC 27258

V-10032 A-10122

mailto:Wheezerjack@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kelly Lane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:16:09 AM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kelly Lane
809 W 23rd St
Lumberton, NC 28358-3425
Kellylane46@yaho.com

V-10033 A-10123

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Loscalzo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:19:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Loscalzo

990 Piney Knob
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

V-10034 A-10124

mailto:loftynotions1@Yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: maria belmonte
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Pollution in NC
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:31:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor you have forgotten you work for us not Duke...or do you?   Know they can "pay" you more than the salary
 you get as governor second time I have voted for another party very disappointed!!!

Sincerely,

maria belmonte

8947 houston ridge road
charlotte, NC 28277

7047520128

V-10035 A-10125

mailto:duchessangie@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Walz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:37:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Walz

1116 Culpepper Ln
RALEIGH, NC 27610

9198247802

V-10036 A-10126

mailto:pwalz73@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kris Marie Rodriguez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:42:06 AM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kris Marie Rodriguez
5401 Reunion Pt Apt 202
Raleigh, NC 27609-2903
krismarie_88@yahoo.com

V-10037 A-10127

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Wilmot
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:43:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Does the air quality of North Carolina just not concern you?

Sincerely,

Karen Wilmot

PO Box 509
210 Main Street
Bryson City, NC 28713

8284883681

V-10038 A-10128

mailto:chamber@greatsmokies.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Taryn DelaRiva
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:51:00 AM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Taryn DelaRiva
1830 Wilmington Hwy Apt 291
Jacksonville, NC 28540-3343
tbrad519@gmail.com

V-10039 A-10129

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bob Daw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:26:33 AM

Bob Daw from Chocowinity, NC writes:

Past time to create a plan to stop the madness of destroying our rivers and creeks.  Perfect Example that money can
 buy anything.  Our Governor and his hand picked staff at Division of Water Quality just gave the big powerful MM
 Mining company fast permits to dump 12 million gallon of hard iron well water into the salt water nursery
 spawning area of Blounts Creek,  pristine brackish waters destroyed.  Money can buy anything.  Where is a plan??

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): bwdaw1@embarqmail.com

First Name: Bob

Last Name: Daw

City: Chocowinity
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27817

V-10040 A-10130

mailto:bwdaw1@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annie Greeley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:50:11 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Climate change is real and caused by humans and their actions. But it can also be slowed by our actions by reducing
 industrial pollution. Please help us keep this world safe and beautiful.

Sincerely,

Annie Greeley

150 water st
Boone, NC 28607

V-10041 A-10131

mailto:Greeleyam@appstate.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Kiplinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan: Adjust NC"s goals to conform to federal standards
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:55:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please bring NC up to the standards--the federal ones--so that citizens of this state and adjacent ones are better
 protected from carbon pollution. Not doing so has grave implications for public health, as well as for the NC's
 reputation in the nation and globally.

Sincerely,

Nancy Kiplinger

106 E. Avondale Drive
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-10042 A-10132

mailto:nkiplinger@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lauren Mello
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:56:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lauren Mello

4510 Buckhorn Road
Efland, NC 27243

9198121980

V-10043 A-10133

mailto:Lauren.E.Alexander@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jasleen Kaur
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:57:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jasleen Kaur

2363 Champion Court
Raleigh, NC 27606

4129992596

V-10044 A-10134

mailto:jaslee@ncsu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Bermeo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:57:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Bermeo

3190 Exacta Ln
Apt 211
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-10045 A-10135

mailto:mbermeobetancourt@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicole Fouche
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:57:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nicole Fouche

111 Orlando Place
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9192800827

V-10046 A-10136

mailto:nicole.fouche@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elisabeth Curtis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:58:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elisabeth Curtis

112 Circadian Way
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

919-967-0328

V-10047 A-10137

mailto:granda.curtis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Rivers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:58:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Rivers

8332 Beardsley Dr
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-10048 A-10138

mailto:monselrivers@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Handy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:58:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Handy

9525 Cennetta Court
Huntersville, NC 28078

V-10049 A-10139

mailto:mary.handy@wellsfargo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leah Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:58:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leah Brown

205 Quail Ln
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948

2525739190

V-10050 A-10140

mailto:larimarleah8@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mary ann kirschhoch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:58:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

mary ann kirschhoch

halkirk drive
pinehurst, NC 28374

V-10051 A-10141

mailto:fak42@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Hay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:58:18 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Hay

690 Junaluska Road
Andrews, NC 28901

828-321-3496

V-10052 A-10142

mailto:Ehay2@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lance Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:58:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lance Williams

10612 Winding Wood Trail
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-10053 A-10143

mailto:lancewilliamsrdu@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Harrison Marshall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:58:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Harrison Marshall

504 Greenwood Circle
Cary, NC 27511

V-10054 A-10144

mailto:harmarshall@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Holmes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:58:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Holmes

50 Lee Avenue
Asheville, NC 28804

V-10055 A-10145

mailto:mholmes513@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Hardin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:58:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Hardin

1005 Iredell Street
Durham, NC 27705

V-10056 A-10146

mailto:wrhardin05@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Polanski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:58:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Polanski

630 Carolina Bay Drive
Wilmington, NC 28403

910 399-5461

V-10057 A-10147

mailto:ajpolansk@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Richeda
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:58:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Richeda

108 W Moss Creek Drive
Clayton, NC 27520

V-10058 A-10148

mailto:evphaedrielle@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Temme
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:58:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leslie Temme

22 Talmadge Court
Asheville, NC 28806

V-10059 A-10149

mailto:ljtbreathe@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meryl Crosbie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:58:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Meryl Crosbie

6105 Felucca CT
New Bern, NC 28560

7133037874

V-10060 A-10150

mailto:mmciscoil@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Morgan Brooks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:00:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Morgan Brooks

106 W Club Blvd
Apt. R/s
Durham, NC 27704

V-10061 A-10151

mailto:Jackelprint@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Halsey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:00:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heather Halsey

53 N. Paquatuck Ave
East Moriches, NY 11940

V-10062 A-10152

mailto:heatherbelle2@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeni Munn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeni Munn

7020 Folger Dr
Charlotte, NC 28270

7045071738

V-10063 A-10153

mailto:jenimn1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Robinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Robinson

110 Bridgham pl
Clayton, NC 27527

9195536195

V-10064 A-10154

mailto:jrobinson5@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heidi Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heidi Moore

316 Stirewalden Trail
Hillsborough, NC 27278

(336) 420-2194

V-10065 A-10155

mailto:heidipirtlemoore@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marcela Alvarado
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marcela Alvarado

8914 Goldfields Dr
Charlotte, NC 28227

V-10066 A-10156

mailto:Marce402@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leah Nanaa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leah Nanaa

1705 Ann St
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-10067 A-10157

mailto:AdamNanaaRN@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alex Kotch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alex Kotch

701 W. Trinity Avenue
Durham, NC 27701

V-10068 A-10158

mailto:alexkotch@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Gaffney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Gaffney

3528 Cambridge Place
Statesville, NC 28625

V-10069 A-10159

mailto:gaffneymike@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian Rosa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian Rosa

1018 Orange High School Rd
Hillsborough, NC 27278

8102528303

V-10070 A-10160

mailto:brianbenow@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wanda Post
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wanda Post

104 SW 17th St
Oak Island, NC 28465

V-10071 A-10161

mailto:Wandapost@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Dendy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Dendy

3331 Old Chapel Hill Rd
Durham, NC 27707

V-10072 A-10162

mailto:lldendy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Autumn Pinkney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Autumn Pinkney

120 carolyn lane
Godwin, NC 28344

V-10073 A-10163

mailto:Autumnpinkney21@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Yamilet Trejo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Yamilet Trejo

10146 Aberdale Way
Charlotte NC
Charlotte, NC 28273

V-10074 A-10164

mailto:yamilettrejo1213@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Despina Boinodiris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Despina Boinodiris

103 Lipperhey ct
Cary, NC 27513

V-10075 A-10165

mailto:despina.boinodiris@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Baldwin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

You guys suck.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Baldwin

103 Ironwood Dr
Greenville, NC 27834

V-10076 A-10166

mailto:wonderpop@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robin Goldcott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robin Goldcott

1504 Midhurst Court
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-10077 A-10167

mailto:goldcott@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Sturino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Sturino

104 Cabrita Ct
Holly Springs, NC 27540

9195672336

V-10078 A-10168

mailto:marysturino049@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet MacKenzie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janet MacKenzie

106 Hobbs Acre Dr
Edenton, NC 27932

V-10079 A-10169

mailto:janet@sustainablefurnishings.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Glenn Swartz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Glenn Swartz

9171 Devaun Park Blvd
Calabash, NC 28467

V-10080 A-10170

mailto:gmswrtz@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Perrino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Perrino

130 Pennsylvania av
Winston salem, NC 27104

V-10081 A-10171

mailto:Seperrino@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bailey Underwood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bailey Underwood

4359 Polly Gully ct
Southport, NC 28461

V-10082 A-10172

mailto:Baileyunderwood13@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeremy Locklear
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeremy Locklear

671 n shannon rd
Shannon, NC 28386

V-10083 A-10173

mailto:jerelock13@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dawn Nelson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dawn Nelson

21 Ridge Street
Asheville, NC 28801

V-10084 A-10174

mailto:dawnley1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Britt Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Britt Anderson

sycamore hill lane
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-10085 A-10175

mailto:brittanderson@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sara Burke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sara Burke

5866 Coble Church Rd
Liberty, NC 27298

V-10086 A-10176

mailto:sburke0903@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sam Hay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense. Shame on you.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sam Hay

118 Fox
Mooresville,  28117

V-10087 A-10177

mailto:samhhay@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meghan LeCroy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Meghan LeCroy

4703 Chapel Grove Rd
Gastonia, NC 28052

V-10088 A-10178

mailto:mlecroy2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Shepherd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Shepherd

601 texanna way
Holly springs, NC 27540

9195573029

V-10089 A-10179

mailto:Laura.rene.shepherd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Schlegel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Schlegel

2629 Camellia Drive
Durham, NC 27705

V-10090 A-10180

mailto:plumheadschlegel@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Pleasants
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Pleasants

Po box 861
carolina beach, NC 28428

9104580512

V-10091 A-10181

mailto:rpleasants69@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robb Stein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robb Stein

74 Stony Ridge
Asheville, NC 28804

V-10092 A-10182

mailto:rgsteinarb@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Schreiner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Schreiner

1224 Turner Woods Dr
raleigh, NC 27603

V-10093 A-10183

mailto:murasaki_lady@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Constance Willis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Constance Willis

2705-22 N. Center St
Hickory, NC 28601

V-10094 A-10184

mailto:ladyredctw@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joe Farrington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joe Farrington

3902 Hope Valley Road
Durham, NC 27707

V-10095 A-10185

mailto:jsfarring@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Davenport
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cindy Davenport

10905 Fitzwilliam  St
Raleigh, NC 27614

919-676-5909

V-10096 A-10186

mailto:cdav657@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jade Loring
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jade Loring

6108 Wolf Park Drive Apt. 308
Raleigh, NC 27606

3362557113

V-10097 A-10187

mailto:jademelinlo@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa BERGERON
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa BERGERON

7044 Centerline Dr
Charlotte, NC 28278

V-10098 A-10188

mailto:wildstylesmel@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Saul Oliansky
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:01:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Saul Oliansky

124 Ivy Meadows Dr
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-10099 A-10189

mailto:feathead420@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen Sigmon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:02:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen Sigmon

116 Excalibur Circle Apt. 201
Boone, NC 28607

8283206103

V-10100 A-10190

mailto:sigmonsj@appstate.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Celeste Love
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:02:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Celeste Love

1125 Burch Ave
Durham, NC 27701

V-10101 A-10191

mailto:cakwfgm@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Fritz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:02:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric Fritz

314 Channel Run Dr
New Bern, NC 28562

V-10102 A-10192

mailto:fritz12@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Myrtle Hepler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:02:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Myrtle Hepler

3324 Blue Ridge Rd
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-10103 A-10193

mailto:mehepler36@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: cole swan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:02:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

cole swan

2908 Braewood Pl
charlotte, NC 28226

V-10104 A-10194

mailto:cswan1998@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Harnois
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:02:15 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am writing to express my support for the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon
 pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and
 the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon
 emissions.

I am extremely disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to
 fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department
 of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Harnois

2350 Westover Dr
winston-salem, NC 27103

V-10105 A-10195

mailto:catherine.harnois@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Brunick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:02:15 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Brunick

14133 Walkers Crossing Dr
Charlotte, NC 28273

V-10106 A-10196

mailto:cbrunick@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Carpenter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:02:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Carpenter

541 Dogwood St
Concord, NC 28025

V-10107 A-10197

mailto:Susancarpenter@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Duane Brennan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:02:18 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Duane Brennan

Herkimer Dr
Monroe, NC 28110

V-10108 A-10198

mailto:tgd777@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:03:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Smith

6 Marsh Landing Ct
Durham, NC 27703

V-10109 A-10199

mailto:greyghost919@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Camilo Uribe Bernal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:03:11 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

The electorate pays attention. Continue to bend to moneyed interests and you will face the consequences.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Camilo Uribe Bernal

1215 Hillsborough St Apt O
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-10110 A-10200

mailto:ebiru.olimac@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Don Wells
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:03:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Don Wells

308 Mitchell Street
Hillsborough, NC 27278

9197321989

V-10111 A-10201

mailto:donwellsconsulting@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Monica Embrey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:03:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Monica Embrey

501 Mercury St
Charlotte, NC 28205

7734190963

V-10112 A-10202

mailto:Monica.Embrey@greenpeace.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: decarla Wortham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:03:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

decarla Wortham

1617 marlwood circle
charlotte, NC 28227

9804222978

V-10113 A-10203

mailto:prettynpink0225@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christopher Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:03:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christopher Baker

210 Beall St NW
Lenoir, NC 28645

8282607295

V-10114 A-10204

mailto:chrs.bkr1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: john monroe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:03:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

john monroe

525 Hardee Branch Rd
West End, NC 27376

9102955710

V-10115 A-10205

mailto:jandemonroe@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: caitlynn cuttic
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:03:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

caitlynn cuttic

502 Ocunaluftee Job Corps Road
cherokee, NC 28719

V-10116 A-10206

mailto:caitlynn.cuttic@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen Blair
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:03:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen Blair

8 Normandy Rd
Asheville, NC 28803

V-10117 A-10207

mailto:stphnblair1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jan Marie Marie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:03:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jan Marie Marie

4615 Hedgemore Dr
Unit A
Charlotte, NC 28209

7049091443

V-10118 A-10208

mailto:seriouslypagan49@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bob Hanna
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:03:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bob Hanna

16 Tarpon Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-10119 A-10209

mailto:bobhannaphd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Wright
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:03:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Wright

9402 Huey Blvd
Waxhaw
Waxhaw, NC 28173

V-10120 A-10210

mailto:Pattpwright@sol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Madison Maxwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:03:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Madison Maxwell

72 Cherokee Trail
Fletcher, NC 28732

V-10121 A-10211

mailto:m.a.maxwell9@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stacy Irby
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:04:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stacy Irby

510 NE 15 Street
Apt#3
Ft Lauderdale, FL 33304

V-10122 A-10212

mailto:skirby9969@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Schachter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:04:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Schachter

1711 Tuscarora Rhems Rd
New Bern, NC 28562

2526265100

V-10123 A-10213

mailto:mike.schachter45@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Jordan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:04:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Jordan

111 Arlington Ridge
Cary, NC 27513

14158459135

V-10124 A-10214

mailto:kim@emergeinnerlifecoaching.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Aisha Bakkar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:04:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Aisha Bakkar

76 Feather Falls Court
Clayton, NC 27527

V-10125 A-10215

mailto:majorabakkar@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: B Hiltzheimer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:04:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

B Hiltzheimer

207 Northwood Circle
Durham, NC 27701

V-10126 A-10216

mailto:b@hiltzheimer.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Boyd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Cleanair act
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:04:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Sign the bill, clean up the air.  This will help with numerous issues other then clean air.  Such as health issues,
 global warming, ground and water pollution.

Sincerely,

Cindy Boyd

107 Painter Street
Canton, NC 28716

8287345207

V-10127 A-10217

mailto:cindyboyd62@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherry Leonard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:04:14 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sherry Leonard

105 Coniston Ct
Cary, NC 27511

9196080180

V-10128 A-10218

mailto:sherry.leonard335@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jerome Barber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:04:14 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jerome Barber

1896 Bell Road
Otto, NC 28763

828-369-0085

V-10129 A-10219

mailto:justjay002@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Ruck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:04:16 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Ruck

4012 White Pine Drive
Raleigh,  27612

9198351699

V-10130 A-10220

mailto:mike@rainwatersolutions.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Benning
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:04:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Benning

1501 US 401 Hwy S
Louisburg, NC 27549

V-10131 A-10221

mailto:jbenning@umn.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jonathan Gomez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:04:18 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jonathan Gomez

3705 Maverick street
Winston salem, NC 27106

V-10132 A-10222

mailto:Jonathangomez549@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Colleen Shriver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:04:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Colleen Shriver

118 Carolina Ct West
Manteo, NC 27954

V-10133 A-10223

mailto:colleenshriver@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelly Gilmore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:04:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kelly Gilmore

261 Herron Cove Rd
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-10134 A-10224

mailto:kellyagilmore@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Trudy Atkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:04:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Trudy Atkins

2517 Lakeshore Drive
Greensnoro, NC 27407

V-10135 A-10225

mailto:trudy@newhomeguides.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stacy Irby
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stacy Irby

510 NE 15 Street
Apt#3
Ft Lauderdale, FL 33304

V-10136 A-10226

mailto:skirby9969@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Dorsch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Dorsch

1610 Dilworth Road E
Charlottte, NC 28203

V-10137 A-10227

mailto:daviddorsch@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Henry Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Henry Miller

242 North Chatem Court
Union Mills, NC 28167

V-10138 A-10228

mailto:hrmillerjr@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cecil Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cecil Clark

27 Sandon Dr
Asheville, NC 28804

V-10139 A-10229

mailto:jim4cjc@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandy Forrest
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.
You have undermined ways to promote clean water and air since you took office.
Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandy Forrest

612 Bethany Ch Rd
Moravian Falls, NC 28654

V-10140 A-10230

mailto:snd.forrest@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gayle Ruedi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gayle Ruedi

527 Carolina Meadows Villa
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-10141 A-10231

mailto:gayle.ruedi@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laurie anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laurie anderson

28 glen cove rd
arden, NC 28704

V-10142 A-10232

mailto:laurieka@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Connie Ash
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please uphold the Clean Power Plan for NC

Sincerely,

Connie Ash

211 n Dilling st
Kings Mtn,  28086

V-10143 A-10233

mailto:ash_connie@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shari Lane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shari Lane

3 Woodfin Ave
Ashevile, NC 28804

V-10144 A-10234

mailto:Shariwolf13@Charter.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Blackwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Blackwell

4311 Cove Loop Rd
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-10145 A-10235

mailto:BlackwellWR@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lindsay Crow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lindsay Crow

20 Biello Road
Cherokee, NC 28719

8287369891

V-10146 A-10236

mailto:lhcrow89@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clarissa Schaf
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:41 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Clarissa Schaf

400 spartacus ct
Cary, NC 27518

V-10147 A-10237

mailto:Thanksgivingdog@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bob Lehnberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bob Lehnberg

380A Wesley Ct
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-10148 A-10238

mailto:boblehnberg@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Haili Friedrich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Haili Friedrich

6415 Dupont Drive
Apt 1D
Charlotte, NC 28217

2316751801

V-10149 A-10239

mailto:haili.m.friedrich@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzanne Klonis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Klonis

130 School Road
Asheville, NC 28806

V-10150 A-10240

mailto:sklonis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: dorothy d wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

dorothy d wilson

206 george st
beaufort, NC 28516

V-10151 A-10241

mailto:dcdevnew@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stuart Rose
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stuart Rose

1911 Rosewood Road
Goldsboro, NC 27530

V-10152 A-10242

mailto:stuartrose1911@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sonya Bennetone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sonya Bennetone

1611 Gander Drive
Wilmington, NC 28411

9104703715

V-10153 A-10243

mailto:ijacksonfoundation@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leedom Lefferts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leedom Lefferts

704 Manor Ridge Road
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-10154 A-10244

mailto:lleffert@drew.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynda Gaskill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynda Gaskill

1800 Golf Course Rd
Littleton, NC 27850

2525860109

V-10155 A-10245

mailto:lyndagaskill@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marina Sagardua
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marina Sagardua

Western ave
brighton, MA 02135

V-10156 A-10246

mailto:sagarzazu@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzanne Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Thompson

3384 NC 150
Reidsville, NC 27320

V-10157 A-10247

mailto:sctbatgirl@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Read
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Read

723  9th Avenue NE
Hickory, NC 28601

V-10158 A-10248

mailto:readrbrt@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karl Agell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karl Agell

1202 Wedgewood Lane
Durham, NC 27713

V-10159 A-10249

mailto:karl.agell@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Howard Hoyt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Howard Hoyt

549 Bluebird Trail
Blounts Creek,  27814

V-10160 A-10250

mailto:n4af@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hillel Abrams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hillel Abrams

12605 Waterman Dr
Raleigh, NC 27614

9198474275

V-10161 A-10251

mailto:lhmg1990@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Macy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a father, husband, responsible citizen, retired disabled combat veteran and AmeriCorps alumni, I support the
 Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan
 (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change
 continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Macy

15661 Jerusalem Road
Laurinburg, NC 28352

V-10162 A-10252

mailto:Methodistmacy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara King
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara King

54 Crawford Balley Lane
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-10163 A-10253

mailto:barbarakking@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jon McVety
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:07:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jon McVety

1413 Lindenberg Sq
Wake Forest, NC 27587

919-569-5853

V-10164 A-10254

mailto:jwmcvety@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betsy Ramirez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:08:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betsy Ramirez

1918 Longleaf dr
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-10165 A-10255

mailto:betsy.sigrit.ramirez@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Justin St.Germain
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:08:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Justin St.Germain

1110 Poplar Drive
Fayetteville, NC 28304

V-10166 A-10256

mailto:deguerre00@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Austin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:08:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. Do not scar our children's future.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric Austin

1836 Talking Rock Dr
Cary, NC 27519

19196724956

V-10167 A-10257

mailto:ericbrandonaustin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Bowman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:08:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Bowman

12158 Goff House Ct
Charlotte, NC 28214

3212873939

V-10168 A-10258

mailto:danobowmano@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meredith Carson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:08:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Meredith Carson

6193 Moores Creek Drive
Summerfield, NC 27358

V-10169 A-10259

mailto:Cardsmeredith@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ana Pardo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:09:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It's clear to us, North Carolina's citizens, exactly what you are attempting to do by submitting an inadequate state
 plan. We've had it with your cowardly, divisive tactics for partisan gain. Last time I checked, houses on the Outer
 Banks are still being consumed by the sea with every increasingly powerful storm. Last time I checked, carbon
 pollution still triggers my asthma and causes a whole host of other strains on our healthcare system at large. REAL
 PEOPLE are suffering in our state. And they vote.

Straighten up and fly right. Be the bold leaders North Carolinians need, or prepare to lose your positions of
 authority. It really is that simple.

Sincerely,

Ana Pardo

301 Colleton Rd
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-10170 A-10260

mailto:acpardo@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Harvey Wall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:09:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Harvey Wall

1350 W OLD PHILLIPS RD
Pinnacle, NC 27043

3369783930

V-10171 A-10261

mailto:Hgw_1972@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Frazier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:09:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Frazier

9185 Huff Farm Rd
Kernersville, NC 27284

3369713834

V-10172 A-10262

mailto:FarmGirlArts@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Byrd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:09:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frank Byrd

13 Wren Glen Ct
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-10173 A-10263

mailto:fjb22@morrisbb.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Audrey Muck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:09:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Honestly, this is your own prideful beaurocracy saying you don't give a damn about the health and welfare of our
 state's people, that you think it's OK to degrade our environment so generations to come will also be harmed by
 your failure to be good stewards of this state. Stop protecting industry interests over people's lives!

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Audrey Muck

105 field Brook Dr
Clemmons, NC 27012

V-10174 A-10264

mailto:Fanninmm@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jean Wheelock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:10:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jean Wheelock

22 Hibriten Drive
Asheville, NC 28801

8282558323

V-10175 A-10265

mailto:jeanann.wheelock@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gudrun Dennis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:10:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gudrun Dennis

5912 NW 26th Street
Gainesville, FL 32653

V-10176 A-10266

mailto:gdennis2@cox.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Cauble
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:10:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pamela Cauble

29 Hillside Street
Asheville, NC 28801

8287858584

V-10177 A-10267

mailto:pamela.cauble@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Case
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:10:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Case

200 Milky Way Dr
Apex, NC 27502

V-10178 A-10268

mailto:bc2case@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emperor Omari Jibri el Ra bey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:10:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Emperor Omari Jibri el Ra bey

1817 Wandering Way Drive
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-10179 A-10269

mailto:OmariGvTequila@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Rueda
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:10:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Rueda

p.o.box 1135
SWANNANOA, NC 28778

V-10180 A-10270

mailto:danielrueda63@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cornelia Cornils
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:10:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cornelia Cornils

218 seminole ave
Concord, NC 28025

V-10181 A-10271

mailto:Kuhleeah@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patrice Boggs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:10:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patrice Boggs

208 Kentucky Dr
Clayton, NC 27527

9195610856

V-10182 A-10272

mailto:pmbteach11@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:10:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail," the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen Parker

PO Box 645
Knightdale, NC 27545

V-10183 A-10273

mailto:sgparker444@juno.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Aubry Edwards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:10:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Aubry Edwards

3569 Plainfield dr
Shelby, NC 28150

V-10184 A-10274

mailto:Apedwards97@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Livingston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:10:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Are you kidding me? Really?

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to
 increase, we should be working towards REDUCING our carbon emissions.

Frankly, I am angry that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with
 the federal requirements under the CPP.

By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
 Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and
 instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.

Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

I will be watching your actions carefully. And make no mistake: my vote will depend on what you do for our health,
 and our environment in NC.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Livingston

1105 Trails End Road
Durham, NC 27712

919-620-7525

V-10185 A-10275

mailto:zenrose@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Kaye
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:10:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Kaye

456 Windswept Dr
Asheville, NC 28801

8282510524

V-10186 A-10276

mailto:sierrakilo@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nelida Rivas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:11:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nelida Rivas

4325 Moss Spring Drive
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-10187 A-10277

mailto:nr4684@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steven Freeman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:11:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steven Freeman

2807 N Main Ave B1
Newton, NC 28658

18282282879

V-10188 A-10278

mailto:freemansteve56660@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Johnny Hopkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:12:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Johnny Hopkins

220 Cowan St
Spindale, NC 28160

V-10189 A-10279

mailto:johnnyhopkins28160@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kevin McLaughlin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kevin McLaughlin

1211 Cornell Street
Durham, NC 27707

V-10190 A-10280

mailto:mclaugkw@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Helen Borcherding Hill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Helen Borcherding Hill

8455 Pop City Rd
Stantonsburg, NC 27883

V-10191 A-10281

mailto:sbbc3510@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kirk Grice
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kirk Grice

304 4th St
Ayden, NC 28513

2523202889

V-10192 A-10282

mailto:kirk.grice@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Nieman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Nieman

312 Ivy Hill Road
Weaverville, NC 28787

8286455035

V-10193 A-10283

mailto:cathy.nieman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Quinn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Quinn

1313 meadston dr
Durham, NC 27712

V-10194 A-10284

mailto:monkeytq90@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James French
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue (my son included) to rise in North Carolina and the effects
 and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the protect our
 clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James French

3008 Royal Forrest Drive
Raleigh, NC 27614

7327353992

V-10195 A-10285

mailto:frenchjp@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Nipper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debra Nipper

112 Spring Dr
Jacksonville, NC 28540

9104095046

V-10196 A-10286

mailto:Miraclesmom29@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betsy George
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betsy George

229 Oil Camp Creek Road
Marietta, SC 29661

V-10197 A-10287

mailto:Betsy.george1950@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Svend Larsen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Svend Larsen

46 Hickory Nut Cove Road
Fairview, NC 28730

V-10198 A-10288

mailto:alarsen0603@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Rumayor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Rumayor

1801 Grande Maison Drive
Apex, NC 27502

V-10199 A-10289

mailto:S.b.rumayor@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stanage Elling
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stanage Elling

7922 Greenside Court
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-10200 A-10290

mailto:selling@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Hietala
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We all share this earth and the responsibility of protecting our environment. I support the Environmental Protection
 Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma
 rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should
 be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heather Hietala

26 Skylyn Court
Asheville, NC 28806

V-10201 A-10291

mailto:hallenstudio@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Granroos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear, Governor McCrory,Joelle Burleson,
     I am a single mother of three wonderful children, they deserve to breathe clean air, as they grow up, what is the
 hold up on clean power? There are also a large amount of pollutants that make it into the ground/water. Why can't
 we stop this, we have the ability to do so. It is time to pass a clean power bill

Sincerely,

Jennifer Granroos

2571 Cedar Creek Rd
Lake Lure, NC 28746

8289894384

V-10202 A-10292

mailto:jennifergranroos4384@gmail.con
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diana Hales
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diana Hales

528 Will Be Lane
Siler City, NC 27344

V-10203 A-10293

mailto:dianahales@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charlie Wallin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:41 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charlie Wallin

295 High Meadows Dr
Boone, NC 28607

8287731382

V-10204 A-10294

mailto:Wallincr@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laurel Meeks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laurel Meeks

10490 Hickory ridge rd
Harrisburg, NC 28075

V-10205 A-10295

mailto:Laurelmeeks@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jen huff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jen huff

46 moss rd
weaverville, NC 28787

V-10206 A-10296

mailto:theuglycakes@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Danielle Satterfield
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Danielle Satterfield

8906 Brideswell Lane
Charlotte, NC 28278

V-10207 A-10297

mailto:dmsatterfield@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Claudia Garren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Claudia Garren

75-A Cole Rd
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-10208 A-10298

mailto:Clgarren4444@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Bokelman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Bokelman

404 3rd St
Sunset Beach,  28468

V-10209 A-10299

mailto:Gordon_annbokelman@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diana Haywood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diana Haywood

1541 Big Woods Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

6155240099

V-10210 A-10300

mailto:HaywoodDianaL@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Barrett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Barrett

3006 Sedgewick Rd
Indian Trail, NC 28079

V-10211 A-10301

mailto:Det563@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sheila McCarty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sheila McCarty

PO Box 1030
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-10212 A-10302

mailto:shmccarty16@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Arlene Sandoval
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Arlene Sandoval

4053 C NC Hwy 56
Franklinton, NC 27525

V-10213 A-10303

mailto:sandoval@med.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Beckner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Beckner

PO Box 125
Swannanoa, NC 28778

8283017778

V-10214 A-10304

mailto:Carolynderreberry@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Drumright
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Drumright

1434 E. Main St.  #26
Murfreesboro, TN 37130

V-10215 A-10305

mailto:astrohoops@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Blakeley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Blakeley

316 Racquet Rd
Boone, NC 28607

760-660-7121

V-10216 A-10306

mailto:blakeleyd@appstate.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DANICA KUPLIN
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:13:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

DANICA KUPLIN

5904 APPLEWOOD LN
RALEIGH, NC 27609

V-10217 A-10307

mailto:danica.kuplin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Henshaw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:14:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Henshaw

107 Summerlin Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-10218 A-10308

mailto:crhenshaw@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Brewer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:14:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Brewer

735 Ann Rd
Orrum, NC 28369

9107346730

V-10219 A-10309

mailto:abrewerfamily@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Young
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:14:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Young

219 Ridgewood Ave
Charlotte, NC 28209

V-10220 A-10310

mailto:Ayoungrebecca@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Hunt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:14:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Teresa Hunt

2565 White Cap Lane
Supply, NC 28462

V-10221 A-10311

mailto:Teri@terihunt.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Wescott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:14:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Wescott

4215 Ed Harris Road
Oxford, NC 27565

V-10222 A-10312

mailto:pwescott@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: george dragity
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:14:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

george dragity

8712 lake nona drive
wilmington, NC 28411

7327400919

V-10223 A-10313

mailto:gdragity@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Keenen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:15:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

You should be worried about the taxpayers not the corporations that avoid taxes..this is appalling.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Keenen

5746 marguerite dr apt.b
Wilmington,  28403

V-10224 A-10314

mailto:jkeenenmt@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Beckner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:15:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Beckner

PO Box 125
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-10225 A-10315

mailto:Carolynderreberry@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nowell Yrizarry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:15:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nowell Yrizarry

1105 Brookhurst Dr
Charlotte,, NC 28205

V-10226 A-10316

mailto:nowellamir@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gail Neely
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:16:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gail Neely

104 Valley place
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9192602493

V-10227 A-10317

mailto:ganeely@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:16:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donald Smith

98 York St
Morganton, NC 28655

V-10228 A-10318

mailto:geowhiz1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: robbi cohn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:16:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

robbi cohn

14 east sunrise ave
thomasville, NC 27360

V-10229 A-10319

mailto:robbi_cohn108@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sam Edwards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:16:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sam Edwards

311 Richmond Dr
Jacksonville, NC 28540

9105483311

V-10230 A-10320

mailto:smedwards89@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tony Tschopp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:16:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tony Tschopp

9712 Koupela Dr
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-10231 A-10321

mailto:tttschopp@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ma;colm David Robinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:16:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you for your time and consideration
M David Robinson

Sincerely,

Ma;colm David Robinson

54 old rosewood avenue
Arden, NC 28704

704.974.5039

V-10232 A-10322

mailto:mdr95ccf@email.cpcc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Keenan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:16:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Keenan

48 CHEROKEE TRL
Fletcher, NC 28732

V-10233 A-10323

mailto:gofishingtoday3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Galyean
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:16:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Galyean

2739 Crosswinds Drive
Winston-Salem,  27127

V-10234 A-10324

mailto:sandragalyean@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: christina zachary
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:16:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

christina zachary

340 griffin road
SNOW CAMP, NC 27349

3365244337

V-10235 A-10325

mailto:cazlove2love@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Silvana Pietrosemoli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:16:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Silvana Pietrosemoli

4233 The Oaks Drive
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-10236 A-10326

mailto:spietrosemoli@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:16:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angela Jones

6112 Heathstone Ln
Charlotte, NC 28210

7045571721

V-10237 A-10327

mailto:eajones33@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Timothy Willis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:19:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Timothy Willis

23 pole miller road
Brevard, NC 28712

V-10238 A-10328

mailto:tjwillis777@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Replogle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:19:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Replogle

445 Drummond Drive
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-10239 A-10329

mailto:JBR@Seventhgeneration.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shonda Roberts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:19:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shonda Roberts

1505 Eastfork Dr
Salisbury, NC 28146

7047543826

V-10240 A-10330

mailto:shonda.d.roberts@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: maria apolloni
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:19:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

maria apolloni

215 ash ln
beaufort, NC 28516

V-10241 A-10331

mailto:maria.apolloni@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: VINTON FOUNTAIN
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:19:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

VINTON FOUNTAIN

1322 Brook Arbor Drive
Cary, NC 27519

2522560684

V-10242 A-10332

mailto:fiftyhzrumble@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Dosser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:19:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Dosser

4615 Willa Way
Durham, NC 27703

V-10243 A-10333

mailto:amydosser4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amber Levitt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:19:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amber Levitt

5305 Harbor Crest Rd
Raleigh, NC 27614

9193680399

V-10244 A-10334

mailto:amberlevitt@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Addison Martin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:19:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Addison Martin

2 Knoll Dr
Fletcher, NC 28732

V-10245 A-10335

mailto:armartin@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry Smith-Black
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:19:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larry Smith-Black

404 Mission Ridge Road
Murphy, NC 28906

828-837-0934

V-10246 A-10336

mailto:lsmithblack@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Vaartjes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:19:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heather Vaartjes

5708 Rebel Drive
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-10247 A-10337

mailto:heather.vaartjes@impact-tech.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanna Clancy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:19:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joanna Clancy

1505 Sound Watch Dr
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-10248 A-10338

mailto:joannaclancy10@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Harnet
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:19:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrew Harnet

25 Sunset ln
Alexander, NC 28787

V-10249 A-10339

mailto:drewhargrove16@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Hazel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:19:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pamela Hazel

1033 Jennings Rd
Statesville, NC 28625

7048762200

V-10250 A-10340

mailto:phazel45@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rita Bauknight
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:19:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rita Bauknight

1564 Bishop Dr
Lincolnton, NC 28092

V-10251 A-10341

mailto:imjustdancin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:20:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Brown

3987 Bennett Rd
Morrow, OH 45152

V-10252 A-10342

mailto:marybdvm@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Senechal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:20:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Senechal

PO Box 1545
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-10253 A-10343

mailto:karensenechal@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: C Howle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:20:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please protect and help clean
 up our air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

C Howle

22 Princeton Ln
Brevard, NC 28712

V-10254 A-10344

mailto:cahow5509@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ROBERT WILLIAMS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:20:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ROBERT WILLIAMS

1076 FEARRINGTON POST
PITTSBORO, NC 27312

(919) 545-0522

V-10255 A-10345

mailto:rwill@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynn Ford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:20:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynn Ford

3516 wood duck ln
Wake forest, NC 27587

V-10256 A-10346

mailto:Lynn4ford@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Henderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:20:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I also support a carbon tax--especially when ill prices are so low right now--to encourage innovations that will
 reduce short- and long-term fossil fuel usage.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane Henderson

2942 Heglar Rd
Concord, NC 28025

V-10257 A-10347

mailto:janehender@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Comulada
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:20:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise Comulada

748 Three Wood Drive
Fayetteville, NC 28312

V-10258 A-10348

mailto:dcomulada@visitfayettevillenc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie Edelson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:20:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julie Edelson

910 Carolina Avenue
Winston Salem, NC 27101

V-10259 A-10349

mailto:edelsojb@wfu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edward Younglove
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:20:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edward Younglove

218 Hidden Creek Drive
Advance, NC 27006

V-10260 A-10350

mailto:edward.younglove@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DAVID HAGER
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:20:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

DAVID HAGER

703 Glendale Drive West
Wilson, NC 27893

7049658744

V-10261 A-10351

mailto:Davehager@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marilyn Hartman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:20:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Hartman

2517 Perkins Road
Durham, NC 27705

V-10262 A-10352

mailto:marilyndhartman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Graham Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:20:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Graham Smith

612 East 35th Street
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-10263 A-10353

mailto:smithfgraham@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: E. Ledford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:20:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

E. Ledford

636 Kingfisher Lane
Sunset Beach, NC 28468

V-10264 A-10354

mailto:ledford345@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: leslie poplawslo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:20:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

leslie poplawslo

189 Murdock Ave
Asheville, NC 28804

V-10265 A-10355

mailto:lesliepopleslie@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Wagner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:20:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Wagner

108 Naperville dr
Cary, NC 27519

V-10266 A-10356

mailto:mellycat1971@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dan Mathews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:20:16 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dan Mathews

314 Beaver Creek Rd
Lexington, NC 27295

V-10267 A-10357

mailto:dmathews@lexcominc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jill Roberts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:20:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead is allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Now that our clean mountain air in western North Carolina has been given relief from pollution by the TVA in
 Tennessee it is beyond my comprehension that we now must fight our OWN STATE to achieve long term
 protection of the air we breathe!

We citizens have a right to expect our own state leaders to lead in protecting us from unnecessary hazards. I have
 always understood that your political party believed the best government is the government closest to the people.
 Well? Put your actions where your beliefs are. So..please do the right thing and protect our clean air for the good of
our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jill Roberts

P.O. Box 121
Brevard, NC 28712

V-10268 A-10358

mailto:svtumbleweed@comporium.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Griffin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:21:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Griffin

120 Lambs Ct
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-10269 A-10359

mailto:abstractmel@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kermit m
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:21:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Y'all is straight trippin'. I wanted to let you know that I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently
 proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to
 rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working
 towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. Roy Cooper would do the right thing.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kermit m

211 north park drive
Greensboro, NC 27401

V-10270 A-10360

mailto:piedmontman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kevin Matsil
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:21:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kevin Matsil

109 Trent Lane
Chocowinity,  27817

2526231112

V-10271 A-10361

mailto:matsilkevin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Doe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:22:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Doe

123 MAin st
Candler, NC 28715

V-10272 A-10362

mailto:blahblahblah@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Harrison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:22:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Let's jump forward into the 21st Century and address the issues that will affect our children and grandchildren.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Harrison

375 Wesley Branch Road
Asheville, NC 28806

828-776-7559

V-10273 A-10363

mailto:billharrison444@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ed Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:22:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ed Smith

903 N Kemper Street
Alexandria, VA 22304

V-10274 A-10364

mailto:castilloesmith35@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Fisher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:22:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane Fisher

75 school rd
Asheville, NC 28806

8287782964

V-10275 A-10365

mailto:JTF.SPRING@YAHOO.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cara Freije
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:22:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cara Freije

191 school road
Asheville,  28806

V-10276 A-10366

mailto:Cara.freije@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:22:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Allen

609 Oakdale Court
Burlington, NC 27217

V-10277 A-10367

mailto:allenpf48@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steven Freeman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:22:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steven Freeman

2807 N Main Ave B1
Newton, NC 28658

18282282879

V-10278 A-10368

mailto:freemansteve56660@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ginger bauerband
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:22:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ginger bauerband

po box 443
cameron, NC 28326

V-10279 A-10369

mailto:gbauerband@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Tart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:22:16 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Tart

1520 Wagon Court
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-10280 A-10370

mailto:mike.tart7@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: william mesmer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:25:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

william mesmer

20 gibson road
Asheville, NC 28806

(828) 412 1883

V-10281 A-10371

mailto:livitysound@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: catherine delavergne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:25:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

catherine delavergne

3 kahkwa trail
pinehurst, NC 28374

V-10282 A-10372

mailto:dlvrgn@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark DeMario
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:25:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark DeMario

6121 Ponderosa Rd
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-10283 A-10373

mailto:markdemario@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Stephens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:25:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Stephens

18 Amy Lane
Nebo, NC 28761

V-10284 A-10374

mailto:stoneworkbystephens@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heide Catherina Coppotelli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:25:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heide Catherina Coppotelli

383 Seldon-Emerson Rd
Cedar Mountain, NC 28718

8288844673

V-10285 A-10375

mailto:goodshepherd@citcom.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gina Rayman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:25:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gina Rayman

2128 Retana Drive
Charlotte, NC 28270

V-10286 A-10376

mailto:gina.rayman@sas.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:25:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your
environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal requirements under the
 CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
 Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and
 instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Johnson

125 Cove Creek Drive
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

8287024451

V-10287 A-10377

mailto:sbjohnson1963@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sheila McCarty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:25:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sheila McCarty

PO Box 1030
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-10288 A-10378

mailto:shmccarty16@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeannie Garrett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:25:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeannie Garrett

192 White Oak St
Franklin, NC 28734

V-10289 A-10379

mailto:Jgarrett@dnet.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Connie Upchurch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:25:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Connie Upchurch

501 Devereux Street
Raleigh, NC 27605

9196498023

V-10290 A-10380

mailto:cbruncati@mcclatchy.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ellen Cook
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:25:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ellen Cook

1903 Market St
Wilmington, NC 28403

3364140226

V-10291 A-10381

mailto:ecook1234@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrea Winkler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:25:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrea Winkler

1616 Delaware Ave
Durham, NC 27705

V-10292 A-10382

mailto:andreamwinkler@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Rogelberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:25:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Rogelberg

6831 Needham Drive
Charlotte, NC 28270

7044425612

V-10293 A-10383

mailto:sandyrogelberg@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jan Zehr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:25:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jan Zehr

PO Box 2384
Highlands, NC 28741

V-10294 A-10384

mailto:jzehr@nctv.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Poe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:25:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Poe

737 Florida Ave
Hendersonville, NC 28739

970-903-9959

V-10295 A-10385

mailto:jpoephoto@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Boals
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:25:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise Boals

271 Vintage Road
tryon, NC 28782

V-10296 A-10386

mailto:dsboals1@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Potter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:25:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Potter

22 Beech Tree Ln
Asheville, NC 28804

V-10297 A-10387

mailto:kathrynjpotter@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ron McCollum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:25:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ron McCollum

616 Casar-Lawndale Rd
LAWNDALE, NC 28090

7045387394

V-10298 A-10388

mailto:teweenot@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ELIZABETH GREENLEE
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:25:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ELIZABETH GREENLEE

3901 ESSEX GARDEN LANE
RALEIGH, NC 27612

V-10299 A-10389

mailto:edcecg77@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Coyle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:26:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joseph Coyle

4935 Pine Street
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-10300 A-10390

mailto:jpcoyle44@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Hahn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:26:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Hahn

82 Castle Bay Dr
Hampstead, NC 28443

V-10301 A-10391

mailto:chahn_01@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Zane Lichtneger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:26:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Zane Lichtneger

9705 Talman Ct
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-10302 A-10392

mailto:zane.lichtneger@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pam Peterson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:26:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pam Peterson

105 Nodding Oak
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-10303 A-10393

mailto:Ppeterson420@gmail.cim
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Naylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:26:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Naylor

3508 Manford Drive
Durham, NC 27707

V-10304 A-10394

mailto:naylorpaul@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:26:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Williams

8930 Glencroft Road
Mint Hill, NC 28227

V-10305 A-10395

mailto:cahw2112@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Craig Bailey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:26:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Craig Bailey

210 Travelers Rest Lane
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

V-10306 A-10396

mailto:captcrb@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanne Nikides
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:26:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joanne Nikides

5106A Murphy School Rd
Durham, NC 27705

V-10307 A-10397

mailto:nikidesj@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Todd Yennior
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:27:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Todd Yennior

1456 Joyceland Road
Kernersville, NC 27284

3363373653

V-10308 A-10398

mailto:todd.yennior@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: MIRANDA SIMPSON
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:27:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

MIRANDA SIMPSON

270 MASON TOWN RD
NEWPORT, NC 28570

252-723-2780

V-10309 A-10399

mailto:mirandas98@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica McGeehan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:27:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica McGeehan

32 Chatham Rd
Asheville, NC 28804

8285054311

V-10310 A-10400

mailto:jlmcgeehan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Copulsky
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:28:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve Copulsky

6614 Lynn Ave
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-10311 A-10401

mailto:scopulsky@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Loeppert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:28:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Loeppert

1317 Rand Drive, Raleigh, NC
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-10312 A-10402

mailto:rhl@loeppert.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Corin Balde
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:28:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Corin Balde

3203 Stanford Drive
Durham, NC 27707

V-10313 A-10403

mailto:corinlonsdale@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Norma Boyd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:28:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Norma Boyd

126 Crowder Rd
Castalia, NC 27816

9198533706

V-10314 A-10404

mailto:bestfarm2@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dustin Simmons
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:28:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dustin Simmons

1408 Beaverton Trail
Winston-Salem, NC 27103

V-10315 A-10405

mailto:dusty27103@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Johanna Gisladottir
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:28:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Johanna Gisladottir

400 Booth Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-10316 A-10406

mailto:jvg@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:28:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Thompson

535 Summit Ave
Spruce pine, NC 28777

V-10317 A-10407

mailto:thompsonlinda36@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Paddock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:31:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Paddock

134 Loblolly Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-10318 A-10408

mailto:repadd7@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Wood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:31:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janet Wood

120 Lambs Court
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-10319 A-10409

mailto:Planetj4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Hutchison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:31:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Hutchison

145 Central Ave
Swannanoa, NC 28778

7032976036

V-10320 A-10410

mailto:babylonfalling@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Adele Schiessle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:31:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Adele Schiessle

6910 Hollow Oak Dr
Mint Hill, NC 28227

V-10321 A-10411

mailto:mommaohm@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peggy Neuman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:31:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Neuman

355 S.12th St
Cottonwood, AZ 86326

V-10322 A-10412

mailto:PEGGYNEUMAN@ATT.NET
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Hudgens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:31:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Hudgens

104 Eastgreen Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-10323 A-10413

mailto:mbhudgens@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kari Winter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:31:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kari Winter

205 W University Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-10324 A-10414

mailto:kari500@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kevin Benitez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:31:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kevin Benitez

4741 Huntingwood RD
Ramseur, NC 27316

3369642683

V-10325 A-10415

mailto:kevinbenitez4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ROUNTREY GALE
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:31:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ROUNTREY GALE

1695 FREEDOM ROAD
SMITHFIELD, NC 27577

919-414-1636

V-10326 A-10416

mailto:gale@inlinefluidpower.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Swift
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:31:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Swift

1535 Caraleigh Mills Ct. #117
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-10327 A-10417

mailto:geminijen_2000@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kate Evans
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:31:41 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kate Evans

4023 Reidsville Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27101

V-10328 A-10418

mailto:Kate3671@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathleen Brookshire
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:31:41 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Brookshire

99 Dodd Rd
Barnardsville, NC 28709

V-10329 A-10419

mailto:katbrookshire@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ralph Hagewood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:31:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ralph Hagewood

232 Richmond Hill Dr
Asheville, NC 28806

V-10330 A-10420

mailto:trakai@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Burns
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:31:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heather Burns

203 Frontier Circle
China Grove, NC 28023

7048560471

V-10331 A-10421

mailto:feyconri@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Oscar Revilla
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:31:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP.

Clean air is good for persons, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Do the right thing and protect our
 clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Oscar Revilla

Juan de Herrera
San Sebastian de los Reyes, none

V-10332 A-10422

mailto:0d851ec8@opayq.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betsy Paul
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:31:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betsy Paul

1718 Scales St
Raleigh, NC 27608

9198106416

V-10333 A-10423

mailto:betsybpaul@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane EG Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:32:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Why are you directing the Department of Environmental Quality to deny North Carolina the opportunity to create a
 state Clean Power Plan that will work best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead
 allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state? Nothing about this makes sense.

How is it conservative values to waste government employee's time, incur frivilous court costs, abdicate state power
 to the federal level,  and set our businesses up for the uncertainty caused by the delays of a court fight so that they
 can't plan for future growth?

Please do the right thing and direct the DEQ to create a plan which supports North Carolina as a leader in the clean
 power sector.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane EG Smith

2712 Lochmore Dr
Raleigh,  27608

9197876539

V-10334 A-10424

mailto:smithjeg@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Dalton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:32:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrew Dalton

2125 Toad Hollow Trail
Apex, NC 27502

V-10335 A-10425

mailto:a.spam.filter@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: richard Cushing
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:32:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the EPAs proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan.

As person who suffers from asthma, this is a very important issue to me and I need your help!

Please do the right thing and don't let us down. 

Thanks in advance

Sincerely,

richard Cushing

8901 Taunton Dr
Huntersville, NC 28078

704-875-8917

V-10336 A-10426

mailto:rcushing@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Miller Graves
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:33:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

WE SHOULD BE LEADERS IN SHOWING THE WORLD HOW TO HAVE CLEAN ENERGY!!! NOT STUCK
 IN THE OLD DIRTY DESTRUCTIVE CRONYISM THAT YOU AND YOUR FRIENDS RESIST GIVING
 AWAY. TAKE US INTO THE FUTURE, GOVERNOR!!!

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Miller Graves

89 Caledonia Road
Asheville, NC 28803

V-10337 A-10427

mailto:millergraves@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Garber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:33:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Garber

105 Fidelity St
Carrboro, NC 27510

9102805658

V-10338 A-10428

mailto:semper_fi05@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Silky Naidu
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:33:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Silky Naidu

14165 dunbritton ln
charlotte, NC 28277

V-10339 A-10429

mailto:indigirl09@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Richardson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:33:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Richardson

44 Reynolds Mountain Blvd
Asheville, NC 28804

V-10340 A-10430

mailto:chiseled88@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Starling
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:34:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Starling

3216 Hubbard Rd
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-10341 A-10431

mailto:richardstarling@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jan Kendrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:34:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jan Kendrick

1309 N Pasteur Street
New Bern, NC 28560

V-10342 A-10432

mailto:kayentacat@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen Shawhan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:34:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen Shawhan

1397 Holly Drive
Williamston, NC 27892

V-10343 A-10433

mailto:ssshawhan@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Olivia Lemus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:34:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Olivia Lemus

1105 kelly road
Apex, NC 27523

V-10344 A-10434

mailto:oliviaplemis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Fisher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:34:13 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards
 reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Fisher

1807 Grace Street
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-10345 A-10435

mailto:mfshr@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matthew Pait
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:34:13 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Matthew Pait

1715 Wallace Street
Durham, NC 27707

V-10346 A-10436

mailto:mattpait@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kaitlyn King
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:34:15 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kaitlyn King

1385-1 Burkhart rd
Lexington, NC 27292

V-10347 A-10437

mailto:kaitlynking511@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alice Long
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:35:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alice Long

176 Little John Dr
Advance, NC 27006

V-10348 A-10438

mailto:sky.pntr@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Ghelfi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:36:13 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Ghelfi

730 24th St NW
Washington, DC 20037

V-10349 A-10439

mailto:linda.ghelfi@verizon.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:36:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Johnson

6941 bc drive
fayetteville, NC 28314

V-10350 A-10440

mailto:toonqueen1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jan Henderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:36:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jan Henderson

4305 Samantha Dr
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-10351 A-10441

mailto:jan_henderson@ncsu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ashli Peebles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:37:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ashli Peebles

3025 Bracey Pl
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-10352 A-10442

mailto:ashli.howard@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joyce Jacobs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:37:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joyce Jacobs

4473 rising meadow ct sw
shallotte, NC 28470

9107555028

V-10353 A-10443

mailto:risingmeadow1@atmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Mesko
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:37:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Mesko

327 Clifton Road
rocky mount, NC 27804

2522123557

V-10354 A-10444

mailto:judymesko@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Vele
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:37:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Vele

55 7th Street
Monroe Twp., NJ 08831

V-10355 A-10445

mailto:Dmess123@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: george garcia
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:37:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

george garcia

524 averette rd
rolesville, NC 27571

V-10356 A-10446

mailto:ggramirez2001@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenneth Friedman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:37:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Friedman

409 Longleaf Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-10357 A-10447

mailto:bluemold@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:37:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Thompson

4414 Sheldon Court
Charlotte, NC 28227

V-10358 A-10448

mailto:ct2866552cherokee7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Will Bashaw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:37:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Will Bashaw

10824 w bridgeford dr
cary, NC 27518

9194549559

V-10359 A-10449

mailto:godcaptcha@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randy Mowery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:37:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Randy Mowery

931 Maple Ave
Salisbury, NC 28144

7042320370

V-10360 A-10450

mailto:randysmwry@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Robertson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:37:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Robertson

244 Prince Creek
Pittsboro, NC 27312

9195423525

V-10361 A-10451

mailto:amandarob@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Sladen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:38:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Sladen

60106 davie
Chapel hill, NC 27517

V-10362 A-10452

mailto:Judy.granberry@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Johnny Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Your supprt is requested
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:38:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please help protect our future generations to insure clean air does not become a thing of the past.

Sincerely,

Johnny Johnson

PO Box 3042
Wilmington, NC 28406

V-10363 A-10453

mailto:hmg3inspec@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie caruthers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:38:13 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie caruthers

1583 clan campbell dr
Raeford, NC 28376

5104159874

V-10364 A-10454

mailto:stephanie.affonso@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Satterwhite
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:38:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Satterwhite

2604 Grant  Ave
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-10365 A-10455

mailto:billsatt3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Chapman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:38:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). We should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions. We need a focus on clean energy
 growth in our state.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Chapman

821 W 5th Ave
Lexington, NC 27292

V-10366 A-10456

mailto:cync2007@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Kaye
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:38:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Kaye

6002 Quail Ridge Drive
GREENSBORO, NC 27455

V-10367 A-10457

mailto:sandrakaye@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: L Maust
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:38:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

L Maust

1111 save trees... don't send mail
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-10368 A-10458

mailto:lmaust118@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lorenz Steininger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:39:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lorenz Steininger

waldsr
stafford, VA 22554

V-10369 A-10459

mailto:schreibdemstein@posteo.de
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Faison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:39:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise Faison

914 N. Madison Ave
Goldsboro, NC 27530

V-10370 A-10460

mailto:lovechild7732@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anita Moloney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:39:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.  Asthma is not
 the only illness caused by carbon pollution.  The list is huge and the cost to society even greater.  The only winners
 are Big Pharma and whoever lines your pockets.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anita Moloney

304 Eden Drive
Hillsborough, NC 27278

9192969164

V-10371 A-10461

mailto:neesathrives@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peggy Hines
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:40:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Hines

210 N. Vyne Street
Rocky Mount, NC 27804

V-10372 A-10462

mailto:phines@ckr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Grady
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:42:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Grady

1510 BLOUNT ST
DURHAM, NC 27707

9197238484

V-10373 A-10463

mailto:jennifergrady@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Duanelle Hook
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:42:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Duanelle Hook

2806 Martinsville Rd
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-10374 A-10464

mailto:momanddad2@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christopher Fagan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:43:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christopher Fagan

329 Kelford Ln
Charlotte, NC 28270

7048077870

V-10375 A-10465

mailto:cfagan@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ashley miskill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:43:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ashley miskill

1023 winwood dr
cary,  27511

V-10376 A-10466

mailto:ashley.miskill@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: carol adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:43:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

carol adams

170 Tatum RD
Mocksville, NC 27028

3362842809

V-10377 A-10467

mailto:mikeeadams@yadtel.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynette Weaver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:43:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynette Weaver

545 Deyton Rd
Bakersville,  28705

V-10378 A-10468

mailto:Weaverla@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patty Daniel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:43:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patty Daniel

1904 Jo Mac Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-10379 A-10469

mailto:Pattyfletcherdaniel@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nitin Dahyabhai
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:43:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nitin Dahyabhai

1216 Essex Forest Dr
Cary, NC 27518

9192724305

V-10380 A-10470

mailto:nitind@pobox.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:43:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Smith

1265 Shady Lane Unit 7 N.C. HWY 137
Eure, NC 27935

V-10381 A-10471

mailto:Cat81498@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scott Tidwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:43:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Scott Tidwell

7013 Chadwyck Farms Drive
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-10382 A-10472

mailto:tidwell.melissa@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicole Turcotte
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:43:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nicole Turcotte

338 Kinellan Lane
Cary, NC 27519

V-10383 A-10473

mailto:nicole.turcotte@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: aaron ratcliffe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:44:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

aaron ratcliffe

153 chancery lane
waynesville, NC 28786

8285503956

V-10384 A-10474

mailto:aaronjratcliffe@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Felicia Willems
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:44:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Felicia Willems

4204 Township Arbor Way
Cary, NC 27518

V-10385 A-10475

mailto:felicia@momsrising.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: carrelle harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:46:11 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

carrelle harris

10916 education way
1308
charlotte, NC 28262

3364026745

V-10386 A-10476

mailto:carrelleh@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jim McGlinn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:47:03 AM

Jim McGlinn from Asheville, NC writes:

We live about two miles from a Duke Energy facility. Our children developed asthma when we moved here. NCs
 energy plan which does not include clean energy alternatives will affect children for generations. For the sake of the
 children, quit playing politcs with clean energy policies.

Make a real plan to reduce carbón pollution.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): jim.mcglinn08@gmail.com

First Name: Jim

Last Name: McGlinn

City: Asheville
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28803

V-10387 A-10477

mailto:jim.mcglinn08@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandy Bernard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:47:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandy Bernard

PO BOX 1831
Blowing Rock, NC 28605

V-10388 A-10478

mailto:Smbernard2010@gnail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Molly McKinley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:47:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Molly McKinley

140 Levister Court
Apartment 205
Raleigh, NC 27601

V-10389 A-10479

mailto:Mmckinley@email.peace.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Turbert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:47:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Turbert

203U Barksdale Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-10390 A-10480

mailto:Daniel.turbert@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patti Ulirsch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:49:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patti Ulirsch

16 Woodmere Rd
Arden, NC 28704

828-654-8249

V-10391 A-10481

mailto:pulirsch@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phillip Matthews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:49:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Phillip Matthews

1012 NW 38th St
Oklahoma City, OK 73118

4052106432

V-10392 A-10482

mailto:matthewsphillip3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carlton Tomlinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:49:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carlton Tomlinson

2531 S. Memorial Drive
Greenville, NC 27834

2529079514

V-10393 A-10483

mailto:iamtriumphantali@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carl Barnes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:50:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I cannot understand why you would purposely propose NC environmental standards that fail to meet the new EPA
 Clean Power Plan!!  Are your connections to Duke Energy so deep that you cannot represent the people of North
 Carolina and provide a clean environment??

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carl Barnes

1098 Yorkshire Rd
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

V-10394 A-10484

mailto:cjbarnes56@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patti Tomasello
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:50:14 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patti Tomasello

600 S. Jackson Ave
Waxhaw, NC 28173

V-10395 A-10485

mailto:pabby@inbox.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Anne Felty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:52:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Anne Felty

93 Boxwood Lane
Brevard, NC 28712

8288842505

V-10396 A-10486

mailto:sunnydaysrgood51@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Ghiotto
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:52:11 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Ghiotto

1239 Little East Fork Rd
Canton, NC 27295

V-10397 A-10487

mailto:philghiotto@comcast.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dana Courtney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:53:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I do sign a number of petitions as a concerned citizen and voter.  Nothing is more important in my mind than saving
 our environment for now and future generations.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dana Courtney

2521 Rogers rd
Graham,  27253

V-10398 A-10488

mailto:D_courtney@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: paula barrett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:54:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

paula barrett

18514 pebblestone cir
LOCUST, NC 28097

V-10399 A-10489

mailto:pb3474@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anita Aubrecht
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:54:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anita Aubrecht

2125 Sarah Marks Ave
Charlotte, NC 28203

V-10400 A-10490

mailto:anitapetlover@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristina Shibiko
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:54:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kristina Shibiko

4006 Shire court
Jamestown, NC 27282

V-10401 A-10491

mailto:Kristinkahr@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Simonson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:55:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Simonson

24 Teems Lane
Asheville, NC 28805

828 505 8471

V-10402 A-10492

mailto:simonsondogs@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Donders
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:55:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Donders

313 Glenolden Ct
Cary, NC 27513

V-10403 A-10493

mailto:judy@donders.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dodi Beshilas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:55:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dodi Beshilas

119 Rocktree Ct
Raeford, NC 28376

V-10404 A-10494

mailto:dodibeshilas@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patrick O"connor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:55:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patrick O'connor

1203 Caldwell Mtn. Rd
HOT SPRINGS,  28743

V-10405 A-10495

mailto:pat28743@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Dempsey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:55:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Dempsey

38 Thornton Drive
Hampstead, NC 28443

8476510064

V-10406 A-10496

mailto:berlykimad@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda T Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:55:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda T Brown

800 Forest Hill Drive
Shelby, NC 28150

828-551-9643

V-10407 A-10497

mailto:Ltbknits@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Hirst-Loucks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:57:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Hirst-Loucks

601 Sunset Lakes Boulevard SW
Sunset Beach, NC 28468

V-10408 A-10498

mailto:hirstloucks@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Arden Perez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:58:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Arden Perez

4001 Marble Way
Asheville, NC 28806

V-10409 A-10499

mailto:ardenkperez@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mick Mamola
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:58:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Gov. McCrory, you should submit your own plan, but a plan in accordance with the Federal government standards.

Sincerely,

Mick Mamola

892 Half Moon Trail
Apt. 101
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-10410 A-10500

mailto:mick.mamola@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wayne Edsel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:58:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wayne Edsel

535 Holly Tree Dr
Wilkesboro, NC 28697

V-10411 A-10501

mailto:wayneedsel50@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Bennett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:00:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Bennett

P O Box 1281
Enka, NC 28728

V-10412 A-10502

mailto:rdb6670@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Salvucci
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:00:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Salvucci

208 Harmony Lane
Montreat,  28757

V-10413 A-10503

mailto:pnsalvucci@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clodagh Bastian
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:01:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Clodagh Bastian

1000 Chamberlain Street
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-10414 A-10504

mailto:clodagh@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joy Downes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:01:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joy Downes

6620 Blalock Forest Drive
Willow Spring, NC 27592

9198104632

V-10415 A-10505

mailto:jsnipes-home@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ellen Northen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:01:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ellen Northen

1814 Mews Drive
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-10416 A-10506

mailto:ellen@intracoastalrealty.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Burt Melton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:02:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Burt Melton

112 Stone Point Court
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-10417 A-10507

mailto:burtphyllis@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Samuel Owl
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:02:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Samuel Owl

71 Hoot Owl Cove Rd
Whittiet, NC 28789

V-10418 A-10508

mailto:dowl2011@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vinay Iyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:02:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vinay Iyer

12925 Pinnacle Drive, Apt 206
Germantown, MD 20874

9197715203

V-10419 A-10509

mailto:iyer.vinay008@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jim Musser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:02:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jim Musser

131 skipwyth cir
cary, NC 27513

V-10420 A-10510

mailto:musserjim@johndeere.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KAREN DIECKMAN
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:02:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

KAREN DIECKMAN

3214 HARDEE FARMS DRIVE
New Bern, NC 28562

2526312203

V-10421 A-10511

mailto:kdieckman@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Malczewski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:03:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Malczewski

1148 Phil O'Neil Drive
Charlotte, NC 28215

3123208386

V-10422 A-10512

mailto:americancity1995@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: steve Wechselblatt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:03:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

steve Wechselblatt

29 Old Eller Woods Drive
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-10423 A-10513

mailto:wechsel4@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ernesto Torres
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:03:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ernesto Torres

113 Weston Road
Garner, NC 27529

V-10424 A-10514

mailto:torresernesto83@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jocelyn Browning
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:03:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jocelyn Browning

777 Triangle Street
#316
Blacksburg, VA 24060

5052590013

V-10425 A-10515

mailto:jazdshowstopa@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lydia Wexler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:03:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lydia Wexler

125 Morning Glory Lane
Burnsville,, NC 28714

V-10426 A-10516

mailto:Lydvwex@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scott A. Weir, Ph.D. (Economics), B.A. (Physics)
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:04:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the canned letter below. But as I have said before, as an economist with background in science and its
 history and philosophy, the position of the governor, his cronies, and the fossil fuel industry as a whole, can only
 result from willful ignorance. Pretending that the findings of established science can be accepted or rejected on the
 basis of personal beliefs or financial interests and/or without the knowledge to challenge them on their own terms is
 the height of arrogance and folly.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Scott A. Weir, Ph.D. (Economics), B.A. (Physics)

3509 Duke Homestead Rd
Durham, NC 27704

V-10427 A-10517

mailto:economagic@juno.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Harbans Sahni
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:04:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Harbans Sahni

3703 sipes ln
charlotte, NC 28269

V-10428 A-10518

mailto:hsahni5515@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sabrina Carmichael
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:04:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sabrina Carmichael

3017 fairforest dr
Matthews, NC 28104

V-10429 A-10519

mailto:Sacarmichael529@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tania Vause
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:06:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tania Vause

152 Washington creek dr
Willard,  28478

V-10430 A-10520

mailto:Greenapplemom@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melinda Holt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:07:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melinda Holt

547 Ballenger Road
Flat Rock, NC 28731

V-10431 A-10521

mailto:melindaholt7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Gibson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Support clean air for NC
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:07:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support the clean power plan, and not the polluters.

Sincerely,

Robert Gibson

2719 Hidden Waters Circle
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-10432 A-10522

mailto:rag4God@alumni.virginia.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lora Sharkey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:07:11 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lora Sharkey

432 Cades Trail
Southport, NC 28461

7039465333

V-10433 A-10523

mailto:lsharkey63@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Tashima
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:07:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eric Tashima

315 S Mendenhall St
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-10434 A-10524

mailto:etashima@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vince Bankoski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:07:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vince Bankoski

406 Cricketfield Lane
Cary, NC 27518

9192337645

V-10435 A-10525

mailto:vincebankoski@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stan Jarozewski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:07:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stan Jarozewski

2231 coppersyone trail
1F
High Point, NC 27265

V-10436 A-10526

mailto:elitencmrketing@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Leach
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:07:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Leach

8809 Woodyhill Rd
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-10437 A-10527

mailto:happyesposa@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carl Schroeder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:07:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

My family and I strongly support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon
 pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and
 the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon
 emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carl Schroeder

113 Custer Trail
Cary, NC 27513

V-10438 A-10528

mailto:carljohannschroeder@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Barile
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:07:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Barile

169 pine road
Wanchese, NC 27981

V-10439 A-10529

mailto:Dannb2266@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachael Wooten
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:07:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rachael Wooten

2721 Kittrell Drive
Raleigh,  27608

V-10440 A-10530

mailto:rw.moonlight@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth McClure
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:07:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth McClure

145 Wesley Branch Road
Asheville, NC 28806

V-10441 A-10531

mailto:emcclure5@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tommy Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:08:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tommy Parker

112 Crystal Pines Ct
Beafourt, NC 28516

V-10442 A-10532

mailto:tommaetune@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Ocasio
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:08:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Ocasio

1731 Hudson Graham Ln
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-10443 A-10533

mailto:mlocasio68@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzanne McDermott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:10:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzanne McDermott

2600 Oberlin Road
C-1
Raleigh, NC 27608

6158296302

V-10444 A-10534

mailto:mail@suzannemcdermott.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald Switzer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:10:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. Your need to destroy North Carolina in the name of corporate money is not anything I intend
 to take lightly. Be aware we are watching you.
The New Radical Left

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donald Switzer

325 Kelly Lane
Lexington, NC 27295

V-10445 A-10535

mailto:reedycreeknc@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rick Duke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:10:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rick Duke

1223 Arborgate Cir
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

9199999999

V-10446 A-10536

mailto:roduke@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Safley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:10:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Safley

138 Dogwood Lane
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-10447 A-10537

mailto:donna_safley@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Marshall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:10:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Marshall

1216 Lightwood Drive
Matthews, NC 28105

704-321-9905

V-10448 A-10538

mailto:coffeecup22@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martha Harp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:10:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please get behind this plan and give it your support.

Sincerely,

Martha Harp

27 Water Street
Asheville, NC 28801

V-10449 A-10539

mailto:mansen220@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Douglas West
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:12:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Douglas West

2703 Colton Dr
Oak Ridge, NC 27310

V-10450 A-10540

mailto:dwest@compassion.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Ebert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:13:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve Ebert

9435 Durango Drive
Kernersville, NC 27284

V-10451 A-10541

mailto:tiosteve@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gregory Frederick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:13:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gregory Frederick

9228 Raintree La
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-10452 A-10542

mailto:gfredly@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Harvey Sellner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:13:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Harvey Sellner

1014 Millspring Dr
Durham, NC 27705

919-937-9813

V-10453 A-10543

mailto:harvey@sellners.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ella De blois
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:13:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ella De blois

209 conner drive
Chapel hilo, NC 27514

V-10454 A-10544

mailto:Chantydb@yahoo.es
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Douglas Crotty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:13:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear Governor McCrory and Mr. Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
Douglas Crotty
22611 Torrence Chapel Road
Cornelius, NC 28031

Sincerely,

Douglas Crotty

22611 Torrence Chapel Road
Cornelius, NC 28031

V-10455 A-10545

mailto:douglas_crotty@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Manassa HENNESSEE III
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:13:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Manassa HENNESSEE III

1244 Arbor Road
Winston-Salem, NC 27104

V-10456 A-10546

mailto:nasnick@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Kunkle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:13:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Kunkle

2672 St Johns Place
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

3367688424

V-10457 A-10547

mailto:brbkunkle@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kit Barker, PhD
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:13:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kit Barker, PhD

PO BOX 2137
5 Cottage Row, 64 E
Highlands, NC 28741

V-10458 A-10548

mailto:kbutong@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Abernathy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:14:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Abernathy

3717 Lochnora Pkwy
Durham, NC 27705

V-10459 A-10549

mailto:kfdabernathy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phil Lawless
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Step up to the plate
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:14:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Carbon dioxide emissions are going to cause warming around the world. We have known this since the 1960s. Only
 now that we have some idea how much a problem continued emissions can be is it time to make some serious
 changes in the way we operate. The Clean Power Plan is a way to bring emissions under control in a way that
 minimizes impacts on all of us. Please do not frivolously waste the opportunity.

Sincerely,

Phil Lawless

208 Sturdivant Rd
Durham, NC 27705

V-10460 A-10550

mailto:Palawless@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frances Callanan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:15:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frances Callanan

1008 Butler National Lane
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-10461 A-10551

mailto:FRCallanan@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Turco
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:15:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Turco

3808 Orange Cosmos
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-10462 A-10552

mailto:Jennturco@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jerry Peavy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:16:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jerry Peavy

2111 Algonkin Ave
Chico, CA 95926

V-10463 A-10553

mailto:pvphoto@sbcglobal.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roger Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:16:18 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roger Miller

2885 Sanford Ave SW
#24461
Grandville, MI 49418

3017309563

V-10464 A-10554

mailto:zen112.rm@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kent dyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:16:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kent dyer

3565 Overlook Ct
wake forest, NC 27587

V-10465 A-10555

mailto:kent.dyer008@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Toni DeVries
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:16:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Additionally, I am aware that you are in the pocket of Duke Energy, and our water is now unusable thanks to Duke
 Energy; you have proposed to allow off-shore drilling in NC, at a location even closer than is allowed in the Gulf
 Coast.  Question, Governor, have you ever been to the Gulf?  I recently relocated here from Corpus Christi, Texas. 
 That cesspool the locals there call the "ocean" is nothing more than a pit of disease and bacteria - indeed the ONE
 time I went into the Gulf waters, I contracted a bacterial disease which required a $2,000 hospital bill.  And this is
 what you want for the beautiful state of North Carolina?   My vote will be to see you out of office every chance I
 get.  Take note that the Governor of Michigan, who allowed, condoned and HID the fact that the waters in Flint
 were poisoning the residents, is presently being called to account for his actions, or inactions.  The national outrage
 for the poisoning of a generation of children there has not gone
unnoticed, nor has this situation yet been resolved.  The PEOPLE will not rest until he has been prosecuted to the
 fullest extent and serves time in prison for his (in)actions.  Please know that if you continue in this path that you are
 currently on, you too could one day face a revolution by the PEOPLE which could possibly result in you facing
 criminal actions related to your (in)actions.  You thought messing with our water, or protecting the ones paying
 your pension, would go unnoticed.  It has not.  Now you are being required by the federal government to propose a
 realistic plan to clean or keep clean our air.  And your response is to play with this like it is a game?  Again, we are
 paying attention, Governor.  Either you will sit up and pay attention, or we will bring the attention to you.  You will
 not be allowed to further contaminate our beautiful state simply because you are a puppet of Duke Energy, et al.,
 without much protest of people like me who love and respect t
 he
environment much more than you do.  

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Toni DeVries

1611 Blue Tick Ct
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-10466 A-10556

mailto:tdevries06@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Webb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:17:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Webb

Post Box 1381
Bryson City, NC 28713

V-10467 A-10557

mailto:Jessleewebb@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Sherman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:17:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Sherman

106 Smiths Knoll Court
Cary, NC 27513

V-10468 A-10558

mailto:jennifersherm@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gail Works
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: taking care of our state
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:17:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please clean up North Carolina!

Sincerely,

Gail Works

834 N Oak ST
Hendersonville, NC 28791

V-10469 A-10559

mailto:o22756@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Senthil Kumar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:19:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Senthil Kumar

2004 Winterborne Drive
Cary, NC 27519

V-10470 A-10560

mailto:senthilmiami@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Nikkel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:19:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Nikkel

1926 N. Pearl St
Fayetteville, NC 28303

910-433-4462

V-10471 A-10561

mailto:nikkeldavid@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mike Upchurch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:19:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mike Upchurch

1401 Brices Creek Rd
New Bern, NC 28562

V-10472 A-10562

mailto:bricescreek@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Ward
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:19:41 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Ward

10312 Halesworth Drive
Cary, NC 27511

9196987412

V-10473 A-10563

mailto:lisa14q@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bonnie Schaefer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:19:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bonnie Schaefer

PO Box 1670
Blowing Rock, NC 28605

V-10474 A-10564

mailto:clexceo@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jim Tripp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:20:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jim Tripp

415 Otteray Ave
High Point, NC 27262

V-10475 A-10565

mailto:Naturaltrippsmassage@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Saul Zeballos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:21:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Saul Zeballos

1204 Maplewood Ave
HIGH POINT, NC 27265

13368889772

V-10476 A-10566

mailto:saul.a.zeballos@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: C R McCall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:21:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's  proposed limits on carbon pollution, in the Clean Power Plan
 (CPP). As asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to
 increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions - and creating JOBS in the renewable
 energy idustries.

We need a plan that works best for North Carolina communities!

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 PROTECT our clean air!

Thank you!

Sincerely,

C R McCall

3814 Horse Cove Rd
HIGHLANDS, NC 28741

404 273 9502

V-10477 A-10567

mailto:crmccall@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Becky McKee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:22:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Becky McKee

PO Box 338
Cashiers, NC 28717

V-10478 A-10568

mailto:bmckee5096@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lee Crumpton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:22:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lee Crumpton

6520 Oak Grove Church Rd
Mebane, NC 27302

V-10479 A-10569

mailto:leeway@mebtel.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: phyllis koerv
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:22:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

phyllis koerv

701 copperline dr
unit 204
chapel hill, NC 27516

V-10480 A-10570

mailto:pkoerv@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:22:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Anderson

4600 Schoolway Dr
Greensboro, NC 27406

V-10481 A-10571

mailto:mark4099.MA@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Carr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:23:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Carr

1530 Queens Road  Apt 1203
Charlotte, NC 28207

7047779712

V-10482 A-10572

mailto:mich7474@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jean Pinkston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:24:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Get with the program and meet goals of the Clean Power Plan.

Sincerely,

Jean Pinkston

Po box 393
Enka, NC 28728

V-10483 A-10573

mailto:Jeancoatespinkston@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Pearce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:24:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Pearce

300 Shearwater Dr Apt O
Durham, NC 27713

V-10484 A-10574

mailto:rgpearce@ncsu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rene Lacore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:25:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rene Lacore

323 Silversmith Lane
Charlott, NC 28270

V-10485 A-10575

mailto:rmlacore@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Arrington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:25:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Arrington

1472 Brummetts Creek Road
Green Mountain, NC 28740

828-688-2277

V-10486 A-10576

mailto:kae.arrington@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Santiago Navia
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:25:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Santiago Navia

PO Box 5383
Davidson, NC 28035

V-10487 A-10577

mailto:snavia.jaramillo@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hayden Fink
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:26:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hayden Fink

150 Brittany Place Drive #H
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-10488 A-10578

mailto:hayden.fink1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jim Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:27:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jim Williams

7704 Juniper Lane
Denver,  28037

V-10489 A-10579

mailto:Jimbaleka@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Huff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:28:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Huff

161 School Rd
Asheville, NC 28806

V-10490 A-10580

mailto:jhuff22@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brace Boone III
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:28:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brace Boone III

408 Elm St
raleigh, NC 27604

V-10491 A-10581

mailto:bbooneiii@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bonnie Anthony
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:28:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bonnie Anthony

1325 Torrent Circle
Davidson, NC 28036

V-10492 A-10582

mailto:anthony.bonnie1981@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terrence Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:29:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terrence Clark

10 Chestnut Creek Rd
Candler, NC 28715

8286330892

V-10493 A-10583

mailto:terryclarkpsych@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Floyd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:31:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Floyd

2838 SEVEN MILE RIDGE RD
BURNSVILLE, NC 28847

V-10494 A-10584

mailto:lsfloyd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Langenderfer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:31:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Langenderfer

302 Yorktown Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-10495 A-10585

mailto:alangenderfer@chccs.k12.nc.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Hix
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:31:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Hix

407 West Main Street apt.316
N Wilkesborp
Wilkesboro,  28697

336-981-6360

V-10496 A-10586

mailto:jenniferhix206@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tim Dickenson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:33:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tim Dickenson

108 Berkshire St
Greensboro, NC 27405

V-10497 A-10587

mailto:Beezmanjtd@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erin Rice
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:33:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erin Rice

2695 US Hwy 70
Connelly Springs, NC 28612

V-10498 A-10588

mailto:erinleerice@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ruby Hawley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:33:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ruby Hawley

5514 Rock Quarry Road
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-10499 A-10589

mailto:Drowningnixis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: susan davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:34:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

susan davis

44640 carmel vista lane
charlotte, NC 28226

V-10500 A-10590

mailto:cellobridge@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: whitney staub
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:37:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

whitney staub

308 Crossway Ln
Holly Springs, NC 27540

V-10501 A-10591

mailto:whitney.staub@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karla Heinen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:37:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karla Heinen

408 Northclift Drive
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-10502 A-10592

mailto:karlaheinen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Pierce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:37:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Pierce

218 Cambridge Dr. Brevard, NC 28712
Brevard, NC 28712

8288856097

V-10503 A-10593

mailto:ilovesquirrels529@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Helen Fisher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:37:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

For the sake of YOUR grandchildren and their children's children, please protect their health and the world they live
 in.  Support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the
 Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with
 the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Please stand up for the health of our state and country and protect all of us.  We need you to accept the leadership
 role and find the courage required to stand up to the big business bullies.  Their agenda is NOT in the best interest
 of our health.   Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the
 right thing and protect the health of YOUR FAMILY in the years ahead.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Helen Fisher

5222 Sunset Creek
Lenoir, NC 28645

8287580836

V-10504 A-10594

mailto:hmfisher416@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Merrix
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:37:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Merrix

813 Ruffin Street
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-10505 A-10595

mailto:mamerrix@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amitav Dash
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:37:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amitav Dash

Hasler Crescent
Guelph, Ontario 27518

V-10506 A-10596

mailto:adash@dubsanddash.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Katherine Wilcox
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:37:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Katherine Wilcox

1400 Terissa Drive
Charlotte, NC 28214

V-10507 A-10597

mailto:poorgal@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wolfgang Langheinrich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:37:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wolfgang Langheinrich

2361 Brisbayne Cir
Raleigh, NC 27615

19196339394

V-10508 A-10598

mailto:wflangheinrich@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nick Welch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:38:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nick Welch

145 sugar magnolia dr
Mooresville, NC 28115

V-10509 A-10599

mailto:njwelch1776@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Wheeler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:38:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Wheeler

1403 Laurel St
New Bern, NC 28562

V-10510 A-10600

mailto:sndwhlr@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Deininger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:39:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Deininger

124 Goldberry Lane
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-10511 A-10601

mailto:ckdeininger@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Claire Horne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:40:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Claire Horne

404 Westwood Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-10512 A-10602

mailto:mclairehorne@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Mays
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:40:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Mays

20000 Davidson Concord
Davidson, NC 28036

V-10513 A-10603

mailto:Rebeccamays@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Schubert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:40:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

One more thing:  please start acting in the interests of the citizens of North Carolina on this issue - not the interests
 of corporate polluters, no matter how much they lobby and donate to influence your actions.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Schubert

927 Bluestone Rd
Durham, NC 27713

V-10514 A-10604

mailto:schubyps@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Korey Deese
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:41:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Korey Deese

280 Honeysuckle Lm
Salisbury, NC 28146

V-10515 A-10605

mailto:Deese.korey@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Carter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:42:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As an allergy sufferer, and as a home solar panel owner, and as  beekeeper with a whole lot of
 dead bees, and as someone who gets just a wee bit tired of watching kids struggle to breathe with asthma, I really,
 REALLY support it.  And I'm not one bit pleased that North Carolina is being set up to fail under the CPP with the
 current environmental plan.

CPP and compliance with the CPP are  going to come eventually--they really are.  Why not now?  Why drag our
 feet for another year, or ten years, against what we know we have to do anyway?  What if NC actually got in front
 of some progressive curve for the first time in many, many years?  What would it feel like to be on the right side of
 history?  because honestly, right now, I can't remember.  Jog my memory here.  Do the right thing.  Submit a real
 plan, and let's go for some real compliance with a really good law.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Carter

241 Oak Forest
Cullowhee, NC 28723

V-10516 A-10606

mailto:graytreefrog1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Benjamin Dudley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:42:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). I am okay with a mild increase in my power bill, to have a clean environment, and believe me, I
 am not rich by any means. As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I have been told that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the
 federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Benjamin Dudley

1030 Edgehill Road South
Apt. 213
Charlotte, NC 28207

9805857919

V-10517 A-10607

mailto:benjamintdudley@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Megan Tausz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:43:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Megan Tausz

811 Matthews commons dr apt 35
Matthews, NC 28105

V-10518 A-10608

mailto:Megtausz@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lena Gallitano
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:43:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lena Gallitano

2907 Hostetler St
Raleigh, NC 27609

919-571-0388

V-10519 A-10609

mailto:lena_gallitano@ncsu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marilyn Constine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:43:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Constine

337 Lake Knoll Ct
Lewisville, NC 27023

V-10520 A-10610

mailto:mgconstine@Aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: chandler case
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:43:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

chandler case

5016 out island drive
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-10521 A-10611

mailto:chandlercase97@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margie Brockmiller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:43:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margie Brockmiller

300 Timbercreek Hts Rd
Maggie Valley, NC 28751

8285075231

V-10522 A-10612

mailto:msbrockmil@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dana Antonuccio
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:43:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dana Antonuccio

4007 Sedgewick Rd
Indian Trail, NC 28079

V-10523 A-10613

mailto:dantonuccio1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Wolfe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:43:41 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Wolfe

9 Spinet St
asheville, NC 28806

V-10524 A-10614

mailto:lisawolfe99@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: susan thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:43:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support the Clean Power Plan presented by our federal officials.  The future of our descendants depends on
 our care of the environment.

Sincerely,

susan thompson

230 Old Mill Road
gettysburg, PA 17325

V-10525 A-10615

mailto:sthompso910@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyne Pridgen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:45:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyne Pridgen

341  Farm View CT
Winterville, NC 28590

V-10526 A-10616

mailto:mspridgen2u@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzy T Kane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:45:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzy T Kane

100 Braxlo Lane
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-10527 A-10617

mailto:suzytkane@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nathan Peterson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:46:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nathan Peterson

211 Pearson St
WILSON, NC 27893

V-10528 A-10618

mailto:fhmsnathan@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Promise Conner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:46:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Promise Conner

800 S York St
Apt 3401
Gastonia, NC 28052

V-10529 A-10619

mailto:promiseconner@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Ann Walton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:47:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Ann Walton

7807 Beachcomber Court
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-10530 A-10620

mailto:waltonmaryann@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: corey lewis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:49:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

corey lewis

3103 Cashwell Drive
GOLDSBORO, NC 27534

9193442436

V-10531 A-10621

mailto:sebastianroth919@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Monica Black
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:49:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Monica Black

1012 35th Ave Ln NE
Hickory, NC 28601

V-10532 A-10622

mailto:mcarpenter2@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hilary Lithgow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:49:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hilary Lithgow

1727 Homestead Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-10533 A-10623

mailto:h.edwards.lithgow@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Hill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:49:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Hill

329 Cheeks Lane
Graham, NC 27253

V-10534 A-10624

mailto:hilljl1986@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jon Pfundstein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:49:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jon Pfundstein

409 Summit Street APT 1a
Winston-Salem, NC 27101

V-10535 A-10625

mailto:JonPfundstein@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Arida E. Emrys
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:50:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Arida E. Emrys

140 Arthur Road
Asheville, NC 28806

V-10536 A-10626

mailto:aeemrys@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Uzma Ahmed
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:51:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Uzma Ahmed

2940 Isaac's place
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-10537 A-10627

mailto:uzmahd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Mackie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:51:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Mackie

110 Willow Trace Circle Apt.6
Clemmons, NC 27012

V-10538 A-10628

mailto:Ljmackie61@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: nickki hearn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:52:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

nickki hearn

1741 blackbery rd
boone, NC 28607

V-10539 A-10629

mailto:toadz@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: WJ Richardson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:52:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

WJ Richardson

3712 Bryn Mawr Ct
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-10540 A-10630

mailto:wjr131@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: aramati ishaya
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:55:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

aramati ishaya

1263 Cedarline Lane
Winston-Salem, NC 27103

V-10541 A-10631

mailto:aramati1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cashin Hunt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:55:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cashin Hunt

2333 Rosewood Ave
Winston-Salem, NC 27103

V-10542 A-10632

mailto:cashinhunt@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: steve kye
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:55:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

steve kye

3613 hall rd
rougemont, NC 27572

V-10543 A-10633

mailto:blueskye1957@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alan Wyrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:55:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alan Wyrick

608 apt C Fourth St
Spencer, NC 28159

V-10544 A-10634

mailto:lassoharp@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Moriarty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:55:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Moriarty

4821 Maple Ave
Wilmington, NC 28403

5613125780

V-10545 A-10635

mailto:sshl@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Stone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:56:15 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Stone

1337 ILEAGNES Road
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-10546 A-10636

mailto:mstone803@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Mercep
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:58:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Mercep

3627 Plantation Rd
Morehead City, NC 28557

2522409689

V-10547 A-10637

mailto:wmercep@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Hastings
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Energy
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:07:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As evidenced by our recent issues with the coal ash generated by years of Duke Energy use of coal, it makes sense,
 in more ways than one, to pursue a policy of clean, renewable energy for North Carolina.  The costs associated with
 the clean up of coal ash, along with the varied health risks associated with the use of fossil fuels for energy
 generating, make it clear that North Carolina must pursue a course toward clean energy.

Sincerely,

Robert Hastings

732 N. Oakwood Drive
Statesville, NC 28677

V-10548 A-10638

mailto:hastings5501@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Support Legal Clean Air
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:07:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Now is NOT the time for Gov McCrory and his administration to cave in to Republican opponents of clean air and
 water standards.  Big Business will always oppose higher standards because they only see short term costs instead
 of long term investment in a better future.  Do the right thing--for all of us!

Sincerely,

Thomas Scott

222 Queens Road Apt 64
Charlotte, NC 28204

9318088282

V-10549 A-10639

mailto:Thomas.e.scott3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rita Eilenberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:07:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rita Eilenberg

17425 Grand Central Way
Cornelius, NC 28031

V-10550 A-10640

mailto:rita@vegan101.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anthony Gordon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:07:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anthony Gordon

132 Headwaters Dr
Hampstead, NC 28443

9896319716

V-10551 A-10641

mailto:agordon@lwta.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kayla O"Neill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:07:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kayla O'Neill

13817 Bramborough Rd
Huntersville, NC 28078

V-10552 A-10642

mailto:Kaylamarieoneill@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dr. David Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:07:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Johnson

8 Hilltop Rd
Asheville, NC 28803

V-10553 A-10643

mailto:djohnson12@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:07:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Parker

108 Maybank Ct
Durham,  27713

9195448557

V-10554 A-10644

mailto:parkerce2000@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Colleen Ipock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:07:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Colleen Ipock

1848 Hwy 55 east
Kinston, NC 28501

V-10555 A-10645

mailto:colleenipock@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shirley Snyder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:07:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shirley Snyder

5120 Prices Creek Dr
Southport, NC 28461

V-10556 A-10646

mailto:bkssnyder@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leonard Lopatin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:07:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leonard Lopatin

42 Larchmont Road
Asheville, NC 28804

V-10557 A-10647

mailto:llopatin@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Reedy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:07:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Reedy

1145 Old Weaver Trail
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-10558 A-10648

mailto:tjcaoga@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Whit Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:07:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Whit Scott

301 Pebble Springs Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-10559 A-10649

mailto:Whitrandscott@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Hortman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:07:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angela Hortman

1705 Fulton Ave
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-10560 A-10650

mailto:angelahortman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: eric cedergren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean air in NC
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:08:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please protect our air.  Do not allow pollution from other states.

Sincerely,

eric cedergren

1012 Hannah Branch Road
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-10561 A-10651

mailto:cedergren.eric26@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laurie Corral
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Idoiotic
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:08:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Let's talk solutions, not be part of the problem. Dumb as a bag of rocks - is the phrase my father uses and you don't
 want to hear him saying it to YOU! McCrory is an idiot of the first degree.

Sincerely,

Laurie Corral

81 N Liberty St
Asheville, NC 28801

V-10562 A-10652

mailto:lauriecorral@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larissa Bowman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:10:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larissa Bowman

425 Flat Top Mountain Rd
Fairview, NC 28730

8286063422

V-10563 A-10653

mailto:mvp@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:10:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gary Smith

2712 Lochmore Dr
Raleigh, NC 27608

9197876539

V-10564 A-10654

mailto:smithgk@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rica xxxx
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:10:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rica xxxx

xxxx
Whiteville, NC 28472

V-10565 A-10655

mailto:nodaway1@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Jeffries
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:10:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Jeffries

13005 Hanford Ct
Raleigh,  27614

V-10566 A-10656

mailto:Tljeffrries@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: J Chambers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:13:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It is now time for your Administration to do something positive for the future of North Carolina and our children
 and grandchildren.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

J Chambers

3905 Southampton Court
Greenville, NC 27834

V-10567 A-10657

mailto:emmacatherinewalker@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ashley Baldwin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:13:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ashley Baldwin

830 Mill River Rd
Jacksonville, NC 28540

V-10568 A-10658

mailto:ashley.baldwin0721@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jill Green
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:13:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jill Green

770 Monroeton Rd
Reidsville, NC 27320

V-10569 A-10659

mailto:jilligreen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melynna Dowd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:14:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melynna Dowd

148 Valley Oak Ct
Lexington, NC 27295

V-10570 A-10660

mailto:ruby421.md@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: IAN O"HAGAN
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:15:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

IAN O'HAGAN

542 OHAGAN WAY
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-10571 A-10661

mailto:ian.ohagan@fujifilm.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Smalley-McMahan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:15:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Smalley-McMahan

602 N Bloodworth St
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-10572 A-10662

mailto:blsmcmahan@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Corinne Andersen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:19:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Corinne Andersen

134 Castle Court
Washington, NC 27889

V-10573 A-10663

mailto:coriander342@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: alice southerland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:19:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

alice southerland

3085 us hwy 117 s
burgaw, NC 28425

V-10574 A-10664

mailto:maleimone@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Abdul Hakeem, Ph.D., N.D.
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:20:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Abdul Hakeem, Ph.D., N.D.

5603  W. Friendly Ave., Ste. B
Greensboro, NC 27410

336   285-7094

V-10575 A-10665

mailto:drhakeem1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Lester
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:20:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Don't fail the goals of the Clean Power Plan

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Lester

218 Ridge Trail
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-10576 A-10666

mailto:trishalester1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:22:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leslie Johnson

3005 Stonecutter Circle
Fayetteville, NC 28306

(910) 522-7183

V-10577 A-10667

mailto:larm007@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: manuela wolter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:22:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

manuela wolter

villareal
Tamarindo
san-jose, IA

V-10578 A-10668

mailto:mwolter61@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Pierse
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:25:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Pierse

1404 Pebble Creek Crossing
Durham, NC 27713

V-10579 A-10669

mailto:kpierse@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: heather braithwaite
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:25:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

heather braithwaite

7518 masonboro sound rd
wilmington, NC 28409

9193972793

V-10580 A-10670

mailto:heatherbraithwaite@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Gerwin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:25:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Gerwin

1008 Ravenwood Dr
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-10581 A-10671

mailto:birdnerdie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Astrid Keup
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:25:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Astrid Keup

Löhrbachsgraben 5
Allendorf,  35469

V-10582 A-10672

mailto:astridkeup@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Nevins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:25:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Nevins

6595 Gramby Notch Way
Ocean Isle Beach, NC 28469

V-10583 A-10673

mailto:cnevins@prodigy.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian Ridings
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:27:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian Ridings

5735 timbertop Ln
Charlotte, NC 28215

V-10584 A-10674

mailto:Brian.ridings@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jerry Hufton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:28:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jerry Hufton

1641 Jonestown Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-10585 A-10675

mailto:jerryhufton@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anthony Willoughby
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:28:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anthony Willoughby

3726apt-a pagehudson Dr farmville nc
Farmville, NC 27828

2524138108

V-10586 A-10676

mailto:awilloughby033@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Dotson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:28:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Dotson

132 Lismark Drive
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-10587 A-10677

mailto:ddotson@g.clemson.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann McCarty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:28:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann McCarty

8804 Dapple Grey Road
Oak Ridge, NC 27310

V-10588 A-10678

mailto:annmccarty@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jean Marie Vinecourt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:31:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jean Marie Vinecourt

400 W. North St
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-10589 A-10679

mailto:jeanmarievinecourt@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: D. McDermott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:31:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

D. McDermott

8 Shops Creek Estates Drive
Asheville, NC 28805

V-10590 A-10680

mailto:artlover125@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James young
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:31:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James young

194 West ave
Lexington, NC 27295

V-10591 A-10681

mailto:jamesethridgeyoung@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kathy loftis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:32:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kathy loftis

1551 plantation trail
Gastonia, MT 28056

V-10592 A-10682

mailto:kathyrloftis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maryphyllis Horn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:32:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).  For the health of all humans and animals in this state, we should be working towards reducing
 our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail," the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maryphyllis Horn

24 Creekside Circle
Pittsboro, NC 27312

919-542-0260

V-10593 A-10683

mailto:mphorn22@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wendy Outland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:34:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wendy Outland

PO Box 1382
Asheville, NC 28801

V-10594 A-10684

mailto:whoknowsart@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Hughes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power, Please!
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:34:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As important as everything else is, NOTHING is more important than insuring that we have a  healthy and clean
 planet on which to build our future upon.

Sincerely,

William Hughes

7906 Boars Head Ct
Charlotte, NC 28214

7046895489

V-10595 A-10685

mailto:dantes1031@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Fiedler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:34:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. Your grandchildren will wonder what you were thinking if you choose the fossil fuel industry
 over their health.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Fiedler

2209 Lakenheath Ct
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-10596 A-10686

mailto:john.fiedler@ravenscroft.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Bagby
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:36:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Bagby

4253 carmel forest
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-10597 A-10687

mailto:Dbagby@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rives Yost
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:37:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rives Yost

87 Oakwood St
Asheville, NC 28806

V-10598 A-10688

mailto:rivesreayost@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Hancock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:38:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Hancock

102 Oak Forest Lane, Apt. E
Dallas, NC 28034

V-10599 A-10689

mailto:jlibra.104@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diana Ford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:39:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diana Ford

55 Swanger Road
Asheville, NC 28805

530-906-0988

V-10600 A-10690

mailto:dianaford1315@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marcelle Malherbe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:40:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marcelle Malherbe

2 Hamlet On Avis
Windhoek, Namibia

V-10601 A-10691

mailto:Malherbemarcelle@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Hicks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:43:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Hicks

607 Wicker Street
Greensboro, NC 27403

3365542370

V-10602 A-10692

mailto:willbhicks@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Holbrook
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:43:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Holbrook

98 Meadow Ave
Concord, NC 28025

V-10603 A-10693

mailto:kozmuntink@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Morris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:43:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leslie Morris

24 Tampa Avenue
Asheville, NC 28806

V-10604 A-10694

mailto:lhm24@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jim DeGrave
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:43:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jim DeGrave

35 Yorktown Circle
Arden, NC 28704

V-10605 A-10695

mailto:degravejc@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jonathan York
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:43:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jonathan York

1749 Brooks Avenue
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-10606 A-10696

mailto:Jyork2@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Garrett Fekette
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:43:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Garrett Fekette

ASU Box 15656
Boone, NC 28607

V-10607 A-10697

mailto:fekettegc@appstate.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kayla Benton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:46:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kayla Benton

3520 Stratford Blvd
Wilmington, NC 28403

9102007775

V-10608 A-10698

mailto:ncackgrl@Gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah McGiverin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:46:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). These limits protect all of us in North Carolina - both in the short term (by increasing our air
 quality) and in the long term (by reducing the threat of climate change - a real concern in a coastal state.) Working
 towards reducing our carbon emissions is a clear win for everybody who breathes in our state. And it creates new
 opportunities for clean energy startup businesses.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah McGiverin

1 Brunswick Ct
Durham, NC 27705

919-884-9258

V-10609 A-10699

mailto:sarah@mcgiverin.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susie Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:46:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susie Wilson

329 14th st sw
Hickory, NC 28602

8282178340

V-10610 A-10700

mailto:susiewilson39@gmsil.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: daniel bossut
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:49:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

daniel bossut

109 W 13th st
Greenville,  27834

V-10611 A-10701

mailto:danielbossut@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Farmer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:49:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Farmer

146 Mallard Lane
Boone, NC 28607

V-10612 A-10702

mailto:farmermd@appstate.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Farmer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:50:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Farmer

2830 Mayview Rd
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-10613 A-10703

mailto:farmermd@appstate.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Borrelli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:50:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am in favor of keeping pollutants from our environment .

Sincerely,

Sandra Borrelli

1680 Hendersnville Road
Asheville, NC 28803

V-10614 A-10704

mailto:Sandy28803@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda York
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:50:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda York

10185 Rockfish Road
Raeford, NC 28376

V-10615 A-10705

mailto:ayork354@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Montgomery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:50:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Montgomery

1802 Egret Street SW
Shallotte, NC 28470

V-10616 A-10706

mailto:dmontgom51@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Albrecht
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:50:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Albrecht

albrechtwj@gmail.com
albrechtwj@gmail.com
Atkinson, NC 28421

V-10617 A-10707

mailto:albrechtwj@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Nipper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:51:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Nipper

40 Pine St. East
Lillington, NC 27546

9108935851

V-10618 A-10708

mailto:martynipper@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: lorraine barrie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:53:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

lorraine barrie

15 kulanihakoi
kihei, HI 96753

V-10619 A-10709

mailto:lbarrie@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Nazzaro
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:55:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Nazzaro

10020 Calava Court
Union, KY 41091

V-10620 A-10710

mailto:pasn201@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Sauer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:55:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed (NO, I AM DUMBFOUNDED) that you and your environmental agency are purposefully
 setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is
 ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a
 plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in
 Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy.  I DEMAND THAT YOU do
 the right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Sauer

513 A 26th Ave NE
Hickory, NC 28601

8283222744

V-10621 A-10711

mailto:rjsauer@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sue Payne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:55:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sue Payne

1004 Red Oak Dr
Hendersonville, NC 28791

V-10622 A-10712

mailto:spayneinnc@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michele Pitcavage
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:55:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michele Pitcavage

154 Whisperwood Drive
Hendersonville, NC 28791

V-10623 A-10713

mailto:Mmichpit@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lena Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:55:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lena Smith

7511 Bartonshire Ct
Oak Ridge, NC 27310

V-10624 A-10714

mailto:lenasmith111494@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Conner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:56:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise Conner

311 Bond Lake Dr
Cary, NC 27513

V-10625 A-10715

mailto:Deniselconner@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:56:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Jones

217 Ewbank Drive
Hendersonville, NC 28791

V-10626 A-10716

mailto:DoGoodX100@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Barber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 12:58:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Barber

929 Marguerite Dr
winston-sale, NC 27106

V-10627 A-10717

mailto:cygnetride@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Quinton Sinclair
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Don"t support pollution in our state!
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:01:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Do what's right! Hold companies responsible for pollution and protect our environment.

Sincerely,

Quinton Sinclair

140 Sturbridge Dr
Charlotte, NC 28214

V-10628 A-10718

mailto:1qsinclair@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Pope
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:02:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joseph Pope

5001 putter lane
Kitty hawk, NC 27949

V-10629 A-10719

mailto:Joseph.pope@aol.cim
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Edwards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:02:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Edwards

10400 cedar circle drive
Charlotte, NC 28210

19193451409

V-10630 A-10720

mailto:utvolsfan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Mayzik
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:03:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Mayzik

220 E. Illinois Ave  Unit 7
Southern Pines, NC 28387

V-10631 A-10721

mailto:cmayzik@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robin Bradley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:03:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robin Bradley

215 Brookwood Ave
Wilmington, NC 28403

617-997-3853

V-10632 A-10722

mailto:robindskees@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda McGowen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:03:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda McGowen

106 Ethel Dr
Emerald isle, NC 28594

V-10633 A-10723

mailto:L_mcgowen@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mitch Easter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:04:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mitch Easter

1001 N. Main St
Kernersville, NC 27284

V-10634 A-10724

mailto:mitcheaster3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anu Bala
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:05:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anu Bala

NCSU
Raleigh,  27695

V-10635 A-10725

mailto:anubala16@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Evan Kane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:06:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that Governor McCrory and the leadership of DEQ are purposefully setting North Carolina
 up to fail with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is designed to fail, the
 Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for
 North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what
 is best for our state. This is a cynical move that is simply unacceptable from a public agency.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Evan Kane

2728 Van Dyke Ave
None
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-10636 A-10726

mailto:evanokane@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wendy Wieber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:07:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wendy Wieber

195 Sigmon Rd
Fletcher, NC 28732

V-10637 A-10727

mailto:Webear143@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Brandt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:07:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Brandt

374 Ferry Rd
Hertford, NC 27944

757-630-7814

V-10638 A-10728

mailto:strom151_3@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Paulsen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean energy
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:07:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Keep NC clean

Sincerely,

Denise Paulsen

1218 Morris rd
Pittsboro
Pittsboto, NC 27312

V-10639 A-10729

mailto:Deluna100@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martha Langer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:07:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Martha Langer

41 Rabbit Ridge Dr
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-10640 A-10730

mailto:Mlfl2132@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Leccese
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:07:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Leccese

809 Brookdale Lane
Stanley, NC 28164

V-10641 A-10731

mailto:bleccese@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joyce McCloy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:08:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joyce McCloy

212 Evergreen Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-10642 A-10732

mailto:joycemccloy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Vincent
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)NCDEQ clean power plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:08:20 PM

David Vincent from Durham, NC writes:

The NC Department of Environmental Quality's draft “plan” does not go far enough to ensure a clean air and clean
 energy future for North Carolina.

•This "plan" does not include investing in renewable energy or energy-efficiency technologies. These are two of the
 fastest-growing, most economically successful, and environmentally-friendly industries in North Carolina right
 now.

•This "plan" was drafted without a robust stakeholder process as directed by the U.S. Environmental Protection
 Agency. In particular, North Carolina's most vulnerable communities were not invited to participate about an issue
 that disproportionately impacts low-income communities and minorities.

•This "plan" is the most expensive option.

It’s time NCDEQ take this process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I
 implore everyone involved to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our
 state’s people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): dsaber66@aol.com

First Name: David

Last Name: Vincent

City: Durham
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27712

V-10643 A-10733

mailto:dsaber66@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


V-10644 A-10734



From: Katherine Lowrance
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:09:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). The science on climate change is clear, and we need to take action now to have any hope of
 lessening its impact on our health and economy.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Lowrance

2900 Dellwood Dr
Greensboro,  27408

V-10645 A-10735

mailto:kittylowrance@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: norma marshall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:10:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

NC needs a Clean Power Plan that will move our environment toward better standards to preserve the planet and the
 health of its people.

Sincerely,

norma marshall

21 gatehouse ln
greensboro, NC 27407

V-10646 A-10736

mailto:norma.marshall@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pat Familar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:10:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pat Familar

PO Box 27    14 Cypress Creek Drive
Gatesville, NC 27938

2523570110

V-10647 A-10737

mailto:pfamilar@arlnc.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Coulson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean air act
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:10:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please stop ruining our air in favor of the utilities. Yes I understand that it's expensive to run clean utilities, but we
 only have one earth. If we ruin this world for profits, we are all doomed.

Sincerely,

Tom Coulson

680 Reems cove rd
Marshall, NC 28753

V-10648 A-10738

mailto:coulso_l@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Spencer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:10:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Gov.Pat McCory

Sincerely,

Michael Spencer

9704 Manus ct
Matthews, NC 28105

V-10649 A-10739

mailto:Mspencer2369@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Beth Carter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:11:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Beth Carter

102 Libby Lane
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-10650 A-10740

mailto:Mbcoexist@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dale Bente
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:12:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dale Bente

239 Maple St
Islip, NY 11751

6312776537

V-10651 A-10741

mailto:Dbseahorse@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tony Murnahan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:13:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tony Murnahan

6600 Gordon Williams rd
Godwin, NC 28344

V-10652 A-10742

mailto:Openupacan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Jacobson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:13:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Jacobson

508 Metcalf St
New Bern, NC 28560

252-633-1033

V-10653 A-10743

mailto:jjjacobson@washjeff.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:14:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Parker

7980 Chapel Hill Road
Suite 101
Cary, NC 27513

V-10654 A-10744

mailto:parker@stallsmedical.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rosemary Schmidt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:15:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rosemary Schmidt

13310 Pierre Reverdy Dr
Davidson, NC 28036

V-10655 A-10745

mailto:rtaylors@sulb.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan DeLaney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:16:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan DeLaney

1045 Clearwater Lake Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

919-960-7177

V-10656 A-10746

mailto:drdelaneynd@mail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Todd Fields
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:16:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Todd Fields

2413 Pleasant Union Church Rd
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-10657 A-10747

mailto:toddfields@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sean Purdy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:16:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sean Purdy

807 Brookhaven Drive
Durham, NC 27707

9199718856

V-10658 A-10748

mailto:stpurdy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karin Noland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:17:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). We should be working to protect our state's environment and natural beauty, and to maintain a
 healthy environment for generations to come.

It's disappointing to see public figures bowing to political pressure in this regard. By championing a plan that is
 ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a
 plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in
 Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karin Noland

4003 Swarthmore Road
Durham, NC 27707

V-10659 A-10749

mailto:knoland77@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Payne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:17:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Payne

1105 W. Lenoir Street
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-10660 A-10750

mailto:judyjude@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol H. Perry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:19:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol H. Perry

10703 Pinnacle Mtn. Rd
Hendersonville
NC,  28739

V-10661 A-10751

mailto:carolandboperry@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: KATHLEEN MCQUAID
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:19:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

KATHLEEN MCQUAID

802 Brooklyn St
Raleigh, NC 27605

V-10662 A-10752

mailto:kemcquaid@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debora Horning
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:19:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debora Horning

3619 Marlowe Avenue
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-10663 A-10753

mailto:debhorn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nina Gordev
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:19:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nina Gordev

3441 N Croatan Hwy
1914
Kitty Hawk, NC 27949

2527058955

V-10664 A-10754

mailto:AMAZEMETWICE@GMAIL.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: E. Houston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:19:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

E. Houston

Hillsborough Ave
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-10665 A-10755

mailto:responses098@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mary mowery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:20:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

mary mowery

po box 605
saluda, NC 28773

V-10666 A-10756

mailto:marymcleanmowery@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Moody
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean air
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:22:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It is long past time to stop supporting coal burning and support clean energy sources. Regulations should not be lead
 by lobbyists and should support clean air initiatives and the long term health of your constituents. Stop pollution!!

Sincerely,

David Moody

703 copperline dr Unit 203
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-10667 A-10757

mailto:mrmood@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Juliet van Otteren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:22:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Juliet van Otteren

14 Skyview Court
asheville, NC 28803

V-10668 A-10758

mailto:juliet@jvop.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: April Andrews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:23:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

April Andrews

PO Box 471
Warrenton, NC 27589

V-10669 A-10759

mailto:aprildandrews@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: bonita ryan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:25:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

bonita ryan

box 30
big valley, Alberta t0j0g0

(403) 876-0003

V-10670 A-10760

mailto:bonitamariaryan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jim Becklund
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:25:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jim Becklund

3279 Hitching Post Rd
Apt 52
Dewitt, MI 48820

V-10671 A-10761

mailto:white_dog_man@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frances Altman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean air and power
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:31:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please do what ever needs to be done to make sure the air we breathe in NC is clean and healthy.

Frances Altman
Hamlet. NC 28345

Sincerely,

Frances Altman

106 Hill St
Hamlet.                    NC.                           28345
Hamlet, NC 28345

V-10672 A-10762

mailto:francesaltman@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Corey Cavalier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:31:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Corey Cavalier

7905 Rooksley Court
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-10673 A-10763

mailto:cavalier@alumni.utexas.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Virginia Wheeler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:32:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Virginia Wheeler

13306 Pierre Reverdy Drive
Davidson, NC 28036

V-10674 A-10764

mailto:Virginiawheeler1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: P Burgess
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:33:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

P Burgess

8805 New Oak Lane
Huntersville,  28078

V-10675 A-10765

mailto:blufan15@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: c. klein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:35:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

c. klein

30172 Pharr
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-10676 A-10766

mailto:cklein88@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nina Arshavsky
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Support the Clean Power Plan.
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:35:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Support the Clean Power Plan.

Sincerely,

Nina Arshavsky

104 Collinson Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

9192605444

V-10677 A-10767

mailto:narshavsky@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marsha Stopa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:36:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marsha Stopa

225 Old Heath Rd
Brevard, NC 28712

V-10678 A-10768

mailto:stopamarsha@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christian Collins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:37:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Clean Power Plan (CPP), and urge you to do so for the sake of all of us in the now, and future
 generations to come (our communal legacy).
As an asthmatic for 24 years now, i am well aware of how childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina,
 and how that our lack of breathable air free from pollution is incredibly important to living as asthma free as
 possible.
Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christian Collins

1947 North Fork Road
Sylva, NC 28779

V-10679 A-10769

mailto:avantgardenorganicfarm@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Z. Vijay Director
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:38:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Z. Vijay Director

po box 970
Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-10680 A-10770

mailto:vijay@peertraining.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tracey Tran
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:39:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tracey Tran

7206
Northmoor Trace
Greensboro, NC 27455

3366389924

V-10681 A-10771

mailto:traceyanne00@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Madden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:40:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Madden

412 Crestland Ave
Greensboro, NC 27401

V-10682 A-10772

mailto:bmadn@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annette Musulin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:40:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Annette Musulin

2916 Escondido Farm Rd
Garner, NC 27529

V-10683 A-10773

mailto:katlady@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Snow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:40:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Snow

1944 Sandhurst Dr
Charlotte, NC 28205

7045690166

V-10684 A-10774

mailto:pattsnow@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenneth Morris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:43:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Morris

6497 WALDEN POND LN
SOUTHPORT, NC 28461

9104544133

V-10685 A-10775

mailto:kmorris@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Tiffany
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:43:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

...Do the right thing...
CONSERVATION is
CONSERVATIVE.

Sincerely,

Chris Tiffany

PO Box 25331
Durham, NC 27702

V-10686 A-10776

mailto:CATiffany@GMAIL.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caroline Schacht
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:46:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Caroline Schacht

1403 Warwick Circle
Winterville, NC 28590

V-10687 A-10777

mailto:cSCHACHT@SUDDENLINK.NET
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Loretta Wells
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:47:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Loretta Wells

4170 Herman Sipe Road
Conover, NC 28613

8283814675

V-10688 A-10778

mailto:lorettamw@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clay Strohman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:49:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Clay Strohman

104 trailwood dr
Hubert, NC 28539

V-10689 A-10779

mailto:Claystro10@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jolene Jarrell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:49:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jolene Jarrell

3204 Hardenridge Ct
Apex, NC 27539

9192674964

V-10690 A-10780

mailto:jjarrell227@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Unice McMullen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:50:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Unice McMullen

415 Savannah Dr
Jacksonville, NC 28546

V-10691 A-10781

mailto:unice.mcmullen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Powell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Carbon Pollution Standards
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:50:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

NC is required to  submit a plan for following the standards set in the Clean Power Plan. Please do so immediately.
 The people in power (this means you) do not seem to care what kind of planet we leave to our children and
 grandchildren; they are much more concerned with political favoritism and making as much money as they can in
 the short run.

Sincerely,

Judith Powell

Wycliff Rd
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-10692 A-10782

mailto:Kabuki@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kylah Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:51:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kylah Moore

71 Southbrook Lane
Sanford, NC 27332

3072876486

V-10693 A-10783

mailto:moorekylah@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslee Kirkconnell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:51:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leslee Kirkconnell

606 Magnolia Street
Bowling Green, KY 42103

V-10694 A-10784

mailto:nykernfla@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: david kindred
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: pollution
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:52:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It's time to decide who you work for, the citizens of this formerly great state, or the corrupt polluters.

Sincerely,

david kindred

922 Dillard St
greensboro, NC 27403

3363920768

V-10695 A-10785

mailto:kindreddrums@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:55:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Clark

16419 Golden River Ln
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-10696 A-10786

mailto:moonstarlight77@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Fyffe Aschenbrenner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean NC
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:56:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

North Carolina is a state with intense and varied natural beauty. This lures people to come here to visit or live.
When we destroy our natural surroundings with pollution, we're cutting off our nose to spite our face.
Please, move forward to saving our resources.

Sincerely,

Fyffe Aschenbrenner

15 Mountaingbrook Rd
Asheville, NC 28805

V-10697 A-10787

mailto:onefyffe@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rene DePottey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:58:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rene DePottey

6304 Maplebrook Ln
Flint, MI 48507

8108753623

V-10698 A-10788

mailto:musicallaroundme04@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Weeks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 1:58:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Weeks

608 Timothy Drive
Elizabeth City, NC 27909

2523357525

V-10699 A-10789

mailto:pepperman7@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Toni Becker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:00:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Toni Becker

2868 Navajo avenue
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-10700 A-10790

mailto:empowerment21@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Willingham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:00:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joseph Willingham

3840 Colebrook Road
Charlotte, NC 28215

V-10701 A-10791

mailto:joewilli@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eve Olive
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:02:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eve Olive

5815 Mount Sinai Road
Durham, NC 27705

V-10702 A-10792

mailto:eveolive@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maricruz Robledo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:04:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maricruz Robledo

5523 NC HWY 55
Durham, NC 27713

V-10703 A-10793

mailto:cruz_2008@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jasmine Robles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:04:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jasmine Robles

240 olin loop
Olin, NC 28660

V-10704 A-10794

mailto:jasminerobles0@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ned Lemieux
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:04:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We shouldn't have to live in fear for our health, the health and welfare of our children, nor the slow poisoning of our
 land/water/air. You, especially, Governor, have allowed this to go on for far too long, starting with your stint at
 Duke Energy. Now, you're their lapdog, and together with your 'team', have hindered, buried, and then largely
 ignored every attempt by citizens and groups to have something done about the crimes against us you've helped
 perpetrate. You should be charged in federal court with these crimes, and made to pay the penalty.

Sincerely,

Ned Lemieux

Gooden Dr
9616
Fayetteville, NC 28314

V-10705 A-10795

mailto:ned.lemieux@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ceba Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:04:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ceba Jackson

6816 Uppingham Rd
Fayetteville, NC 28306

V-10706 A-10796

mailto:cebajack@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:04:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Jones

9617 rock creek rd
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-10707 A-10797

mailto:Anniedeauxjones@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mira Kostak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:04:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

mira Kostak

1311 Dobson Drive
Waxhaw, NC 28173

7042563628

V-10708 A-10798

mailto:miraandgirls@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Francis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:07:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Francis

629 Angelica Circle
Cary, NC 27518

V-10709 A-10799

mailto:mark.e.francis.53@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Taji Elmor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:07:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Taji Elmor

746 Jim grant avenue
sneads ferry, NC 28460

V-10710 A-10800

mailto:Taji.elmor@dliflc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Vincent
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:08:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Vincent

224 Galverston Dr
Durham, NC 27712

9194791239

V-10711 A-10801

mailto:dsaber66@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: G.D. Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:13:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

G.D. Anderson

313 N. Estes Dr
Chapel  Hill, NC 27514

V-10712 A-10802

mailto:glaire.and@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mike Spruell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:13:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mike Spruell

105 Kilborne Rd
Mooresville, NC 28117

7049077907

V-10713 A-10803

mailto:mspruell@mi-connection.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tamika Terrell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:13:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.
Tamika Terrell
4224 Quail High Blvd
Morrisville

Sincerely,

Tamika Terrell

4224 Quail High Blvd
4224 Quail High Blvd
Morrisville, NC 27560

336-575-8093

V-10714 A-10804

mailto:tamikacterrell@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Flowers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:16:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Flowers

6288 Parker Street SW
Ocean Isle Beach, NC 28469

V-10715 A-10805

mailto:flowers.kimberly93@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Cardarelli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:19:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Cardarelli

2423 Hoyt Street
Winston-Salem, NC 27103

V-10716 A-10806

mailto:jfcardarelli@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Atherton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:19:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Atherton

32 spears ave
Asheville, NC 28801

V-10717 A-10807

mailto:Paixeamor@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betsy West
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:19:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betsy West

5955 Globe Rd
Lenoir, NC 28645

V-10718 A-10808

mailto:surefire40@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Hale
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:20:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Sustainable energy! NOW! We can no longer wait for changes. Humankind's longevity, health, and planet demands
 that we address these challenges NOW and make changes for a sustainable future! 

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Hale

95 Hanover St
Asheville, NC 28806

3365772244

V-10719 A-10809

mailto:mshale314@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peggy Holliday
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:20:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Holliday

209 Wetherburn Lane
Raleigh
Raleigh,  27625

9192191639

V-10720 A-10810

mailto:wordsbypeg40@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bill Crowley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:22:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please follow the federal Clean Power Plan guidelines.

Sincerely,

Bill Crowley

604 Mountain Quail Dr
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-10721 A-10811

mailto:billcrowley37@twc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christina Lief
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:22:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christina Lief

251 Fennel Dun Circle
Candler, NC 28715

V-10722 A-10812

mailto:christina.lief@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alex East
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:25:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alex East

Bowen Hall
Raleigh, NC 27518

V-10723 A-10813

mailto:aweast@ncsu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keli Carlson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:26:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Keli Carlson

100 W Seneca St
Ithaca, NY 14850

6072275407

V-10724 A-10814

mailto:keli.carlson@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Harvey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:31:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Harvey

1005 Black Oak Ct
Apex, NC 27502

V-10725 A-10815

mailto:sale3b@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:31:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Jackson

102 Louis Armstrong court
Chapel Hill,  27514

V-10726 A-10816

mailto:vision612012@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Stephens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:34:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Stephens

2614 Columbia Ave
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-10727 A-10817

mailto:purplergtp@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lois Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:37:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lois Miller

4717 JOHNSON POND RD
APEX, NC 27539

9199068748

V-10728 A-10818

mailto:laoisme65@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherrie Huffman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:37:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sherrie Huffman

P. O. Box 1673
Flat Rock, NC 28731

V-10729 A-10819

mailto:sherriehmills@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brenda Peters
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:38:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brenda Peters

2800 Pearwood Ct
Matthews, NC 28105

704-847-0984

V-10730 A-10820

mailto:petersslp@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Powers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:39:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Powers

292 Huntington Rd
Lake Lure, NC 28746

V-10731 A-10821

mailto:cdpowers7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherina Dimov
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:39:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherina Dimov

1001 Macon Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-10732 A-10822

mailto:katherinadimov@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Courtney Worthen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:43:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Courtney Worthen

901 Moses Court
Apt. A
Raleigh, NC 27604

3369714291

V-10733 A-10823

mailto:courtneyn4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emily Brassell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:43:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Emily Brassell

5506 Turkey Farm Rd
Durham, NC 27705

V-10734 A-10824

mailto:brassell.emily@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Louise Lockwood-Zorowski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:43:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Louise Lockwood-Zorowski

103 windy rush lane
Cary, NC 27518

V-10735 A-10825

mailto:Lockwoodzorowski@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tara Craw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:43:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tara Craw

54 old shoals rd
Arden, NC 28704

V-10736 A-10826

mailto:tcraw322@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Dain
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:43:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frank Dain

408 Holly Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-10737 A-10827

mailto:fwdain@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Purgason
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:44:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gary Purgason

331 crowder rd
Madison, NC 27025

V-10738 A-10828

mailto:b_purgason@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachael Langley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:46:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rachael Langley

3036 Bristol Creek Dr
Morrisville, NC 27560

V-10739 A-10829

mailto:rllangley09@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Leon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Pollution
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:46:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please wake up and realize that the long term survival of our planet is more important than your short term goals of
 making money and getting reelected. It won't matter if we have jobs if we can't breathe the air or drink the water.
 We have to consider future generations, not just our own selfish pleasures.

Sincerely,

Mary Leon

7731 Snow Camp Rd
Snow Camp, NC 27349

7346782972

V-10740 A-10830

mailto:mardiepox@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ilana dubester
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:49:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ilana dubester

97 box turtle road
pittsboro, NC 27312

V-10741 A-10831

mailto:ilana@dubester.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Burris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Polution
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:49:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We have to change the way we Power our country. If we don't change it Will be to late.

Sincerely,

William Burris

1905 Belcrest Drive
Greensboro, NC 27406

336-954-3800

V-10742 A-10832

mailto:willburris577@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Phillips
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean energy
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:49:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Support the Clean Power Plan, not polluters, not business, not profit, not the billionaires.

Sincerely,

Richard Phillips

4221 King Edward Ct
Greensboro, NC 27455

V-10743 A-10833

mailto:rhpabp@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Landstrom
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:49:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Landstrom

435 Nicks Bnd W
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-10744 A-10834

mailto:peterssusanb@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caitlin Patton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:52:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Caitlin Patton

6019 paddington ct
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-10745 A-10835

mailto:Pattoncr2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Justine Koch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean air
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:53:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor McMcrory,
Clear air is not a privilege,  it is a right, one that you and your kind are stealing from us. Please correct your stance.

Sincerely,

Justine Koch

000
Charlotte, NC 28215

V-10746 A-10836

mailto:koch1@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Quinn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:57:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Quinn

223 Country Club Dr
Durham, NC 27712

V-10747 A-10837

mailto:lauratquinn@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keri Gaddis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:58:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Keri Gaddis

310 Burr Rd
Marshall, NC 28753

V-10748 A-10838

mailto:Yogafitness@rocketmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David McKinnon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 2:58:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David McKinnon

5101 old liberty rd
Franklinville, NC 27248

V-10749 A-10839

mailto:davidmckinnon85@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Stafford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:02:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heather Stafford

224 Sherwood Drive
Mount Airy, NC 27030

3367830166

V-10750 A-10840

mailto:staffordh@surry.k12.nc.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Richardson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Submit a Clean Power plan that meets the federal goals!
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:02:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

You must create a credible plan to protect our water supply, not only for us but for future generations.  It is time to
 wake up and help your citizens to live productive lives in a healthy clean environment!

Sincerely,

Mark Richardson

3200 Grey Fox Trail
Greenville, NC 27858

252-864-3941

V-10751 A-10841

mailto:RichardsonMark62@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Patton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:02:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Patton

200 Old Sunset Hill Rd
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-10752 A-10842

mailto:silverfoxenterprises.patton@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lindsay Golden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:03:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lindsay Golden

2603 A Spring Garden St
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-10753 A-10843

mailto:lindsayanngolden@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Winsor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Quit sucking up to your Duke Energy pals
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:06:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I did not vote for you. Your stalling on the coal ash spill is a travesty. Duke Energy knew exactly what they were
 doing and obviously didn't care. This is government by the people and for the people, not the other way around. If
 the people of this country were not so lazy and apathetic, then maybe we'd have guts to get together and demand
 action. If I had things my way, all of you political jerk offs would be the ones making minimum wage. I cannot
 think of enough politicians to count on one hand that are worth what they are being paid. In closing, please do the
 job you elected to do. We do not work for you, YOU WORK FOR US, SO GET YOUR SHIT TOGETHER!

Sincerely,

Richard Winsor

508 Park Ave
Durham, NC 27703

V-10754 A-10844

mailto:ordicon_2000@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vivian Cimino
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:07:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vivian Cimino

129 Stumpy Creek Rd
Mooresville
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-10755 A-10845

mailto:vivrit04@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Beeston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:08:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Beeston

155 OAK MEADOW RD
MOORESVILLE, NC 28115

(704) 662-2410

V-10756 A-10846

mailto:mbeeston@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julia Sendor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:09:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julia Sendor

3415 Arthur Minnis Rd
Hillsborough, NC 27278

4138845224

V-10757 A-10847

mailto:julia.b.sendor@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Sangutei
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:09:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Sangutei

5407 Penrith Dr
Durham, NC 27713

V-10758 A-10848

mailto:Jessica.Sangutei@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marilyn Abel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:13:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marilyn Abel

115 South Arcadian Way
Mooresville, NC 28117

5853197319

V-10759 A-10849

mailto:memeelyn04@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Ogburn Jr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Responsible representation
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:13:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a voter, tax payer, and life long North Carolinian I would expect my representatives at the executive / legislative
 levels and those hired to carry out policy to put the welfare of the citizens of this state ahead of the economic
 interests of energy giants. Please understand that the task you have been given to represent and protect the people of
 this state is your highest priority. Short term economic gains and savings are poor substitutes to long term benefits
 of clean air and water. Take a quick look at the situation in Flint, Michigan and you will observe how criminal
 leadership can lead to devastating long term consequences.

If you feel that I am being misled by the information I have read or wish to explain your justification for the plan
 you are submitting I welcome, and will read with open mind, your response.

Sincerely,

Richard Ogburn Jr

3130 Kinnamon Rd
Winston-Salem, NC 27104

3367682110

V-10760 A-10850

mailto:boangieogburn@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: anthony pyatt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:14:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

anthony pyatt

6256 karen dr
Claremont, NC 28610

V-10761 A-10851

mailto:takahatat.takamichi@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Al Gurganious
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:14:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Al Gurganious

211 S. Peterson St
Magnolia, NC 28453

V-10762 A-10852

mailto:gurganiousa@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Corbett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:15:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Corbett

1360 John Jones Rd
Bahama, NC 27503

V-10763 A-10853

mailto:hawkbite@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elaine Syres
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Take a deep breath
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:17:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I don't understand why strengthening clean air standards seems so anathema to you. Encouraging renewable energy
 must be a priority. North Carolina does not need new or expanding coal ash ponds, nor encouraging petroleum-
based fuels.

Look to a brighter and cleaner future for the children of the state.

Sincerely,

Elaine Syres

1919 Hudson Dr
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-10764 A-10854

mailto:techwriter.es@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynn Rieger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:19:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynn Rieger

95 Upper Brush Creek Rd
Marshall, NC 28753

V-10765 A-10855

mailto:lrieger@madisonk12.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JOHN OKSANISH
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:19:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JOHN OKSANISH

803 MELROSE ST
Winston-Salem, NC 27103

V-10766 A-10856

mailto:JMOKSBIZ@GMAIL.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Montgomery
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:19:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Montgomery

269 Pleasant Hill Loop Road
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

V-10767 A-10857

mailto:nkoonemont@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie Gupton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:20:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julie Gupton

370 Brewer Rd
Louisburg, NC 27549

V-10768 A-10858

mailto:dalalune@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tikki Foy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:22:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tikki Foy

2020 Redfern Way
Durham, NC 27707

V-10769 A-10859

mailto:tikkfoy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Walter Johnston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:22:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Walter Johnston

3939 Glenwood Ace
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-10770 A-10860

mailto:wejii@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michele Skeele
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:25:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michele Skeele

519 3rd Ave Westd
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-10771 A-10861

mailto:skeele@morrisbb.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Bartel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:26:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Bartel

11519 Essex Fells Dr
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-10772 A-10862

mailto:Sjbartel@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Micki Patton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air/Clean environment
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:27:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please set NC standards for the Clean Power Plan so that we can count on having clean air, water and overall
 environment now and for the future!

Sincerely,

Micki Patton

3031 Clyde Road
Boonville, NC 27011

V-10773 A-10863

mailto:mpatton01@yadtel.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Timothy Dobbins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:27:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Timothy Dobbins

812 Tadlock Place
Matthews, NC 28105

V-10774 A-10864

mailto:tdobbi51@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meredith Howell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:28:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Meredith Howell

12409 Draco rd
Raeigh, NC 27614

V-10775 A-10865

mailto:thehowellmkay@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: gwendolyn saunders
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:31:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

gwendolyn saunders

1141 fiske st
durham, NC 27703

V-10776 A-10866

mailto:saunders_gwen@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynn Wolfcale
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:31:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynn Wolfcale

8340 Summerglen Ciecle
Charlotte, NC 28227

V-10777 A-10867

mailto:lynn.wolfcale@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:33:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janice Clark

28 W Oxford St
Wrightsville Beach, NC 28480

V-10778 A-10868

mailto:Ocean7476@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maryette Bost
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:36:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maryette Bost

1131 Lakeside Drive
Statesville, NC 28677

V-10779 A-10869

mailto:maryette.bost@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Lynn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:37:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Lynn

2372 Saxapahaw Beth Church Rd
Graham, NC 27253

V-10780 A-10870

mailto:kitty@unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jack Denniston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean air
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:37:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please do all you can to keep our air clean for our children and grandchildren.

Sincerely,

Jack Denniston

406 Colony Woods Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-10781 A-10871

mailto:jldenniston@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betsy Curlin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:37:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betsy Curlin

733 Plantation Estates
Apt B-108
Matthews, NC 28105

6265902763

V-10782 A-10872

mailto:betsycurlin@rocketmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Monica MacCarroll
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:38:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Monica MacCarroll

35 Ridge Ave
Asheville, NC 28803

V-10783 A-10873

mailto:mmaccarr79@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kevin Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:40:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please submit your NC clean power plan that meets or exceeds the goals of the Federal Clean Power plan.  Thank
 you!

Sincerely,

Kevin Smith

7805 Bigelow Rd
Cary, NC 27519

V-10784 A-10874

mailto:kevnkool@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Lacy Ranson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Protect the future by protecting the environment
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:40:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I hope that as a leader you will consider environmental health and the future of our state's environment before you
 take so many payouts from polluters in our state.  I know a lot of people who recognize you, Governor McCrory, as
 one of the most corrupt leaders our great state has ever had, some of them Republicans.

Sincerely,

Robert Lacy Ranson

118 Forthview Way
Apex, NC 27502

9199249665

V-10785 A-10875

mailto:robertlacyranson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Multer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:43:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Multer

1022 Bramblewood Ct
Lenoir, NC 28645

V-10786 A-10876

mailto:kamuler@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Skees
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:43:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Skees

230 N Oakwoods Trace
Wilkesboro, NC 28697

V-10787 A-10877

mailto:rdskees@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Reeber, PhD
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:43:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Reeber, PhD

1722 Lake Valley Trail
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-10788 A-10878

mailto:rreeber@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Rains
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Energy
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:45:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am tired of worrying about being poisoned by the air or water in my beautiful state. Do all you can to clean it up
 and then protect it. People are moving here for our great environment and jobs. Don't run them off!

Sincerely,

Judy Rains

222 Wellons-Boyette Rd
Princeton, NC 27569

V-10789 A-10879

mailto:mstephenson17618@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brett Dellinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:49:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brett Dellinger

1300 Lynhurst Dr
Gastonia, NC 28054

V-10790 A-10880

mailto:bredelli@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Holman, Sheila
To: Burleson, Joelle; SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: FW: The "PLAN"
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:50:49 PM

fyi
Sheila Holman
Director
NCDEQ, Division of Air Quality
1641 Mail Service Center
Raleigh, NC 27699-1641
Phone/Fax: 919-707-8430
www.ncair.org
Sheila.holman@ncdenr.gov

From: Davis, Tracy 
Sent: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:58 AM
To: Kelvington, Jenny ; Holman, Sheila 
Subject: FW: The "PLAN"
FYI
From: Glen Weaver [mailto:gene.weaver80@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 9:46 AM
To: Davis, Tracy <tracy.davis@ncdenr.gov>
Subject: The "PLAN"
Please ACT for the benefit of all concerned and unconcerned North Carolinians!
No matter how you slice it, a real NC Clean Power Plan benefits us all. We have been feeling
 the effects of our nation’s reliance on fossil fuels for decades. Climate change is already
 impacting our state and is expected to bring more extreme weather events, including heat
 waves, major droughts, hurricanes, and significant flooding. These disasters threaten food and
 water supplies, harm our economy, and hurt our families.
Do whatever you must to stimulate further progress (or at least some progress) toward the use
 of more renewable energy in our state.
Gene Weaver
919.387.5886
806 Homestead Park Dr.
Apex, NC 27502

V-10791 A-10881

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=94a3f69674d34b769b3bd834a97105c5-scholman
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://www.ncair.org/
mailto:gene.weaver80@gmail.com
mailto:tracy.davis@ncdenr.gov


From: Satya Pal Arya
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:51:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Satya Pal Arya

105 Headlands Lane
Cary, NC 27518

9198517675

V-10792 A-10882

mailto:sparya@ncsu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robin Tingley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:52:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robin Tingley

4522 Chuckwood Drive
Mint Hill, NC 28227

7047379875

V-10793 A-10883

mailto:newsteadecs1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Perry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 3:55:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Perry

5806 Wilkerson Rd
Hurdle Mills,  27541

V-10794 A-10884

mailto:milebuddha2@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: M K
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:00:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

M K

1 University Heights
Asheville, NC 28804

V-10795 A-10885

mailto:mklovesyou612@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anthony Madejczyk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:01:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anthony Madejczyk

2705 Highland Ave
Durham, NC 27704

919-220-5092

V-10796 A-10886

mailto:tony@pheinc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kasey Wright
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:01:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kasey Wright

1108 1st street
foresticty, NC 28043

V-10797 A-10887

mailto:1227457@student.rcsnc.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jeff Hampton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:02:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am a lifelong resident of North Carolina and we deserve to have our voices heard. I support the Environmental
 Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
 childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to
 increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jeff Hampton

281 Spring Water Drive
Brevard, NC 28712

V-10798 A-10888

mailto:indigenousalien@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Gaither
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:03:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Gaither

372 John Newsome Rd
Littleton, NC 27850

V-10799 A-10889

mailto:wrgaither@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Derek Warden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Support the Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:05:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear Mr. McCrory and Mr. Burleson:

I hope this correspondence finds you well.

I write urging you to support the Clean Power Plan and other clean energy initiatives in North Carolina.

The scientific evidence of damage to our environment, including global warming is overwhelming.

Please take steps now to help protect the environment for generations of North Carolinians to come.

Respectfully,

Derek Warden

5412 Milroy Lane
Raleigh, NC 27610

Sincerely,

Derek Warden

5412 Milroy Lane
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-10800 A-10890

mailto:ddwarden@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Grady Ormsby
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean air
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:07:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

The quality of the air Tar Heels breathe is more important than the economic interests of the governor and his
 greedy polluter pals.  Governor McCrory, for once in your life, DO THE RIGHT THING!

Sincerely,

Grady Ormsby

293 Godfrey Branch Road
Swansboro, NC 28584

2523932545

V-10801 A-10891

mailto:shady@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Emerson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:07:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Emerson

328B Clark St
Durham, NC 27701

V-10802 A-10892

mailto:emerson.jgray@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ronald Hoag
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:09:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ronald Hoag

2813 Drake Mallard Drive
Grimesland, NC 27837

V-10803 A-10893

mailto:hoagrw@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristina Helton-Moeller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:10:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kristina Helton-Moeller

17 Marlborough Road
Asheville, NC 28804

V-10804 A-10894

mailto:Kdmstrong@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sal Mentesana
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:14:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sal Mentesana

1016 Sandy Grove Place
Leland, NC 28451

V-10805 A-10895

mailto:menesana@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Stone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:19:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Stone

238 Sir Richard E
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948

V-10806 A-10896

mailto:sissypoo789@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pauline Gleason
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:21:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pauline Gleason

366 Rose Hill Road
Asheville, NC 28803

V-10807 A-10897

mailto:paulinegleason@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert. Mbemba
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:22:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert. Mbemba

Pobox 1287
Durham, NC 27702

V-10808 A-10898

mailto:yambemba@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Davidson
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:22:21 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

James Davidson
136 Charlie Thompson Rd
Vilas, NC 28692

V-10809 A-10899

mailto:jimus888@hotmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Rory McIlmoil
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:23:24 PM

Dear Governor and DEQ,

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, do nothing to help low-income residents (e.g. Clean Energy Incentive Program)
 and fail to generally include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the following comments on the
 draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input, and for North Carolina to determine its own energy future.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Rory McIlmoil
562 Jakes Mountain Rd
(none)
Deep Gap, NC 28618

V-10810 A-10900

mailto:rorygep@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: CHARLES GWINNETT
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: CLEAN POWER PLAN
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:26:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

PLEASE LET OUR STATE BE A "LEADER" IN THE FIGHT FOR A HEALTHY EVVIRONMENT!!

Sincerely,

CHARLES GWINNETT

1916 DELAINE DRIVE
BURLINGTON, NC 27215

V-10811 A-10901

mailto:charlesgwinnett@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ernie Vick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:26:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ernie Vick

P O Box 293
Enfield, NC 27823

V-10812 A-10902

mailto:ebviii61@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Zeller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:31:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Zeller

514 Edinboro Drive
Southern Pines, NC 28387

V-10813 A-10903

mailto:cjzeller@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: nolan kirk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:33:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

nolan kirk

2324 sandy ln
mebane, NC 27302

V-10814 A-10904

mailto:nolankrk@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Kokalis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:38:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Kokalis

PO  box 705
Belmont, NC 28012

V-10815 A-10905

mailto:kathy.kokalis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Halfpenny
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power "Plan?"
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:39:01 PM

Margaret Halfpenny from Southport, NC writes:

Please stop wasting taxpayers dollars while you stall on creating a true clean energy plan just to appease your
 political stakeholders.  NC has a reputation for having some of the weakest energy efficient plans in the country. 
 Our policies are a joke when compared to other more socially responsible states.  We need to address unregulated
 carbon pollution as well as a more aggressive approach to energy efficiency.  As a resident of a coastal county I am
 very concerned about the future of our environment.  I want this to be a state that young families want to move to. 
 Please act now and not wait until the costs of remediating our environmental damage is dramatic hardship on
 taxpayers

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): halfdill@aol.com

First Name: Margaret

Last Name: Halfpenny

City: Southport
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28461

V-10816 A-10906

mailto:halfdill@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Justina Prenatt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:39:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Justina Prenatt

311 Montford Ave
Asheville, NC 28801

V-10817 A-10907

mailto:eternalebbandflow@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stacy Whitenight
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:40:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stacy Whitenight

1207 grandover dr
Durham, NC 27713

V-10818 A-10908

mailto:Stacywhitenight@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Duncan Grosboll
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:43:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Duncan Grosboll

46 Springwood Dr
Asheville, NC 28805

8282994644

V-10819 A-10909

mailto:dunkim@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Victoria Kolb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:45:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Victoria Kolb

19 South Ridge drive
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-10820 A-10910

mailto:Vkolb@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: edwina labonte
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:45:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

edwina labonte

89 sunset drive
columbia, AZ 27925

6028199206

V-10821 A-10911

mailto:edwinalabonte@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Renee Wright
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:46:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Renee Wright

1932 Sandhurst Dr
Charlotte, NC 28205

7049683800

V-10822 A-10912

mailto:restaurantexaminer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mike roscoe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean air
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:46:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It is imperative that you not follow the money and ex employer and take action to clean our air. Solar should be
 stressed

Sincerely,

mike roscoe

po box 933
west end, NC 27376

9106906975

V-10823 A-10913

mailto:mikrotechnologies@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sheila Golden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:46:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sheila Golden

259 Bayview Dr
Stumpy Point,  27978

V-10824 A-10914

mailto:goldengirl55@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: LEON FULCHER
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:49:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I remember when the smog and smoke in cities like New York,  Boston, Mobile and many other places burned your
 eyes and nose. The Hudson River was a cess pool like most major harbors and, the naysayers screamed that it
 would be impossible to clean up or that the environmentalist would bankrupt the country. Boy were they wrong and
 we aren't going to let the naysayers screw up the environment again!

Sincerely,

LEON FULCHER

211 ARENDELL STREET
APT 201
Morehead City, NC 28557

2527254216

V-10825 A-10915

mailto:s_v_wet_dream@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DEE REED
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:51:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

DEE REED

170 GALULADI TR
MAGGIE VALLEY, NC 28751

V-10826 A-10916

mailto:thomasreed53@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Pagliaro
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:51:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

My family and I live on the Southeastern Coast of NC and are very concerned about having a 'Clean Power Plan'
 approved for NC. We do not want to see any off-shore drilling due to so many leaks and spills that have happened
 in the past. We need to learn from our mistakes and not repeat them. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Pagliaro

3855 Waterlilly Lane
Southport, NC 28461

V-10827 A-10917

mailto:apagliaro2@juno.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Jane Vicari
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:53:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Jane Vicari

903 Queensdale Dr
Cary, NC 27519

V-10828 A-10918

mailto:momnature1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: amy brennan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:55:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

amy brennan

270 Pyrus
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-10829 A-10919

mailto:bookmonster95@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tracy Duffy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 4:57:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tracy Duffy

6331 Lynn Crest Ln
206
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-10830 A-10920

mailto:tracyduffy@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian Outen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Keep North Carolina Beautiful
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:01:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

You people know what's the right thing to do for our state, not for your pockets.

Sincerely,

Brian Outen

206 Ridge Creek Ct
Salisbury, NC 28147

V-10831 A-10921

mailto:strangeworlds@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Warren Whitley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:04:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Warren Whitley

432 Cades Trl
Southport, NC 28461

V-10832 A-10922

mailto:wwhitley58@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Fred Beyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:06:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Fred Beyer

1709 Hatherleigh Place
Fayetteville, NC 28304

V-10833 A-10923

mailto:fbeyer@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Tewey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:07:34 PM

Thomas Tewey from Wilmington, NC writes:

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency is charged with implementing the law of the land.

the NC Department of Environmental Quality should be cooperating.

We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future. We need to shift away from
 dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make investments in renewable energy
 and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even though our state is a leader in the
 Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this process seriously and make
 decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and the administration to draft a
 real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s people, economy, and
 environment. I am 82 years old and have never seen such irresponsible behavior in NC government.

Tom Tewey

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): ttewey@ec.rr.com

First Name: Thomas

Last Name: Tewey

City: Wilmington
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28403

V-10834 A-10924

mailto:ttewey@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: samuel spangenberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:07:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

samuel spangenberg

481 banjo lane
whittier, NC 28789

8284974113

V-10835 A-10925

mailto:sam@adventurefoods.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Austin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: air pollution
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:08:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please lead legislation that protects our environment.
Thank you,

Sincerely,

James Austin

po box 316
banner elk, NC 28604

V-10836 A-10926

mailto:jaustin@austinandco.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Hawkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:13:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Hawkins

316 Heather Cir
Brevard, NC 28712

V-10837 A-10927

mailto:mrhawkins@comporium.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deb Bair
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:20:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deb Bair

525 Lydia Perry
Sanford, NC 27330

V-10838 A-10928

mailto:choco227330@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Pecci
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:20:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janet Pecci

3704 Swift Drive
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-10839 A-10929

mailto:jpecci@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Krystal Bailey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:22:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Krystal Bailey

5402 Canipe Farm Ct
Charlotte, NC 28269

V-10840 A-10930

mailto:krystalbailey@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jordan Stepansky
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:26:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jordan Stepansky

81 clement dr
Waynesville, NC 28786

V-10841 A-10931

mailto:jordansky89@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bruce Beerbower
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:26:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bruce Beerbower

551 3rd St, NE
Hickory, NC 28601

V-10842 A-10932

mailto:beerbower@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Zach Cutler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:27:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Zach Cutler

400 E 9th Street
Washington, NC 27889

V-10843 A-10933

mailto:turnuptheloveee@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Rider-Yopp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:28:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Rider-Yopp

551 Atkinson loop road
Hampstead, NC 28443

V-10844 A-10934

mailto:Rrider1995@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Maher
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: NC needs a strong set of rules to combat carbon emissions
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:39:46 PM

Dear Ms. Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

The EPA Clean Energy Incentive Program offers state incentives, such as double credits, to develop clean energy
 and energy efficiency projects for low-income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this
 program, but the draft rules do not include the program. Please address this and include language supporting this
 program in your final rule.

Thank you.

Catherine Maher
916 hosta valley ct
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-10845 A-10935

mailto:Catherine.maher@yahoo.con
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Ken Goetzke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:41:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ken Goetzke

126 Cherry Street
Mount Airy, NC 27030

V-10846 A-10936

mailto:goetzkek@surry.k12.nc.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caroline Peter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:43:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please don't set our state back any more than it already is by submitting a clean power plan that will fail government
 standards.  You may not care what happens in the future because you won't live to reap the consequences, but the
 children and future residents of this state will.  The irresponsibility we have recently demonstrated in our public
 policy is comparable to that of the middle ages through the early to mid 20th century.  Mr McCrory will not get
 reelected at the rate he's going and I'm sure he chose to run for office with longevity rather than ruining our state as
 his goal.

Sincerely,

Caroline Peter
80 Winthrop Rd
Pittsboro, NC

Sincerely,

Caroline Peter

80 Winthrop Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312

9192602708

V-10847 A-10937

mailto:carolinejpeter@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alice Coe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:43:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alice Coe

6106 Bulltown Rd
LA GRANGE, NC 28551

V-10848 A-10938

mailto:alicecoe50@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Autumn Davall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:43:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Autumn Davall

200 Kennedy Drive
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-10849 A-10939

mailto:autumn3036@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marie Shirey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Take pride in North Carolina
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:52:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I vote and I want a Clean Water Act that protects beautiful North Carolina!
It is s disgrace that the state I have always called home has lost many Gop leadership qualities.
I'm 71, very active in voter registration-North Carolina's voters are sick and tired of your lack of real leadership.

Sincerely,

Marie Shirey

28 bee ridge road
Asheville, NC 28803

V-10850 A-10940

mailto:Mhshirey@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Jacoby
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:55:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Jacoby

116 Lousan Drive
Cape Carteret,  28584

V-10851 A-10941

mailto:lojacoby@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Khadiga Konsouh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:55:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Khadiga Konsouh

700 Bolinwood Dr. Apt 40E
Charlotte, NC 27514

V-10852 A-10942

mailto:kkdiga@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian Henry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:57:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian Henry

266 Hoopers Creek Rd
Fletcher, NC 28732

V-10853 A-10943

mailto:brienry@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Grace Andronica
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 5:58:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Isn't time that the NC air is cleaned up according to Federal guidelines? The Governor has a penchant for
 signing/supporting laws which do not support clean air, NC teachers, NC children, and health care for the poor.
 We will remember this coming November!!!!

Sincerely,

Grace Andronica

1732 Meadowbrook Drive
Winston Salem, NC 27104

V-10854 A-10944

mailto:amazinggrace1@cs.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annie ANTHONY
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:01:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Annie ANTHONY

3201 JARED CT
Wilmington, NC 28409

9102002201

V-10855 A-10945

mailto:aanthony@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brenda Tenerelli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:03:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brenda Tenerelli

30 Roberts Rd
Weaverville, NC 28787

8286451173

V-10856 A-10946

mailto:lvangelo98@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Calvin Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:03:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Calvin Jones

306 S Sunset Dr
Winston-Salem, NC 27103

V-10857 A-10947

mailto:calvinnjones@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Neil Cooper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:04:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Neil Cooper

205 Foxcroft Drive
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-10858 A-10948

mailto:drncooper@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roxanne Maynor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:06:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Stop thinking about dollars and help our next generations!

Sincerely,

Roxanne Maynor

63 Leann Dr
Pembroke,  28372

V-10859 A-10949

mailto:Drmaynor57@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan Boon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:07:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joan Boon

18125 Barnhardt Rd
Davidson, NC 28036

7046505179

V-10860 A-10950

mailto:joanboon@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debi Turner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Pollution
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:10:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

McCrory and Burleson.
Stop the pollution

Sincerely,

Debi Turner

45 Oregon Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-10861 A-10951

mailto:DebiTurner@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Cavalluzzi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:12:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Cavalluzzi

4148 Buckhorn Road
Sanford, NC 27330

919-258-9136

V-10862 A-10952

mailto:Wolffglen@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeffrey Moshe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean up
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:13:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Vote to clean up with clean energy.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Moshe

617 South Torrence Street
Charlotte, NC 28204

7042315623

V-10863 A-10953

mailto:follyscure@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: M Levi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:19:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

M Levi

206 Bellvue st
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-10864 A-10954

mailto:gamewarden23@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Justin Mebane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:19:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Justin Mebane

Covey Lane
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-10865 A-10955

mailto:superjustin11@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacqueline Foushee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:23:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We elected officials to improve our quality of living such as clean air, enact laws that make our streets and homes a
 safe place and improve our school systems.  Seems like the elite are the only one to benefit from closed door
 decisions that affect the mainstream live of everyday working class people who do not have deep pockets to benefit
 from these issues that affect our life and safety.  Our tax monies are spent recklessly and repeatedly increased.  Who
 do you represent? Not the masses.

Sincerely,

Jacqueline Foushee

4 Biltmore Place
DURHAM, NC 27712

V-10866 A-10956

mailto:jdfrose@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Aron Lanie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:25:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Aron Lanie

149Northern Blvd
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-10867 A-10957

mailto:aronleigh@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Tart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean up the Air
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:25:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am  signing this to support clean air and stop  pollution of the air.

Sincerely,

Joseph Tart

1460 E. Sedgefield Dr
Winston-Salem, NC 27107

336-788-4924

V-10868 A-10958

mailto:Jwilette@Aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Ward
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:29:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pamela Ward

P.O. Box 33
Tryon,  28783

V-10869 A-10959

mailto:Wardpamela62@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roseann Atty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:29:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roseann Atty

6712 Queen Anne's Dr
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-10870 A-10960

mailto:roseann6565@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Porteus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:31:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frank Porteus

201 Topsail Greens Dr
Hampstead, NC 28443

V-10871 A-10961

mailto:flporteus@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Griffin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:33:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Griffin

107 Hillview St
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-10872 A-10962

mailto:griffanzo1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kalith Muhammad
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:37:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.
Stop messing this State up mr mcrory!!!!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kalith Muhammad

7325 Beacon Hill ln
Charlott, NC 28270

V-10873 A-10963

mailto:Kalith1972@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Constance Cantwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Shame on Gov McCrory
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:37:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

do the right thing.  you know the right thing is not greed to the damnation of everyone and everything else!

Sincerely,

Constance Cantwell

72 Short Tremont St
Asheville, NC 28806

8282530129

V-10874 A-10964

mailto:constance33@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hattie Hambrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:39:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hattie Hambrick

5008 MYERS RD
MONROE, NC 28110

7042071058

V-10875 A-10965

mailto:mshammy57@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Sherouse
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:39:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Sherouse

406 James St
Carrboro, NC 27510

9199296854

V-10876 A-10966

mailto:liz@braxtech.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Skylar Wilder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:45:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Skylar Wilder

1304 Harrier ct
Durham, NC 27713

V-10877 A-10967

mailto:skyw2389@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ivette Griffin, Jr.
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:46:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ivette Griffin, Jr.

6431 Daybrook Circle
Apt. 301
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-10878 A-10968

mailto:iegriffinjr01@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Golka
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:49:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Golka

4917 Crosswinds Drive
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-10879 A-10969

mailto:Paddep@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Hurtt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:49:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Hurtt

2712 Quail Point Drive
Raleigh, NC 27603

9197632596

V-10880 A-10970

mailto:kimmer760@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Josh Watts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:52:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

I have been a resident of this great state my entire life. I see reasons to invoke patriotism and pride everywhere I go
 here. I have traveled the usa and this great state is something to honor and hold pure. I urge you to reconsider on the
 foundation of all that I have grown to love and respect about our nation and my regional location!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Josh Watts

1825 rocky river rd north
monroe, NC 28110

V-10881 A-10971

mailto:joshwatts708@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vicki Giles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:52:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vicki Giles

P O Box 564
Waynesville, NC 28786

8283333677

V-10882 A-10972

mailto:vickigiles790@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ben Skelton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:53:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ben Skelton

201 NC 54, Apt. 632
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-10883 A-10973

mailto:bskelton02@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:53:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janice Jones

405 Murph McLaughlin Rd
Red Springs, NC 28377

V-10884 A-10974

mailto:jajones074@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vicki Settlemyre
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:54:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vicki Settlemyre

PO Box 474
Drexel, NC 28619

V-10885 A-10975

mailto:godmotherxtwo@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vicki Giles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:54:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vicki Giles

P O Box 564
Waynesville, NC 28786

8283333677

V-10886 A-10976

mailto:vickigiles790@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DeJah Debon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:55:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

DeJah Debon

2717 Milburnie Rd
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-10887 A-10977

mailto:dejahdebon@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Weir
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean power plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:55:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We need clean power in NC, Wind, Solar etc.

Sincerely,

Jane Weir

14616 Buckton Lane
Matthews, NC 28105

V-10888 A-10978

mailto:janebfree44@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Symonds
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:56:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Symonds

110 Windy Hill Ct
Aydlett, NC 27916

V-10889 A-10979

mailto:methridge@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessie Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 6:58:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessie Jones

165 Yacht Cove Lane
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-10890 A-10980

mailto:lhasler@roadrunner.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: matt loadman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:04:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

matt loadman

602 woodlands dr
linville, NC 28646

V-10891 A-10981

mailto:yakinkakalak828@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Mcleod
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:04:24 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lisa Mcleod
810 Old Fayetteville Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-4700
lisanickerson@yahoo.com

V-10892 A-10982

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Purcell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Now!
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:07:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please, do the right thing..

Sincerely,

William Purcell

314 N 26 street
Wilmington, NC 29405

V-10893 A-10983

mailto:Capefearfx@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Griselda Garcia
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:07:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Griselda Garcia

114 N 12th St
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-10894 A-10984

mailto:maminica11@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christopher Mcgalliard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: support Clean Energy
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:09:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Fix our broken clean energy laws

Sincerely,

Christopher Mcgalliard

9467 Indian Hills Street
Hickory, NC 28601

8286405436

V-10895 A-10985

mailto:gohan1970@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Ludy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:10:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Ludy

743 Staples Mill Rd
Jacksonville, NC 28540

V-10896 A-10986

mailto:ludypat@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas L Harmon, Jr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:10:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas L Harmon, Jr

909 Woodbrook Dr
GREENSBORO, NC 27410

V-10897 A-10987

mailto:tlharmonjr@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joy Hewett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:11:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joy Hewett

3069 Silk Hope Gum Springs Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312

919 545 9481

V-10898 A-10988

mailto:joyfulwit@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jesse Rollins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:11:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jesse Rollins

6612-4 Reafield Drive
Charlotte, NC 28226

9802280525

V-10899 A-10989

mailto:jesseroll6@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: audrey goforth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:11:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

audrey goforth

7 turtledove trail
asheville, NC 28805

V-10900 A-10990

mailto:audrey@goforthphoto.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Peters
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:15:50 PM

Mark Peters from Fletcher, NC writes:

NC Division of Environmental Quality

Dear Sirs,

Please correct the deficiencies in your plan to better comply with the federal Clean Power Plan as follows:

1. No plan for investing in renewable energy or energy efficient technologies.

2. No stakeholder process as directed by the E.P.A.

3. In a childish, strictly politically driven, "cutting your nose off to spite your face"  fashion, the designed-to-fail
 plan - in order to take the EPA TO COURT - will delay taking the necessary action to prevent increases to
 taxpayers to pay for the increased health care costs necessary to deal with the impact of unregulated carbon
 pollution which continues to negatively effect children, those with COPD and other airway diseases, and the
 elderly.  How many times will you repeat the mistakes of the past exemplified by the tobacco industry, whose
 deception from the 1920's and  malfeasance continues to cost lives (not to mention healthcare dollars.)  Must you
 apear as conspireing with big oil, standing in the way of progress?

4. This plan, not even considering the costs in #3, is the most expensive option!  Reestablishing the tax credits for
 home energy efficiency upgrades would be a better way to spend the money!

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): markspmp@netscape.net

First Name: Mark

Last Name: Peters

City: Fletcher
State: NC

V-10901 A-10991

mailto:markspmp@netscape.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


ZIP Code: 28732-9721

V-10902 A-10992



From: Margaret Lee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:15:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Lee

101 Woodhaven Road
Asheville, NC 28805

V-10903 A-10993

mailto:maggieshyfox@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Luzadder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean up our environment
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:19:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

The current laws and rules in my state of North Carolina are grossly inadequate and unfair to current residents, and,
 especially, to future generations. Simply go to Pennsylvania, especially the southeastern part that I am very familiar
 with, and you will see the horrendous damage, both short term and long term, that is a result of politicians who took
 the easy, short term view of the environment. They spoke of " jobs," but all of those are long gone and the ugly
 environmental degradation continues. Go there, and you will see North Carolina's future if you don"t cut the crap,
 get off of your ass and do what is right.

Sincerely,

James Luzadder

1461 mountain Meadow drive
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-10904 A-10994

mailto:Jluzadder1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: troy wentz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: energy
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:19:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

McCrory  Do something now.

Sincerely,

troy wentz

7116 reedy creek rd
Charlotte, NC 28215

V-10905 A-10995

mailto:tcwentz@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Joynes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:21:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Joynes

214 Woodhaven Trl
Boone, NC 28607

8282640037

V-10906 A-10996

mailto:mjoynes@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brenda Martin Spano
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:21:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brenda Martin Spano

408 Robinson Street, Apt., 15
Lowell, NC 28098

V-10907 A-10997

mailto:mercprojec1677@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frances White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Pollution in N. C.
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:23:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor McCrory and Joelle Burleson,

Please follow the USA Clean Power Plan set up by the Federal Government.  We cannot continue to allow N. C. to
 be exposed to all of the smoke and by-products of  dangerous contaminants.   I have 3 adult children with mates and
 3 grandsons and 2 great grandsons.  I want them to have a chance to live in a clean world.  Contamination is ruining
 our globe.  I do not see why anyone would refuse to continue to allow so much dangerous gases being set loose in
 our world.  Step up and do the right thing.  I do not know how you can sleep at night if you allow this to continue!!!

Sincerely,

Frances White

3088b Colony Rd
Durham, NC 27705

V-10908 A-10998

mailto:frsnceswhite29@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: tyna walston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:25:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

tyna walston

217 Palomar St
Fayetteville, NC 28314

V-10909 A-10999

mailto:tyna2web@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chip Lee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:27:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chip Lee

845 Seven Lakes North
West End, NC 27376

V-10910 A-11000

mailto:dobie171@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kerry Kenemer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Get your act together
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:29:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Duke Power doesn't need your help. They are the problem. We need your help and responsible stewardship. Please
 consider future generations and meet the standards of the Clean Power Plan. Why have we fallen so far behind the
 rest of the country in so short a time?

Sincerely,

Kerry Kenemer

131 Tacoma Circle
Asheville, NC 28801

V-10911 A-11001

mailto:Kerrykenemer@gmai.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hannah Premaratne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:37:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hannah Premaratne

Craft Circle
Indian Trail, NC 28079

V-10912 A-11002

mailto:hannah@premaratne.me
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Bray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Conservation
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:37:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Let's come up to speed on clamping down on industry polluters. The air and rivers hete are all polluted. I live on the
 Catawba. It is disgusting how disconnected we are from addressing environmental problems that affect us all. Do
 you have families?

Sincerely,

John Bray

496 Dutchman ave
Mount holly,  28120

V-10913 A-11003

mailto:Jb4boatin2@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenneth McKay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Environment
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:38:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I strongly feel that North Carolina should lead the way in clean power and not submit to the short term interests of
 corporate players.

Sincerely,

Kenneth McKay

23 Rocking Porch Rd
Asheville, NC 28805

V-10914 A-11004

mailto:kipmckay@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Allen Shumaker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:49:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support the clean Power plan.

Sincerely,

Allen Shumaker

346 Weaverville Rd
Asheville, NC 28804

V-10915 A-11005

mailto:allenshumaker@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: madeline scheer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:53:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

madeline scheer

160 barnard ave. apt 11
asheville, NC 28804

V-10916 A-11006

mailto:mscheer@unca.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Callahan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:55:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Callahan

477 Johnson Dairy Rd
Mooresville, NC 28115

V-10917 A-11007

mailto:orapronobis@roadrunner.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Wiley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:56:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Wiley

72 Chimney Hill Rd
Rochester, NY 14612

V-10918 A-11008

mailto:kwiley16@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Blanton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:56:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Blanton

2228 Russell Dr
Granite Falls, NC 28630

8283130960

V-10919 A-11009

mailto:tebmtn@excite.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Todd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:57:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Todd

3316 Lake Boone Trail
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-10920 A-11010

mailto:Mtmeca@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ryan Gordon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 7:59:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ryan Gordon

221 healing acres ln
Carthage, NC 28327

V-10921 A-11011

mailto:Gordon8913@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: katherine hemphill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:04:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

katherine hemphill

124 tarpley street apt 320
burlington, NC 27215

V-10922 A-11012

mailto:kathyhemphill001@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Mckinley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Stop polluting NC.
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:04:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Keep corruption out of politics and keep oil and coal out of our environment.

Sincerely,

Mark Mckinley

1412 heatherbrook dr
High point, NC 27265

3367081172

V-10923 A-11013

mailto:Mckinleymd.mm@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andra Guthrie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:09:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andra Guthrie

P.O.B.X.233
CATAWBA, NC 28609

8286122620

V-10924 A-11014

mailto:andraroth50.ar@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Sweeney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Support the Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:10:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Listen to reason and respect the planet.  Don't be a greedy fat cat.

Sincerely,

Daniel Sweeney

5109 Lamppost Circle
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-10925 A-11015

mailto:dcsween2006@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: chareles mcmahan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:10:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

chareles mcmahan

584 enka lake rd
candler, NC 28715

8283373301

V-10926 A-11016

mailto:maxluthier@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Milnes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:13:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Milnes

1 Ridgeview Drive
Asheville, NC 28804

828-505-0705

V-10927 A-11017

mailto:milnesstudio@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Harding
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:14:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Harding

1263 Bee Tree Rd
Glenville, NC 28736

V-10928 A-11018

mailto:trhiker17@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Bukovinac
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean energy
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:19:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It's time to make the switch to clean and renewable energy!!

Sincerely,

Melissa Bukovinac

21 Howland Road
Asheville, NC 28804

V-10929 A-11019

mailto:melissabukovinac@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debby Lattimore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:19:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debby Lattimore

2708 Stonewick Court
Jamestown,  27282

V-10930 A-11020

mailto:debby_lattimore@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jerry Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Polution
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:20:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Do the right thing for North Carolina and clean up our air, water, and soil!  We are watching you!

Sincerely,

Jerry Clark

444 South Peace Haven Road
Winston-Salem, NC 27103

V-10931 A-11021

mailto:mrjerryclark@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gina Choquette
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Pollution
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:27:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We must be vigilant about stopping pollution. We must also simultaneously be searching for alternative forms of
 energy production, like wind, solar, geothermal et CV.

Sincerely,

Gina Choquette
Linden, NC

Sincerely,

Gina Choquette

674 Overhills Rd
Linden, NC 28356

2543144070

V-10932 A-11022

mailto:gina.gerson.choquette88@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dorothy Madritch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:29:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

 I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dorothy Madritch

1106 Olive Chapel Road
Apex, NC 27502

V-10933 A-11023

mailto:dmadritch@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Curt Devereux
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:35:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

Curt Devereux

21 Gloucester Court
Durham, NC 27713

V-10934 A-11024

mailto:cdevereux@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lynda Case
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:37:23 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lynda Case
5 Thomson Ave
Canton, NC 28716-3723
ronniecase80@gmail.com

V-10935 A-11025

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denita Sample
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:37:46 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Denita Sample
8822 Graham Point Ln
Denver, NC 28037-8601
ddsample@charter.net

V-10936 A-11026

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jan Meadows
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:39:02 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jan Meadows
1618 Penny Rd
High Point, NC 27265-8101
jmeadows2349@gmail.com

V-10937 A-11027

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Blankenship
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:39:17 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Denise Blankenship
117 Glenn Ave
King, NC 27021-9414
blankens1333@roadrunner.com

V-10938 A-11028

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: dena currier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:39:22 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. dena currier
927 Athens Dr
Raleigh, NC 27606-1576
robotho1@gmail.com

V-10939 A-11029

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gregory Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:40:33 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Gregory Parker
3227 Octavia St
Raleigh, NC 27606-2734
gregjp91@gmail.com

V-10940 A-11030

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: megan rohland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:43:14 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. megan rohland
1128 Slateworth Dr
Durham, NC 27703-6182
megan_rohland03@live.com

V-10941 A-11031

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Shane Lonneman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:43:43 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Shane Lonneman
104 Periwinkle Ln
Mooresville, NC 28117-8440
compgen25@yahoo.com

V-10942 A-11032

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jess Hampton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:43:43 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jess Hampton
5811 Waters Edge Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28314-1059
pinkpiggys21@yahoo.com

V-10943 A-11033

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Nicholas Stites
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:43:48 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nicholas Stites
1653 Saint Pauls Rd
Hendersonville, NC 28792-7815
nstites23@gmail.com

V-10944 A-11034

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sophiw Meadors
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:43:48 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sophiw Meadors
7213 Oak Village Way
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526-8732
sjmeadors@gmail.com

V-10945 A-11035

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Courtney Schmid
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:43:53 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Courtney Schmid
107 Rolling Meadow Dr
Richlands, NC 28574-8401
cschmid2403@gmail.com

V-10946 A-11036

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anthoney Hamilton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:44:17 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Anthoney Hamilton
3501 Davidson Hwy
Concord, NC 28027-7844
Hamiltonanthoney@gmail.com

V-10947 A-11037

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rob Gannon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Energy Now
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:44:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Go with the right LONG TERM solution and promote solar, wind, and hydro power.  Shoot down dirty, archaic
 forms of energy like fracking and more oil drilling!

Sincerely,

Rob Gannon

6311 Revlock Ct
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-10948 A-11038

mailto:gannon25@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Valerie Redmond
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:44:40 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Valerie Redmond
1535 Withers Dr
Denver, NC 28037-5466
vjr1022@yahoo.com

V-10949 A-11039

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Watts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:46:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Watts

702 Wild Oak Court
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-10950 A-11040

mailto:gllbwatts@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Samantha Graber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:46:48 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Samantha Graber
432 Morning Glory Ct
Wilmington, NC 28405-2500
sgraber4409@gmail.com

V-10951 A-11041

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erica Kitchen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:49:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erica Kitchen

6309 Kent Cv
Raleigh, NC 27617

V-10952 A-11042

mailto:ericankitchen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kevin mlevin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:49:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kevin mlevin

410 Shiloh rd
forest city, NC 28043

1-828-748-3490

V-10953 A-11043

mailto:57beemer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Emily IWestlund
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:51:26 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Emily IWestlund
100 Woodbury Farm Dr
Jacksonville, NC 28540-6215
usmcwestlund@yahoo.com

V-10954 A-11044

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine Ragosta
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:51:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christine Ragosta

2117 Damascus Church Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9045012651

V-10955 A-11045

mailto:cragosta@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: dorothy foote
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:52:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

dorothy foote

109 remembrance lane
mount airy, NC 27030

3367899599

V-10956 A-11046

mailto:dogshappen@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Susan Yeager
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:52:17 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Susan Yeager
5430 Phillips Bridge Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27104-3431
turtlespirit74@gmail.com

V-10957 A-11047

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelli Hobbs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:52:30 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kelli Hobbs
105 Bayside Dr
Moyock, NC 27958-9057
kellihobbs23@gmail.com

V-10958 A-11048

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jill Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:52:39 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jill Johnson
901 Golden Star Way
Wake Forest, NC 27587-3843
jillmjohnson3@icloud.com

V-10959 A-11049

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Zach Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:52:39 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Zach Johnson
2526 Pinewood Home Dr
Pink Hill, NC 28572-9640
budlightguy87@gmail.com

V-10960 A-11050

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bruce Schlegel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:52:40 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bruce Schlegel
114 Almond Rd
Mooresville, NC 28115-7818
Bruce.Schlegel0430@gmail.com

V-10961 A-11051

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ryan Sheers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:52:42 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ryan Sheers
605 River Ridge Dr
Shallotte, NC 28470-4677
rsheers444@yahoo.com

V-10962 A-11052

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Spivey-Farlow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:52:46 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Teresa Spivey-Farlow
925 High Meadows Dr
Concord, NC 28025-8875
tjspiveyfarlow@gmail.com

V-10963 A-11053

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JANE MORRISON
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:52:57 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. JANE MORRISON
1834 Asbury Hall Ct
Charlotte, NC 28209-5538
janemorrison1@me.com

V-10964 A-11054

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sandra Ernest
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:53:06 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sandra Ernest
696 Cedar Creek Rd
Mocksville, NC 27028-6136
cedarcreekairsoft@gmail.com

V-10965 A-11055

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Chad Sakada
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:53:08 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Chad Sakada
1005 Queens Cir
Shelby, NC 28150-5505
c.sakada@gmail.com

V-10966 A-11056

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ricco Tinnin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:53:50 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ricco Tinnin
3424 Forestbrook Dr
Charlotte, NC 28208-2773
riccotinnin@gmail.com

V-10967 A-11057

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of William Gaines
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:55:08 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. William Gaines
908 W Pearsall St
Dunn, NC 28334-4736
williamluke1998@gmail.com

V-10968 A-11058

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dallas Triniti
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:55:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

After the unconscionable pollution of the Dan river and the irresponsible plan of cleaning up that river is a mortal
 sin.
I want to live in a world, a country, a state, and city that are responsible stewards of the health of our environment
 and its effects on humans.
Stop interfering in sound rules that have been set to counter pollution. Get your state government paws off my right
 to breath clean air, drink clean water, not fear for a fracking earthquake. I pay taxes and demand that you stop your
 efforts to thwart sensible guidelines.

Sincerely,

Dallas Triniti

5 Oaken Court
Asheville, NC 28803

9196379205

V-10969 A-11059

mailto:namaste211@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Young
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:56:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Young

5808 Williamsburg Way
Druham, NC 27713

V-10970 A-11060

mailto:rcyoung4@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly baird
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:57:20 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kimberly baird
60 Berrywood Ln
Hendersonville, NC 28792-7451
bairdsnc@yahoo.com

V-10971 A-11061

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Doreen Harmon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:57:25 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Doreen Harmon
1106 Bryce Ave
Salisbury, NC 28144-3808
doreenharmon83@gmail.com

V-10972 A-11062

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Titus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:57:46 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Debra Titus
351 Culp Rd
Richfield, NC 28137-5740
debit0223@gmail.com

V-10973 A-11063

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherry Yeager
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:58:00 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sherry Yeager
1200 Kensington Pl
Asheville, NC 28803-2362
slygrooves@yahoo.com

V-10974 A-11064

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Greg Knepper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 8:59:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Clean up NC bill on clean sit

Sincerely,

Greg Knepper

105 Oak street
Fairview, NC 28730

V-10975 A-11065

mailto:Greg.knepper@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Elissa Oliveira
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:00:26 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elissa Oliveira
310 Hidden Oaks Dr
Jacksonville, NC 28546-9691
elissa.oliveira13@gmail.com

V-10976 A-11066
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From: Mary Meadows
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:00:44 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mary Meadows
747 Eastwood Rd
Wilmington, NC 28403-1821
marykat73@gmail.com

V-10977 A-11067

mailto:info@care2.com
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From: Lori Bloodworth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:00:55 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lori Bloodworth
107 Sydney Way
Elizabeth City, NC 27909-3163
mustanglori011@yahoo.com

V-10978 A-11068

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Kolk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:02:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Kolk

1360 Jupiter Rd
Weaverville, NC 28787

8285507028

V-10979 A-11069
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From: Natalie Beckwith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:02:58 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Natalie Beckwith
13925 Ballantyne Corporate Pl
Charlotte, NC 28277-2704
nlzazik@gmail.com

V-10980 A-11070

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Danny Beck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:03:18 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Danny Beck
1809 Brendas Ln
Yadkinville, NC 27055-7274
leespeer1980@yahoo.com

V-10981 A-11071
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From: Lauren Franklin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:03:32 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lauren Franklin
228 Monteburg Rd
Fort Bragg, NC 28307-3413
laurenf2585@gmail.com

V-10982 A-11072

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: bob jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:04:09 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. bob jones
2305 Mayo Forest Ln
Morrisville, NC 27560-7145
ken.seq09@gmail.com

V-10983 A-11073

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steven Rose
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:04:16 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Steven Rose
4635 Brighton Ridge Dr
Apex, NC 27539-7992
srose3274@gmail.com

V-10984 A-11074

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jonathan Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:04:28 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jonathan Johnson
3115 Southwest Blvd Apt 1
Charlotte, NC 28216-4191
hawkcreeker.jj@hotmail.com

V-10985 A-11075

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Janet Geisler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:05:06 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Janet Geisler
1911 Kilby Rd
Pfafftown, NC 27040-9531
bjgeisler5894@aol.com

V-10986 A-11076
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From: Care2 on behalf of Sandy Bitter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:05:43 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sandy Bitter
230 Brookshire Ln
Wilmington, NC 28409-8006
sbitter1@gmail.com

V-10987 A-11077

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Bryce Tignor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:06:19 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bryce Tignor
6230 Saipan Dr
Tarawa Terrace, NC 28543-1332
brycetignor@gmail.com

V-10988 A-11078
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From: Andrea Archinal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:06:45 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Andrea Archinal
2981 Ormond Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27106-5034
adrea210@gmail.com

V-10989 A-11079

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jonathan Perez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:07:07 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jonathan Perez
623 S Pierce St
Eden, NC 27288-6358
jon_perez41@outlook.com

V-10990 A-11080
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mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrea Reif
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:07:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrea Reif

5212 Deer Haven Drive Apt. B
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-10991 A-11081

mailto:andreakreif@gmail.com
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From: Eric Koone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:07:39 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Eric Koone
719 Bragg Dr Apt H
Wilmington, NC 28412-0979
surfwv@hotmail.com

V-10992 A-11082

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Mike Redmond
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:08:13 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mike Redmond
1535 Withers Dr
Denver, NC 28037-5466
mcr1422@yahoo.com

V-10993 A-11083
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From: Care2 on behalf of Michaela Wallace
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:08:18 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michaela Wallace
399 Shannon Rd
Lumberton, NC 28360-2889
michaelajade22@gmail.com

V-10994 A-11084

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ashley Johnston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:09:28 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ashley Johnston
1090 Willow Creek Dr
Pinnacle, NC 27043-8459
ashjojnston.aj@gmail.com

V-10995 A-11085

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Danielle Wagner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:09:31 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Danielle Wagner
1730 Back Bay Ct Apt K
Charlotte, NC 28212-7585
grimgirl66@aol.com

V-10996 A-11086

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: roy johnston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:09:43 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. roy johnston
1090 Willow Creek Dr
Pinnacle, NC 27043-8459
royjohnston89@gmail.com

V-10997 A-11087

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Barden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:09:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Barden

200 Jefferson st
Whiteville
NC, NC 28472

V-10998 A-11088

mailto:Nancybarden52@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maxim Litvinov
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:10:00 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Maxim Litvinov
3020 Barrymore St Unit 105
Raleigh, NC 27603-3377
elksBR@yahoo.com

V-10999 A-11089

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacob Danzig
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:11:18 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jacob Danzig
1524 Beacon Ridge Rd
Charlotte, NC 28210-3439
jdanzig@ymail.com

V-11000 A-11090

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Klimenko
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:12:10 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Stephanie Klimenko
13129 Atkins Circle Dr
Charlotte, NC 28277-3254
sklimenko2@gmail.com

V-11001 A-11091

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Andrew Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:13:04 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Andrew Jones
108 Rollins Rd
Goldsboro, NC 27534-6819
jonesa2222@yahoo.com

V-11002 A-11092

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Carol Franken
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:13:34 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Carol Franken
131 Creeks Edge Dr
Sneads Ferry, NC 28460-9188
cfranken@zoomtown.com

V-11003 A-11093

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jami Gentner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:13:47 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jami Gentner
5629 Laurium Rd
Charlotte, NC 28226-5611
jami.gentner@me.com

V-11004 A-11094

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of mark harrison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:13:47 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. mark harrison
7 Pensacola School Rd
Burnsville, NC 28714-6804
markh116483@gmail.com

V-11005 A-11095

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Antonio Simpson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:16:35 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Antonio Simpson
321 N Regan St
Greensboro, NC 27401-3274
a.simpson85@yahoo.com

V-11006 A-11096

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Stephanie Odom
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:19:34 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Stephanie Odom
3086 Jg Ross Ave
Morganton, NC 28655-9290
Steph.odom96@yahoo.com

V-11007 A-11097

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Patrick Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:20:00 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Patrick Harris
247 Hayden Burke Ln
Taylorsville, NC 28681-2371
pharris5220@gmail.com

V-11008 A-11098

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Whyte
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean power
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:20:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please,
  We need to move toward cleaner air, water, and power. What good is an unregulated, polluting business climate if
 no people want to be here in NC?

Sincerely,

James Whyte

PO Box 2074
Chapel Hill, NC 27515

V-11009 A-11099

mailto:jimwhyte@mebtel.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Roepnack
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:21:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Roepnack

23 Elk Mountain Scenic Hwy
Asheville, NC 28804

828-545-5363

V-11010 A-11100

mailto:bobroep@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: rebekah giard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:21:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

rebekah giard

102 george tom court
manteo, NC 27954

V-11011 A-11101

mailto:rdgiard1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: wayne mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean Air
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:22:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

thank you !

Sincerely,

wayne mitchell

3012 Elk Ridge rd
Durham, NC 27712

V-11012 A-11102

mailto:big_wayne1759@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tyler Manning
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:23:07 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tyler Manning
724 Iris Bryant Rd
Dunn, NC 28334-6431
manning_tyler@yahoo.com

V-11013 A-11103

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenna Sommer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:23:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kenna Sommer

74 Crestmont Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-11014 A-11104

mailto:Guerakiki2@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jo Schneider
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:24:07 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jo Schneider
41 Joelle Ct
Hendersonville, NC 28792-5765
dobies_mom@yahoo.com

V-11015 A-11105

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kevin Wolf
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:27:10 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kevin Wolf
6307 Saint Stephen Ln
Charlotte, NC 28210-7006
wolfk0716@gmail.com

V-11016 A-11106

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Randolph Shriner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:27:13 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Randolph Shriner
912 Tulloch St
Eden, NC 27288-6422
randyshriner@gmail.com

V-11017 A-11107

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: david king
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:27:34 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. david king
11109 Creek Pointe Dr
Matthews, NC 28105-7702
stewie335i@gmail.com

V-11018 A-11108

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Loretta Churchill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:27:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Loretta Churchill

5000 Deerfield Rd
Gibsonville, NC 27249

V-11019 A-11109

mailto:lorettatc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Shaffer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:28:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Shaffer

700 Zelda Court
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-11020 A-11110

mailto:carolshaffer@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of amy hochstuhl
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:30:06 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. amy hochstuhl
3974 Winds Ridge Dr
Wilmington, NC 28409-4624
cincygal67@gmail.com

V-11021 A-11111

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:30:26 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michael Brown
4839 Matchwood Ct
Fayetteville, NC 28306-3935
michaelbrownuc@gmail.com

V-11022 A-11112

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Arthur Brodas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:30:36 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Arthur Brodas
PO Box 12373
Durham, NC 27709-2373
arthurbrodas@frontier.com
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From: Care2 on behalf of Michael Varney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:30:45 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michael Varney
263 Saint Andrews St
Whiteville, NC 28472-9105
tarzanmv@gmail.com
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From: Care2 on behalf of Brad Watkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:32:00 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Brad Watkins
112 Park Ave
Southport, NC 28461-3120
bradcwatkins@yahoo.com
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From: Care2 on behalf of Ron Jankavs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:32:45 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ron Jankavs
4335 Shea Ln
Mint Hill, NC 28227-9280
rjankavs@gmail.com
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From: Care2 on behalf of Alicia McIntosh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:33:15 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alicia McIntosh
207 Elaine St
Trinity, NC 27370-9459
photographybymcintosh@yahoo.com
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From: Care2 on behalf of Kenneth Dotson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:33:59 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kenneth Dotson
PO Box 205
Rhodhiss, NC 28667-0205
dotsonkenneth@rocketmail.com
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From: Care2 on behalf of Sheryl Olson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:34:26 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sheryl Olson
18 Hawk Dr
Sneads Ferry, NC 28460-7533
sheryldadamo@gmail.com
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From: Katina Brooks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean up the pollution
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:35:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

There is a plant that is polluting our air across the street from PINEWOOD  ELEMENTARY SCHOOL. This is not
 good for our children. Do we need more jobs in Mt. Holly yes but we as citizens need to be more mindful where
 these plants are placed. There is alot of land in Mt. Holly and as public officials before building these plants we
 need to think of the areas we place these buildings...I know that as a public officials yall think about the money but
 if we infect our children that are our future who will run these companies when we are gone....ijs. If all you public
 officials think about is money maybe you need more parents in the plan making part of these businesses cause
 mothers would have never placed a polluted company across the street from a elementary school or a power plant as
 well...not trying to be rude but alittle common sense is required and less greed. Thanks

Sincerely,

Katina Brooks

1132 Sandy Ford rd
Mt Holly, NC 28120

704-601-6368

V-11030 A-11120

mailto:Kcbrooks30@yahoo.com
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From: Omar El-Shaer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:39:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Omar El-Shaer

320 MCCOTTER DR
Grifton, NC 28530

2523157235

V-11031 A-11121

mailto:ny39usa@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betty Kampschroeder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:43:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betty Kampschroeder

PO Box 12125
Wilmnington
Wilmington, NC 28405

V-11032 A-11122
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From: Karen J O"Brien
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Pat McCrory
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:43:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor McCrory:  No more mistakes on your part to make our environment more unhealthy for us and those who
 follow.  Think twice before before sending a plan to purposely fail the CLEAN POWER PLAN.

Sincerely,

Karen J O'Brien

420 Matthews Estates Road
Matthews, NC 28105
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From: Adam Cornell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:47:15 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Adam Cornell
8 Cardinal Dr
Jackson Springs, NC 27281-9750
adamcnell04@gmail.com

V-11034 A-11124
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From: Terri Dallin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:47:27 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Terri Dallin
425 S Meadow Rd
Raleigh, NC 27603-8617
tdallin57@yahoo.com

V-11035 A-11125
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From: Susan Minch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:47:52 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Susan Minch
5013 Furman Pl
Charlotte, NC 28210-2305
subeeyo@gmail.com

V-11036 A-11126
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From: Rosalind Murfree
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:49:01 PM

Rosalind Murfree from Whitsett, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): mikkimurf@yahoo.com

First Name: Rosalind

Last Name: Murfree

City: Whitsett
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27377
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From: John Rounds
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:49:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Rounds

2528 Providence Road
Charlotte, NC 28211

V-11038 A-11128
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From: Care2 on behalf of Larry Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:51:27 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Larry Taylor
1013 Knotts Landing Rd SE
Bolivia, NC 28422-7676
larrytaylor3636@gmail.com

V-11039 A-11129
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From: Care2 on behalf of Rachel Hnatuck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:51:29 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rachel Hnatuck
103 Rose Sky Ct
Cary, NC 27513-3580
rachelhnatuck@yahoo.com
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From: Care2 on behalf of Pam Kirks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:51:34 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Pam Kirks
708 Valerie Dr
Raleigh, NC 27606-2669
pskirks@gmail.com

V-11041 A-11131
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From: Care2 on behalf of Angela Hodges
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:51:38 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Angela Hodges
313 Buckner Dr
Wilmington, NC 28412-7109
moonflower1021@yahoo.com

V-11042 A-11132
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From: Deb Morris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean energy
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 9:51:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Let's focus on clean industries like wind and solar.  We do not want fracking or drilling for oil off the coast.  No
 state wants the environment ruined so the big energy companies can profit.

Sincerely,

Deb Morris

1479 West Lake Dr
Asheboro, NC 27205
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From: Leigh Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:06:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leigh Wilson

8605 Windjammer Dr
Raleigh, NC 27615

919-848-1642

V-11044 A-11134
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From: Carl Beck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:10:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.
Sincerely,
Carl Dale Beck
107 Wildlife Road
Belmont, NC 28012

Sincerely,

Carl Beck

107 Wildlife Road
Belmont, NC 28012

V-11045 A-11135
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From: Joseph Carrier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean energy
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:19:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

North Carolina is ideally situated, geographically, to lead in development of clean energy.  I strongly endorse
 leadership in this undertaking.  Please use your position to do all you can to help our state to grow in a healthy
 direction and away from pollution and harm to environment.

Sincerely,

Joseph Carrier

3779 Bat Cave Rd
Old Fort, NC 28762

V-11046 A-11136
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From: Shawn Hardy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:21:07 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Shawn Hardy
241 Briarwood Pl
Sanford, NC 27332-2511
mrkentucky2010@gmail.com

V-11047 A-11137
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From: Care2 on behalf of Kandise Hall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:21:54 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kandise Hall
7934 Old Nc 10 Lot 24
Hickory, NC 28602-8602
cncgurl@yahoo.com

V-11048 A-11138

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacqueline McGee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:23:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacqueline McGee

13 Bagwell Ave
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-11049 A-11139

mailto:downtown16@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brian Herbstreit
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:25:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brian Herbstreit

6839 Ledgestone Pl
Charlotte, NC 28227

704-726-3524

V-11050 A-11140

mailto:bherbstreit@goldrushguys.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:28:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

In the interest of our state, its inhabitants,,and our planet Governor, get out of corporate pockets and work for the
 people.

Sincerely,

Robert Taylor

523 Westwood Pl
Asheville, NC 28806

V-11051 A-11141

mailto:bbqbeau@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: George Burazer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:31:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

George Burazer

8300 Meadow Lakes Dr
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-11052 A-11142

mailto:georgeburazer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Thomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Ash ponds
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:33:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please clean up the ash ponds and keep our water pure  
 It's one thing to cut government spending but on the other hand people need government services for the
 environment, health as in food safety, education and  infrastructure.

Sincerely,

Mark Thomas

5123 Berkeley Greene Drive
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-11053 A-11143

mailto:Markgregorythomas@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lee Goldman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:34:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lee Goldman

2307 Ridgefield Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-11054 A-11144

mailto:leegol@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alice Cottrell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Air quality
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:37:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support the end to dirty energy. The earth cannot sustain the pollution any longer.

Sincerely,

Alice Cottrell

265 Turtle Dove Trl
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-11055 A-11145

mailto:alice@ccvn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Zak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:37:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Zak

106 Wheatsbury Drive
Cary, NC 27513

V-11056 A-11146

mailto:karenzak@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Haynes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:37:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrew Haynes

1416 Huntcliff dr
WAXHAW, NC 28173

V-11057 A-11147

mailto:joshh418@vt.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JoAnn Costakis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:45:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JoAnn Costakis

964 Waites Hollifield Rd
Marion, NC 28752

V-11058 A-11148

mailto:jonanc49@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Conroy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:45:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

NC needs clean air and I support renewable energy to get there. Please advance a plan to maximize support of
 renewable energy, replace fossil fuel use and reduce carbon emissions.

Sincerely,

Thomas Conroy

3723 Providence Manor Road
Charlotte, NC 28270

V-11059 A-11149

mailto:Tom.conroy@conroy.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lois Clement
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:46:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lois Clement

118 rocky hollow
weaverville, NC 28787

V-11060 A-11150

mailto:Loclem97@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carl Beavers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:50:27 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Carl Beavers
903 Park Ridge Rd Apt B6
Durham, NC 27713-9211
cbeavers11@gmail.com

V-11061 A-11151

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mansie Parrish
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:52:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mansie Parrish

14322 richmond
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-11062 A-11152

mailto:Carolinagirl9702@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Broyles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:52:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

For the life of me I cannot understand why you would want to submit a plan to purposely fail the goals of the Clean
 Power Plan. Do you not care about the future of our planet? Do you not care about the quality of life for your
 children, grandchildren, and theirs?

You were elected to office to serve the people. How is this serving anyone? The only thing it could possibly serve is
 the pockets of the CEO's of the coal and fossil fuel companies (and maybe your pockets too).

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Broyles

213 Candlewood Dr
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-11063 A-11153

mailto:cssceb@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Piatak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 10:55:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Piatak

1400 Wheelwright Place
Apt 111
Cary, NC 27519

V-11064 A-11154

mailto:Piatak.catherine@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kay Doost
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:01:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kay Doost

1618 Marion Street
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-11065 A-11155

mailto:fkdoost@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine Cinpinski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:01:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

NC needs to follow the Clean Power Plan.  Give our state a chance with clean air and water.  Give Earth a chance.

Sincerely,

Christine Cinpinski

5100 Panhandle Circle
Matthews, NC 28104

V-11066 A-11156

mailto:chcinnc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dr. Rebecca Powers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:07:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dr. Rebecca Powers

214 Quail Hollow Rd
Greenville, NC 27858

V-11067 A-11157

mailto:rebeccapowers595@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ken Dyar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:15:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ken Dyar

94 Skyco Road
Manteo, NC 27954

V-11068 A-11158

mailto:nanken00@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Nelson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:16:58 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amy Nelson
214 Gold Leaf Dr
Hampstead, NC 28443-3586
amynelsonrn@yahoo.com

V-11069 A-11159

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lindsay Richards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:17:04 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lindsay Richards
4608 Simsbury Rd
Charlotte, NC 28226-5072
lrichards@gmail.com

V-11070 A-11160

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brenda Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean air
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:21:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Let's do this.

Sincerely,

Brenda Anderson

8221 Fallsdale Dr
Charlotte, NC 28214

V-11071 A-11161

mailto:Circleup@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ray Brandolin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:23:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ray Brandolin

8028 Ole Neuse Trail
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-11072 A-11162

mailto:buttgator@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristin Jenkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:27:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kristin Jenkins

612 Cory Ln NE
Leland, NC 28451

V-11073 A-11163

mailto:southern.belle964@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scott Lucas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean up my state
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:30:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

North Carolina needs to clean up its act.  The technology is available. The wish to continue to provide a safe,
 creature-friendly, clean place to work, live and nurture families is held by all North Carolinians.
The elected officials of this state do not exercise policies which reflect  the wishes of their constituents.
Bring back North Carolina to a progressive position in the country,  Start with cleaning up the air, the water and the
 land.
This state is not for sale.

Sincerely,

Scott Lucas

412 Chillingworth Lane
Charlotte, NC 28211

V-11074 A-11164

mailto:scottlucas@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christopher Charland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:33:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christopher Charland

1763 Provincial Dr
Leland, NC 28451

9108801198

V-11075 A-11165

mailto:cristo53c@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marty Madsen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:34:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marty Madsen

401 homepage circle
Apr
Apex, NC 27502

V-11076 A-11166

mailto:rmmadsen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rendy RICHARDS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:39:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rendy RICHARDS

6301 Wescott Drive
Summerfield, NC 27358

V-11077 A-11167

mailto:rlrsport@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sam Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:39:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sam Clark

5006 pine needle dr
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-11078 A-11168

mailto:Samclark17@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Tabony
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:46:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Tabony

220 Ashton Hall Lane
Raleigh, NC 27609

9198968018

V-11079 A-11169

mailto:bookman77025@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kyle Lenington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Monday, January 11, 2016 11:52:07 PM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kyle Lenington
9116 Black Heath Cir
Charlotte, NC 28214-3621
kyle_lenington@yahoo.com

V-11080 A-11170

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katerena DePasquale
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:02:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katerena DePasquale

105 west Main Street
Loft 2
Durham, NC 27701

V-11081 A-11171

mailto:Katerenaalkhimova@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: deborah shantzek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Time to respect our environment
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:33:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As elected officials you owe it to your constituents  to make sure that the policies in place protect our natural
 resources and our environment, effecting the health and well being of the citizens of our State.  I find it so
 confusing to think of anyone with any level of intelligence to disregard the dangers of not putting in place
 protective standards for all forms of energy use.  Don't you realize that this will effect everyone, including you and
 your families.  Please reconsider where you put your support and start to show your respect for the planet we
 inhabit and all of us that share in living here.

Thank you in advance for responsibly addressing this issue.

Sincerely,

Deborah Shantzek

321 Rectory St. #479
Pittsboro, NC  27312

Sincerely,

deborah shantzek

321 Rectory St.  #479
Pittsboro, NC 27312

3054019220

V-11082 A-11172

mailto:debsha_1@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JC Cagle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Civic Responsibility
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:37:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear Governor McCrory,

I have written to you 3 times and you have NEVER responded.  You have miserably failed in your duty to your
 constituents (AKA me).  I SO regret voting for you as you have disregarded me at every turn.  :(

Sincerely, 

J. C. Cagle
799 GlennBridge Road
Arden
28707

Sincerely,

JC Cagle

799 Glenn Bridge Road
Arden, NC 28704

V-11083 A-11173

mailto:jccagle@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret C Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:37:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret C Smith

404 Mission Ridge Road
Murphy, NC 28906

V-11084 A-11174

mailto:qataluna@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jon Crawford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:40:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jon Crawford

2501 south point rd
Belmont, NC 28012

V-11085 A-11175

mailto:Joncrawford2345@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:41:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I was beginning to lean towards supporting you, Gov. McCrory, but if you decide to submit a plan that is not in line
 with  the Clean Power Plan, I will fight tooth and nail to make sure you do not get re-elected.   To not get on board
 with a plan to keep our state clean and beautiful would be a disgrace to our State.

Sincerely,

Susan Smith

511 Casey Lane
Mebane, NC 27302

V-11086 A-11176

mailto:trirehab@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tania Malven
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:43:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tania Malven

2228 E Kleindale
Tucson, AZ 85719

V-11087 A-11177

mailto:tmalven@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Benhart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:44:11 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Benhart

10pasco.  Loop
Waynesville, NC 28785

V-11088 A-11178

mailto:rebbenhart@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: john yeager
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:46:56 AM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. john yeager
5901 Wishing Well Ln
Wilmington, NC 28409-4231
jeager3love@yahoo.com

V-11089 A-11179

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Martin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:47:25 AM

Jan 11, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lisa Martin
1074 E Boiling Spring Rd
Southport, NC 28461-9727
lisamrtn8@aol.com

V-11090 A-11180

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christina Bradshaw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:51:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christina Bradshaw

112 Pegg Avenue
Kernersville, NC 27284

3364232568

V-11091 A-11181

mailto:Oceanlover271@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:53:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear Governor McCory,
Let's get on board with the Clean Power Plan as a state led by you and be proactive for our children and the world
 they will inherit from us.

Sincerely,

Janet Smith

895 Jenkins Branch Road N
Bryson City, NC 28713

V-11092 A-11182

mailto:smithgjanet@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: carol denny
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:55:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

carol denny

6129 remington lake dr
raleigh, NC 27616

V-11093 A-11183

mailto:ragdog1@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Yates
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Support the Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:01:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

North Carolina could be a leader in alternative clean energy instead of the slacker using dirty power. Power
 companies must have carbon pollution standards to protect our environment and public health.
Please protect the people and environment of N.C. instead of polluters. Actively support REAL carbon pollution
 limits.

Sincerely,

Cindy Yates

105 Linville Dr
Castle Hayne, NC 28429

V-11094 A-11184

mailto:yatescp2002@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bruce Coleman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Government Pat McCrory
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:15:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Clean Power Act. You should  too.

Sincerely,

Bruce Coleman

912 woodham
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-11095 A-11185

mailto:bcoleman@syr.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Douglas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:16:50 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Angela Douglas
3115 Southwest Blvd Apt 1
Charlotte, NC 28216-4191
add.jjmj2012@outlook.com

V-11096 A-11186

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Foster
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:17:19 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Angela Foster
715 N Church St
Charlotte, NC 28202-2294
dispatcher1133@aol.com

V-11097 A-11187

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Verlisa Washington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:17:20 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Verlisa Washington
PO Box 978
Wingate, NC 28174-0978
purposrlypassionate@gmail.com

V-11098 A-11188

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Willie Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: waiting for the world to change...
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:17:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I believe that if we all help stop the pollution control the world will be a better safer and clean place and better
 breathing air for our new generation...

Sincerely,

Willie Smith

264 w. presnell st
asheboro, NC 27203

3365219387

V-11099 A-11189

mailto:williesmith317@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Helms
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:17:57 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. John Helms
6100 Brace Rd
Charlotte, NC 28211-4655
johnhelms12363@gmail.com

V-11100 A-11190

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debby Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:31:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debby Williams

1909 Fairlamb Ave
Columbia, SC 29223

V-11101 A-11191

mailto:williamsdebby123@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katrina Kelley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: There are other safer options, no more fossil fuels please.
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:51:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Global Climate change is inevitable, but why speed it up. I keep hearing, and reading, that the ground level/ earth
 surface temperature measuring devices are having their data altered by thosé who are collecting data, NOAA.
 Apparently the on ground earth temperature readings are showing warmer temperatures than near past. NOAA has
 no reason to cook the books, they aren't going to miss out on investments in Oil, Fossil fuels. The biproduct of
 using oil and fossil fuels is CO2, we can't breath that. (I think people have used CO2 to suicide. With the Car turned
 ON, the engine running, the car is burning oil/ gasoline creating exhaust C02, then the suicider runs a hose from the
 car exhaust pipe in to the car cabin. WIndows up preventing CO2 entering the car cockpit via hose from escaping
 the confined space chosen to end life, the sucider inhales CO2 till they pass out, with out oxygen the sucider bodies
 cells die. The suciders Brain cells die, ceasing the functions of breathing,
  heart
beat, and the firing of nerves that keep us being god's perfect creation. Now imagine that on a global scale; we can't
 roll down the window and change our mind..

Too late we polluted our fish bowl...  Who cares about global warming..
We are poisoning ourselves via the Air we breath, our oxygen levels are decreasing. Ever been in a hyperbaric
 pressure chamber, highest levels of Oxygen you'll ever recieve, you feel amazing, alive, like a spring chicken.
 Lance Armstrong knows how precious oxygen is.... The media called it Doping... He was basically eliminating the
 slow process naturally done by breathing, that restores Oxygen to optimal levels in our blood stream yielding
 Multiple Tour de France wins... He did it via a Blood trans fusion, swapping our 8 pints of oxygen depleted Blood
 with Bags of Blood at max oxygen caring capacity.
Lance Armstrong is an example of the importance of Oxygen, and how oxygen rich air increases the quality of life.
WHO CARES ABOUT GLOBAL WARMING. If we keep cutting down trees which replenish oxygen and don't
 stop the unnecessary usage of fossil fuels are great grand children are gonna be dragging oxygen tanks from the
 time of conception... Never mind being old. Oxygen Tanks for Everyone!

Sincerely,

Katrina Kelley

141 Oakvale drive
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-11102 A-11192

mailto:nekogaru@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Curt Carter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:20:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Curt Carter

2254 Wilkins St
2254 Wilkins St
Burlington, NC 27217

V-11103 A-11193

mailto:ccarter02@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer DiLego
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:47:17 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jennifer DiLego
3216 Auburn Estates Rd
Raleigh, NC 27610-9604
lady4di_lego@yahoo.com

V-11104 A-11194

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Bradley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Stop fouling the air !
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:51:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor McGrory

The time is here to do something positive about our quality air .

Sincerely,

Robert Bradley

305 Central Drive
Goldsboro, NC 27534

9197229538

V-11105 A-11195

mailto:ellsworthbradley193@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Claire Brothers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:01:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Claire Brothers

1709 Calico Dr
Morehead City, NC 28557

V-11106 A-11196

mailto:clairebt@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen Welgos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:24:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen Welgos

1081 Woodland Church Rd
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-11107 A-11197

mailto:welgoson@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Justin Landry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:40:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please help support a quick agreement with the minimum standards, at least, of the Clean Power Act. We can and
 should be attaining the best environmental protection while it is on our minds, for our current and future
 populations of all living things. Why not set a good example for the rest of the country, and the world, that we are
 leaders in this realm, that we care and support healthy resolutions? This is something that will benefit everyone and
 everything in our immediate and distant environments and ecosystems.

Thank you for your time and attention.

Sincerely,

Justin Landry

87 Martin Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-11108 A-11198

mailto:jl428182@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Liz Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Environment
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:43:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It is past time for this responsible Clean Power Plan to be enacted in North Carolina. We won't have jobs to go to, if
 NC citizens can't breath or become ill from polluting companies. Do the right thing as stewards of our air and water.

Sincerely,

Liz Thompson

47 woodbury rd
Asheville, NC 28804

V-11109 A-11199

mailto:lthompson128@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Harrell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:47:25 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Teresa Harrell
1104 Paddock Dr
Raleigh, NC 27609-4744
wheatsiegurl@aol.com

V-11110 A-11200

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terri Morris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:47:27 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Terri Morris
4589 Cameron Rd
Hope Mills, NC 28348-2418
dammitgirl71@yahoo.com

V-11111 A-11201

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jay Kasdorf
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:14:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I realize the impact of moving away from hydrocarbon based power generation but it must be done. There must be a
 tangible cost to carbon pollution. There is a huge amount of money to be made, however, in clean and renewable
 energy sources. People must change with the times and seize new opportunities.

Sincerely,

Jay Kasdorf

1515 Mill Valley Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9195222199

V-11112 A-11202

mailto:cattledog1@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Paula Ford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:22:38 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Paula Ford
128 Birdie Ln
Elizabeth City, NC 27909-9058
prbford@gmail.com

V-11113 A-11203

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laurel Vincenty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:43:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It's time North Carolina distinguished our state from the rest of the country by doing the right thing.

I respectfully encourage Governor McCrory and the NC Division of Air Quality to meet the standards set forth by
 the Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laurel Vincenty

5021 Rambling Hills Dr
Morrisville, NC 27560

V-11114 A-11204

mailto:baycleve@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Perrin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:47:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Perrin

39 Daybreak Cove
Burnsville, NC 28714

V-11115 A-11205

mailto:barbperrin4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darlene Lee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:52:11 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darlene Lee

125 Briarwood Dr
Selma, NC 27576

V-11116 A-11206

mailto:darleneandsteve@goatonthetrollbridge.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Pugh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:57:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Pugh

6 Brightleaf Ct
nn
Durham, NC 27713

V-11117 A-11207

mailto:tgp42@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lois Boswell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Environmental Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:01:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Clean-up our state!!!

Sincerely,

Lois Boswell

111 Maple Avenue #408
Burlington, NC 27215

6194434787

V-11118 A-11208

mailto:lr123boswell@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betsy Freeman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean up this state
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:07:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Such a beautiful state that is killing our state. With the tracking and poor management to raise the quality of the air,
 we and our kids will develop health issues. Clean up the air and land..do not bow or be bought out by the big
 corporations that pay to allow our environment to decay.

Sincerely,

Betsy Freeman

7307 sheffingdell
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-11119 A-11209

mailto:Betsy.freeman1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jerome seaton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:13:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jerome seaton

105 fidelity st
carrboro, NC 27510

9196192995

V-11120 A-11210

mailto:jerome.maximus@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Porter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:21:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Porter

927 Mulberry Mill Road
North Wilkesboro, NC 28659

V-11121 A-11211

mailto:jbarlowporter@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Laura Gould-White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:22:34 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Laura Gould-White
8725 Highmore Trl
Raleigh, NC 27603-8594
laura@sweetnsassypassion.com

V-11122 A-11212

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Kellam
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:31:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Kellam

202 Ashland Drive
Greensboro, NC 27403

3368091515

V-11123 A-11213

mailto:jkellam16@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Faulkner-Bond
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:31:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Faulkner-Bond

1 Forest Ridge Drive
Arden, NC 28704

V-11124 A-11214

mailto:Dan.f.bond@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anna Sebastian
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:39:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anna Sebastian

207 Pineburr Road
Greensboro, NC 27455

V-11125 A-11215

mailto:anna101@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Whelan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:43:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Whelan

8911 Snapfinger Ct
WAXHAW, NC 28173

V-11126 A-11216

mailto:grdead123@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Walls
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:45:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support this plan - you lose nothing if you support it and everything if you do to.

Sincerely,

Laura Walls

6 Prospector's Trail
Black Mountain, NC 28711

8285457642

V-11127 A-11217

mailto:trimom53@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kim Livingston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:49:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kim Livingston

526 Caswell Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-11128 A-11218

mailto:Kimberly.shumate@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacqueline Umbra
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:49:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacqueline Umbra

106 Chimo Court
Cary, NC 27513

V-11129 A-11219

mailto:Jacqueline.umbra@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen Clift
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:49:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor McCrory and his environmental agency are going to submit a plan to purposefully fail the goals of the
 Clean Power Plan.  We are watching you.

Sincerely,

Stephen Clift

114 River Reach Dr. west
Swansboro, NC 28584

9103265669

V-11130 A-11220

mailto:steve_clift11@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hannah Dosa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:50:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hannah Dosa

135 1/2 Viginia Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-11131 A-11221

mailto:Hannahdosa@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kara Comp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:50:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kara Comp

78 deaver st
Asheville, NC 28806

V-11132 A-11222

mailto:Karajc3@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Ward
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:08:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Ward

219 Blueberry Lane
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-11133 A-11223

mailto:cvward01@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Armistead, M.D.
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Support the Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:13:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Make the switch to clean energy but avoid nuclear completely as it is too costly and dangerous to all life forms on
 earth!

Sincerely,

Susan Armistead, M.D.

15 North Dr
Key Largo, FL 33037

3059429057

V-11134 A-11224

mailto:susan_armistead@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine Allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:16:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christine Allen

201 Abbey Lane
Cary, NC 27511

V-11135 A-11225

mailto:christinelovesdogs@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicky Lee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:17:52 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nicky Lee
125 Pasadena Rd
Garner, NC 27529-6222
mashiekalee@yahoo.com

V-11136 A-11226

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Graham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean energy
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:19:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please consider this letter as my request to you to make your role in our government one that we can both call
 responsible.  Do what you are not only empowered to do but what is right: promote, secure and demand clean
 energy and safer practices by the existing energy providers.

This is not about you, me or the corporations.  This is about our planet.

Thank you,
Jim Graham

Sincerely,

James Graham

278 Vail Drive
Blowing rock, NC 28605

V-11137 A-11227

mailto:Jgraham3@prodigy.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: keith denny
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:19:41 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

keith denny

1322 mount olive church rd
pittsboro, NC 27312

919.542.1683

V-11138 A-11228

mailto:jkeithdenny@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: C. Wayne Ashcraft
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Save Us from Global Warming
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:20:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please clean up our state's environment.

Sincerely,

C. Wayne Ashcraft

1125 Tidalkwalk Drive
Wilmington, CA 28409

V-11139 A-11229

mailto:cwashcraft@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rose Henderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:28:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rose Henderson

311 Blake Street
Raleigh, NC 27601

V-11140 A-11230

mailto:Theholyrose@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenneth Leary
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:31:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Why does anyone expect a Duke energy executive elected to the Governor's office to represent anyone other than
 Duke energy. Art Pope, McCrory, etc., will let you die to protect their bottom line.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Leary

airport road
pinehurst, NC 28374

V-11141 A-11231

mailto:kenleary@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Burazer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:31:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Burazer

8300 Meadow Lakes Dr
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-11142 A-11232

mailto:dannavy2002@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Rees
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:34:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Rees

2623 Grant Ave
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-11143 A-11233

mailto:Annehrees@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christopher Austin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:45:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We as North Carolinians need to be preparing for the future. In order to do this we must change our perspective
 from short term gains that have lasting detrimental effects on the health and well being of our residents.

Sincerely,

Christopher Austin

7339 alcorn road
Greensboro, NC 27409

V-11144 A-11234

mailto:inneryeti@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lewellen Padgett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:47:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

we expect the Clean Power Plan to be enacted.  Duke Power, among other irresponsible companies, are destroying
 our futures , our health, and our planet's health.

Sincerely,

Lewellen Padgett

220 South Fulton Street
Salisbury, NC 28144

V-11145 A-11235

mailto:Lewzbluz@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dayla Lingerfelt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:47:54 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dayla Lingerfelt
604 Cress School Rd
Salisbury, NC 28147-9678
daylakay@gmail.com

V-11146 A-11236

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dana Strader
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:48:34 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dana Strader
753 Guerrant Springs Rd
Ruffin, NC 27326-9271
straderd@rockinghamcc.edu

V-11147 A-11237

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jamie McAdoo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:49:07 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jamie McAdoo
3607 mccuistion rd
Greensboro, NC 27407
jnfleetwood@hotmail.com

V-11148 A-11238

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alyssa Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:52:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alyssa Brown

3506 Treeview Lane
Browns Summit, NC 27214

V-11149 A-11239

mailto:alyssabrown2@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sandrea Butler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:55:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear Sir,
Please protect the air in North Carolina. We need to be careful with what will be left for our children and
 grandchildren.

Sincerely,

sandrea Butler

619 Dunbar Street
Durham, NC 27701

V-11150 A-11240

mailto:sandreab72@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ian Fuller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:55:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ian Fuller

5000 split oak dr
Charlotte, NC 28227

V-11151 A-11241

mailto:Iannfull@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Ruffin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air, curb pollution
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:56:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I have been a NC resident since 1969...I love this state, one of the beauties of North Carolina is all the different
 scenic wonders in the state...coast, heartland and mountains..we need to put pressure on our politicians because it's
 the only way to make them listen.

Sincerely,

Deborah Ruffin

285 Clubfoot Creek Rd
Havelock, NC 28532

V-11152 A-11242

mailto:Ruffie.1973@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DAVID ASKINS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:01:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

DAVID ASKINS

20 0AK ROAD
HAMPSTEAD, NC 28443

9102706109

V-11153 A-11243

mailto:david.oystershell@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathleen Brady
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:07:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Brady

278 high hill rd
Jacksonville, NC 28540

V-11154 A-11244

mailto:scraps58@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan Klemic
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:10:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joan Klemic

244 oakleaf drive
pine knoll shores, NC 28512

V-11155 A-11245

mailto:jekak@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meredith Alduk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:11:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Meredith Alduk

2020 Bluemont Dr
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-11156 A-11246

mailto:artiseverywhere82@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Audrey Ellington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:13:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Audrey Ellington

675 Hidden Hollow Rd
Bryson City, NC 28713

8285085300

V-11157 A-11247

mailto:dukeandaudrey@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: carol meyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:13:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

carol meyer

6117 clairidge road
wilmington, NC 28403

V-11158 A-11248

mailto:casm@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: George Cole
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:13:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to m increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

George Cole

P O Box 835
Carthage, NC 28327

V-11159 A-11249

mailto:bennycole12@embarqmail.congratulations
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Henson Frost
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:16:11 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Henson Frost

105 SW 3rd St
Oak Island, NC 28465

9103222507

V-11160 A-11250

mailto:luvanimals@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randolph Harrison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:18:08 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Randolph Harrison
211 Lenoir St
Morganton, NC 28655-3127
rharrison@wpcc.edu

V-11161 A-11251

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jonathan Moss
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:19:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jonathan Moss

148 sarah st
Mount airy, NC 27030

13865778013

V-11162 A-11252

mailto:jonathanmoss88@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pelham Jacobs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:19:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Mr. McCrory - It is time to put short term gains behind us and do what is best for all of us now, for our
 grandchildren and all following generations to have a safe planet to call home. Please answer what I know your
 heart is telling you and do the correct thing. -Pelham Jacobs- Farmer

Sincerely,

Pelham Jacobs

4416 St Mary's Rd
hillsborough, NC 27278

V-11163 A-11253

mailto:pelham9@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan Garnett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:20:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joan Garnett

106 Jones St
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-11164 A-11254

mailto:joanofearth@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dorothy O"Beirne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Carbon Pollution Standards
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:22:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please comply with carbon pollution standards for power plants.

Sincerely,

Dorothy O'Beirne

714 N Avalon Rd
Apt B
Winston-Salem, NC 27104

V-11165 A-11255

mailto:Dorothy.obeirne@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Wendy Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:23:03 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Wendy Jones
1295 Gray Rd
Chocowinity, NC 27817-9114
sunsetbeach_68@yahoo.com

V-11166 A-11256

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terri Stanley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:25:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terri Stanley

501 Ray West Dr
Kernersville, NC 27284

V-11167 A-11257

mailto:stanleydesign@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lea Dutton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Please uphold Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:25:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am writing to ask for your support in writing a strong state plan that will allow North Carolina to uphold the goals
 set out by the Clean Power Plan. Technology is advancing so quickly...it is now possible to both keep our economy
 strong and keep our air clean. You are doing a disservice to carbon intensive energy providers by not encouraging
 and supporting them in moving toward offering greener energy sources. They need to shift with the marketplace to
 stay in business in the long run.

Sincerely,

Lea Dutton

343 Hillside Street
Asheville, NC 28801

V-11168 A-11258

mailto:lea.dutton@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jon Boggiano
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:25:41 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jon Boggiano

17318 Inglewood Lane
Huntersville, NC 28078

17047782560

V-11169 A-11259

mailto:jonboggiano@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Humble
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:25:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Humble

910 Emory Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-11170 A-11260

mailto:chashumble@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rosemary Toumey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean water
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:31:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Necessary

Sincerely,

Rosemary Toumey

505 South Frint Street
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-11171 A-11261

mailto:retoumey@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Sening
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: support Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:31:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am in favor of North Carolina and all states submitting a plan that meets the goals of the Clean Power Plan.

Sincerely,

Mary Sening

101 Lantern Way
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-11172 A-11262

mailto:marysening@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Oz Gamboa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:33:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Oz Gamboa

811 New Kent Place
Cary, NC 27511

V-11173 A-11263

mailto:doomedvisions@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wafa Khalil
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power plans
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:37:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We need clean air, water, and soil! We need clean power plants.. North Carolina should be a leader in clean energy

Sincerely,

Wafa Khalil

705 Cheselden dr
Durham
Durham, NC 27713

V-11174 A-11264

mailto:Wafakhalil@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: william boyle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:41:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

william boyle

121 macdougall lane
weaverville, NC 28787

828-779-2165

V-11175 A-11265

mailto:boyleenterprises@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vera Crumley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:42:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We must protect our water.

Vera Crumley

Sincerely,

Vera Crumley

1203 Abbey circle
Asheville, NC 28805

V-11176 A-11266

mailto:veracrumley@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Frame
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Support the Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:42:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Accept that change is inevitable and NC can be a leader in clean power manufacturing, generation and jobs!

Sincerely,

Gary Frame

1409 The Plaza
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-11177 A-11267

mailto:gpframe@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: BONNIE SAMMIS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:44:12 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

BONNIE SAMMIS

5801 INDIAN BROOK DRIVE
Matthews, NC 28104

V-11178 A-11268

mailto:bmes_51@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Broxterman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:47:58 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amanda Broxterman
2 Slosman Dr
Asheville, NC 28806-6103
amandabroxta@yahoo.com

V-11179 A-11269

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jim Wade
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:48:11 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jim Wade
201 Stanaford Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27104-2721
wadejp@triad.rr.com

V-11180 A-11270

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Schwerman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:48:19 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elizabeth Schwerman
9604 Vinca Cir
Charlotte, NC 28213-0544
swimmer92@fuse.net

V-11181 A-11271

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Sendler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:48:41 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Angela Sendler
133 Trotter Ridge Dr
Mooresville, NC 28117-5968
alnilove4ever@yahoo.com

V-11182 A-11272

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jonna Artisan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:49:06 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jonna Artisan
Wilmington, nc
Wilmington, NC 28412
mypersonaladdress1@hotmail.com

V-11183 A-11273

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: emily roberts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:53:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

North Carolina is a beautiful state -- let's keep it that way!  We should do all we can to meet or exceed the Clean
 Power Plan standards for carbon pollution.

Sincerely,

emily roberts

104 barningham ct
cary, NC 27519

V-11184 A-11274

mailto:emily.roberts@quintiles.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathleen Royal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:02:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Royal

374 Green Mountain Rd
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-11185 A-11275

mailto:bobkat96@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ellen Glenn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:04:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ellen Glenn

104 Deer Run
Asheville, NC 28805

V-11186 A-11276

mailto:nellecreative@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jorge Valdes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:13:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

No more pollution !!!
Stop the nonsense

Sincerely,

Jorge Valdes

PO Box 1002
High Point, NC 27261

V-11187 A-11277

mailto:jvaldes@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Navid Farahi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: We need your help
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:13:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Gentlemen,

If this is true, please take the right action for our environment and nature.

We would appreciate it a lot.

Best Regards,
Navid Farahi

Sincerely,

Navid Farahi

9101 olmsted Dr
Charlotte, NC 28262

V-11188 A-11278

mailto:navid_80us@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joshua Lohmann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Enough is enough
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:13:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I have been watching as McCrory has openly protected polluters from law suits at the same time as protecting
 companies from having to take responsibility for their pollution and spills. Enough is enough, Gov. McCrory. It is
 time to protect the waters and lands you were elected to represent instead of your financial interests and corporate
 buddies for whom you are beholden to for their campaign financing. For once in your career, protect North
 Carolina!

Sincerely,

Joshua Lohmann

42 Senator Reynolds Road
#306
Asheville, NC 28804

V-11189 A-11279

mailto:jslohmann2003@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: C Driscoll
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:18:00 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. C Driscoll
2117 Bay St
Charlotte, NC 28205-6007
chrisite.driscoll@gmail.com

V-11190 A-11280

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: DEBBRA MORRIS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:20:19 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. DEBBRA MORRIS
5303 Liberty Hall Cir
Winston Salem, NC 27106-6257
DEBBRAMORRIS1@GMAIL.COM

V-11191 A-11281

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: betsy yopp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean power plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:22:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

please support clean carbon emisson plan

Sincerely,

betsy yopp

175 sioux lane
Apt/Suite
clayton, NC 27520

V-11192 A-11282

mailto:twoyellowdogs@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Casstevens Robert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:24:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please quit sweeping this problem under the rug. NC needs a comprehensive overhaul of it's carbon pollution
 standards. Neglecting this issue will only increase future costs to the environment and tax payers. I have my doubts
 about Pat doing anything to tackle this issue due to his conflict of interest. He is more concerned with his stock
 holdings than NC environment.

Sincerely,

Casstevens Robert

3154 Ashlyn Lane
Jonesville, NC 28642

V-11193 A-11283

mailto:evenbrewer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julia Borg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:27:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julia Borg

585 Willow creek rd
Leicester, NC 28748

8286834278

V-11194 A-11284

mailto:sjborg2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Poole
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:29:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Poole

2221 Finchley Dr
Charlotte, NC 28215

V-11195 A-11285

mailto:capoole4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Colleen Gariton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:31:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Colleen Gariton

9915 Gray Dove Ct
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-11196 A-11286

mailto:colleenliz@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ERIC EVERETT
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:31:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ERIC EVERETT

14 FOREST RIDGE DRIVE
ARDEN, NC 28704

V-11197 A-11287

mailto:nyla10580@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steven Frowine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:32:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

NC need clean air!

Sincerely,

Steven Frowine

324 Pole Barn Drive
Asheville, NC 28806

8287479541

V-11198 A-11288

mailto:stevefrow@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Price
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:38:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debra Price

2 Live Oak Lane
Southern Shores, NC 27949

2522071087

V-11199 A-11289

mailto:debbieprice@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Fortner-Burton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:40:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Fortner-Burton

4905 Tanbark Drive
Wilmington, NC 28412

804-674-0159

V-11200 A-11290

mailto:fortnerburton@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Bessey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:43:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Bessey

7159 Windyrush Rd
Charlotte, CA 28226

V-11201 A-11291

mailto:webessey@perigee.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Gringle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:44:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please reach these Clean Power goals.

Sincerely,

Robert Gringle

2014 Wilson St
Durham, NC 27705

V-11202 A-11292

mailto:regringe1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Steen
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:52:31 AM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

John Steen
108 W. Trinity Ave.
Durham, NC 27701

V-11203 A-11293

mailto:johnsteeniv@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Dana King
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean power plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:01:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It makes no difference what I say about not wanting pollution.  My name I have signed!

Sincerely,

Dana King

1001 Donphil Rd
Durham, NC 27712

V-11204 A-11294

mailto:kinglove@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martha Spencer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:05:11 AM

Martha Spencer from Brevard, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): spencer_martha@hotmail.com

First Name: Martha

Last Name: Spencer

City: Brevard
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28712

V-11205 A-11295

mailto:spencer_martha@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chuck Itzkovitz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:07:41 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Support the goals of the CleanPower a Plan. Don't undermine progress, and be a reactionary.

Sincerely,

Chuck Itzkovitz

40 Hyannis Dr
Unit 203
Asheville, NC 28804

V-11206 A-11296

mailto:Chuckitz791@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heidi Berman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:18:29 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Heidi Berman
500 E Ship Creek Ave
raleigh, NC 27514
yournannyheidi@gmail.com

V-11207 A-11297

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanne Morse
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:19:41 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Joanne Morse
9620 Elizabeth Townes Ln
Charlotte, NC 28277-2127
joannemmorse@gmail.com

V-11208 A-11298

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: June Gregor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:20:25 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. June Gregor
3506 Ridge Ct
Morganton, NC 28655-5628
gregorjune@yahoo.com

V-11209 A-11299

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Johan Madson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:21:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Johan Madson

108 Rustic Wood
Carv, NC 27518

V-11210 A-11300

mailto:Jamadson0124@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica luker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:26:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica luker

702 bonha my ave
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-11211 A-11301

mailto:jclukersciencenerd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alison Roller-Alling
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:27:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alison Roller-Alling

5732 Skyline Dr
Seven Hills, OH 44131

V-11212 A-11302

mailto:aroller-alling@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julia Young
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:30:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julia Young

457 Meadowbranch Road
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-11213 A-11303

mailto:mandjyoung@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kevin piacenza
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:31:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kevin piacenza

624 hughes rd
Hampstead, NC 28443

919-412-2501

V-11214 A-11304

mailto:kevinpiacenza@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alex Sinykin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:31:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alex Sinykin

615 Guilford av
Apt. 4
Greensboro, NC 27401

7637723922

V-11215 A-11305

mailto:alexsinykin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Sandlin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:37:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angela Sandlin

609 Cheyenne Rd
Jacksonville, NC 28540

9103469268

V-11216 A-11306

mailto:angelaruddell.sandlin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Wingfield
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:37:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Wingfield

1001 Hardimont Road
Raleigh, NC 27609

9195233175

V-11217 A-11307

mailto:eowingfield@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amber Moodie-Dyer
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:41:17 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Amber Moodie-Dyer

Amber Moodie-Dyer
2786 Cranberry Springs Rd
Fleetwood, NC 28684

V-11218 A-11308

mailto:moodiedyer@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Bryan Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:43:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Earth is the only planet we have - the only place available for us to live.  It is imperative for us to leave a habitable,
 healthy place for our children, and their children, to live. 

The current trajectory of environmental abuse will unquestionably lead to a world that will be, at best, marginally
 inhabitable.  We must work to protect our one and only habitable planet.

Sincerely,

Bryan Williams

111 Revere Forest Ct
Cary, NC 27519

9193898053

V-11219 A-11309

mailto:bryan_williams@carramore.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cara McCollum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:46:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cara McCollum

1567 Crawford Rd
Graham, NC 27253

V-11220 A-11310

mailto:clmccollum78@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Claudia Lange
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:46:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Claudia Lange

2512 EAST WOODLYN WAY
GREENSBORO, NC 27407

V-11221 A-11311

mailto:crlange12@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Fui Lian Tan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:47:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear Governor Pat McCrory
Subject: Clean Power Plan

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
Fui Lian Tan
Chicago, IL

Sincerely,

Fui Lian Tan

57-A west 15th Street
1400 South Lake Shore Drive
Chicago, IL 60605

V-11222 A-11312

mailto:fuilian38@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gailya Paliga
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: NC needs to meet real carbon pollution standards
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:49:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

NC needs to meet real carbon pollution standards.

Unless Governor McCrory makes some changes, the McCrory legacy will be environmental disasters and fighting
 the federal government to keep things unhealthy and unsafe.

-The Duke coal ash spill is one of the worst coal ash spills in U.S. history. 
- Up to 27 million gallons of contaminated water and 82,000 tons of coal ash spilled into North Carolina’s Dan
 River after a pipe burst underneath a waste pond.
-That is enough toxic sludge to fill more than 70 Olympic swimming pools.

- Later, NC's state regulators intentionally block lawsuits against Duke Energy.

- The Associated Press revealed that under "Governor McCrory, North Carolina’s environmental agency has
 blocked lawsuits over Duke’s coal ash ponds three times, eventually shielding all 31 ponds from potential lawsuits."
- NC's environmental agency "proposed settlements for a fraction of Duke’s worth that did not require Duke to clean
 up the ponds."

Changes must be made or pollution and fighting against proper cleanup will be a large part of Governor McCrory's
 legacy.

Sources:
"NC regulators shielded Duke's coal ash pollution," 2/9/14, at http://bigstory.ap.org/article/nc-regulators-shielded-
dukes-coal-ash-pollution

Sincerely,

Gailya Paliga

8904 Creekstone Ct
RALEIGH, NC 27615

V-11223 A-11313

mailto:gailya@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://bigstory.ap.org/article/nc-regulators-shielded-dukes-coal-ash-pollution
http://bigstory.ap.org/article/nc-regulators-shielded-dukes-coal-ash-pollution


From: Sue Leach
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:50:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sue Leach

202 Bennington Place
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-11224 A-11314

mailto:sleach0926@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Hammond
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:51:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Hammond

7214 Ridge Lane Road
Charlotte, NC 28262

V-11225 A-11315

mailto:becca@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ladiamond Fletcher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:51:49 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ladiamond Fletcher
293 cosmos Dr
Mountain home, NC 28758
ladiamond1992@gmail.com

V-11226 A-11316

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Cathy McKay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:55:21 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cathy McKay
5005 Winterlochen Rd
Raleigh, NC 27603-4251
cjmred@gmail.com

V-11227 A-11317

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: pam and leigh dunston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:55:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

pam and leigh dunston

1922 Main St
Blowing Rock,  28605

V-11228 A-11318

mailto:ptdunston@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Millette
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:55:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Millette

518 Motts Creek Rd
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-11229 A-11319

mailto:bill@millette.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Dropppers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:01:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Dropppers

1503 PepperHill Rd
Greensboro, NC 27407

V-11230 A-11320

mailto:tdrops@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Mullis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:01:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Mullis

2403 Hidden Trail Ct
Matthews, NC 28105

V-11231 A-11321

mailto:mullis.mary@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bonnie Kirk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:03:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bonnie Kirk

608 East College
Elon, NC 27244

V-11232 A-11322

mailto:ncantique@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: max prague
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean(er) energy
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:10:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

please, for our children and not profits

Sincerely,

max prague

265 charlotte st #28
asheville, NC 28801

V-11233 A-11323

mailto:maxwell653@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jan branciforte
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:13:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jan branciforte

113 horn road
WILMINGTON, NC 28412

V-11234 A-11324

mailto:JMbranciforte@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Harney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Environmental Protection
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:14:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I moved to the Blue Ridge for the beauty of the area.  That is rapidly diminishing because of the inability to see the
 mountains on the smoggiest days.  It is very depressing, and it is because your former company, Gov. Mcrory, has
 been a party to coal burning power for far too long.  Let's start cleaning it up now!  PS.  I do vote and am sorry to
 see your move to the right on so many issues.

David Harney
Fairview, NC

Sincerely,

David Harney

28 Sugarland Ridge Rd
Faiview, NC 28730

V-11235 A-11325

mailto:davidharney01@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: shelby smithwick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:18:17 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. shelby smithwick
501 Morning Glory Rd
Randleman, NC 27317-7558
smithwickshelby@yahoo.com

V-11236 A-11326

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Hamm
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:18:24 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. James Hamm
106 W Bailey Ln
Hampstead, NC 28443-3971
widescreaner1@gmail.com

V-11237 A-11327

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Hicks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:20:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please do your best to keep our air and water CLEAN.

Sincerely,

Paul Hicks

2005 Gwyn Rd
Burlington, NC 27217

V-11238 A-11328

mailto:Paulnnc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Henderson Gilleland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:22:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Pat McCrory Joelle Burleson,
Please honor the standards in the Clean Power Plan. Please remember you grand children and the legacy you leave.

Sincerely,

Henderson Gilleland

194 Jitterbug Lane
Cullowhee, NC 28273

V-11239 A-11329

mailto:hgilleland@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynda Rogers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:25:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynda Rogers

401 Hawkwood Lane
Leicester, NC 28748

V-11240 A-11330

mailto:Lyndsgmrogers@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Grace DeMaria
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:25:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Grace DeMaria

792 Lower Moncure Rd
Sanford, NC 27330

V-11241 A-11331

mailto:demariagrace@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tim LaBuda
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: NC Conservation Network
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:25:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We must clean up our act!

Sincerely,

Tim LaBuda

603 Montclair Dr
Apt A
Wilmington, NC 28403

9102329781

V-11242 A-11332

mailto:tjlabuda@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy O"Dell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:25:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy O'Dell

61 Redmond Rd
Murphy, NC 28906

V-11243 A-11333

mailto:nodell22@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: william Meadows
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:26:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

william Meadows

1305 n main st
mount Pleasant, NC 28124

V-11244 A-11334

mailto:williammea05@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Whitlock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:28:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Whitlock

8 Mystery Mountain Drive
Sylva, NC 28779

V-11245 A-11335

mailto:cwhitlock1961@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emily Becker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:31:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Emily Becker

1233 Cranebridge Pl
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

2406205093

V-11246 A-11336

mailto:elbecker13@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dr. L. Kyle Horton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111 (d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:32:02 PM

Dr. L. Kyle Horton from Carolina Beach, NC writes:

My name is Dr. Kyle Horton and I am speaking out today for a real clean power plan both personally and
 professionally as an internal medicine doctor and public health advocate. On a personal level, a member of my
 extended family was one of the eleven people killed in the Deepwater Horizon oil rig explosion. Our family
 experienced loss, because of our nation’s dirty energy addiction to unsafe fossil fuel exploration. I don’t want that
 loss to be experienced here in North Carolina. We should not value dirty fossil fuels and corporate profits over
 human life.

It is not often that you get to speak out knowing that you have the agreement of the likes of the Pope and NASA on
 a certain issue, but this is the case with climate change. Speaking professionally, as a doctor, there is widespread
 agreement that climate change is happening and that it IS relevant to our patient care. We have all ready seen some
 of the early health effects of climate change. There have been increases in the annual numbers of deaths and
 hospitalizations due to extreme heat. There have been increases in injuries and deaths attributed to super storms and
 weather disasters. Along with this, there is a spread in the geographic regions for tick and mosquito born diseases
 that used to be restricted by cooler temperatures. This has included the first outbreaks of Dengue fever in the
 Southeast, increasing cases of West Nile Virus, and Lyme disease spreading increasingly northward into Canada.

Probably most importantly though is the consensus that the health effects of climate change disproportionately
 threaten the health of our most vulnerable citizens including children, seniors, and the poor. Those living with
 chronic heart and lung disease are put at substantial risk. Focusing on lung disease, I can tell you that there is no
 more heartbreaking sight than watching a child struggling to breathe and that the effect of climate change on asthma
 cases is all ready being seen by doctors. In January of this year, a Yale University study surveyed physicians in the
 American Thoracic Society. This is the group of doctors who specialize in lung diseases and critical care. 77% of
 them observed that air pollution related to climate change is worsening their patients’ chronic conditions like
 asthma. In lab studies, we have demonstrated that allergens like ragweed have a longer growing season, grow taller
 and produce more pollen in a carbon dioxide rich environment. This means that those with allergies and asthma are
 all ready worse off, because of greenhouse gas emissions.

Future generations of North Carolinians deserve to breathe easier and we can take action today to ensure this. We
 pride ourselves, with our Order of the Longleaf Pine, on being a state “where the weak grow strong and the strong
 grow great.” Our children, while weak and vulnerable today can grow strong, but only with the clean air and water
 that is essential for their growth and development. For the sake of our children, we must ensure that our energy
 future is renewable, clean, and healthy. I am asking Governor McCrory to commit to public health by putting forth
 a REAL plan to cut pollution. The Clean Power Plan is a tool to help future generations of North Carolinians
 breathe easier and we deserve a plan that meets the carbon dioxide emissions reduction required AND that
 strengthens our commitment to renewable, clean and healthier energy sources. We can and should expect our
 Governor to stop playing politics and putting corporate profits ahead of our people. Thank you for your time today.

----------
Form Data:

V-11247 A-11337
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Email 1 (Primary): lkylehorton@gmail.com

First Name: Dr. L. Kyle

Last Name: Horton

City: Carolina Beach
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28428

V-11248 A-11338



From: judith malone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:34:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

judith malone

1339 nc hwy 22 42
bennett, NC 27208

V-11249 A-11339

mailto:maloneemp@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debby Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:34:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debby Baker

8504 Castle Pine Ct
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-11250 A-11340

mailto:shoobulence@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keith Gaines
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:37:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Keith Gaines

4470 Piedmont Trace Drive
Greensboro, NC 27409

V-11251 A-11341

mailto:kgofnc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Theresa Rubin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:39:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Theresa Rubin

110 blue heron farm road
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-11252 A-11342

mailto:tessra2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jackie Choquette
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:40:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jackie Choquette

911 Kannapolis Pkwy
Concord, NC 28027

V-11253 A-11343

mailto:zimagirl29@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniele Allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:43:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniele Allen

4217 McNeill Rd
Sanford, NC 27332

V-11254 A-11344

mailto:dania61@me.com
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From: Ryan McHenry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: We need to focus on the people
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:43:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Constantly abiding by what corporations think is best for the people has been proven short-sighted both in NC and
 throughout the US.  

Pandering for votes only to take side of corporations has to stop and there will come a time where we pay for this
 lack of vision.

It's time to start doing what's right.   There's not much else that needs to be stated.   At some point, we all will pay if
 we do not start working for all of humanity.

Sincerely,

Ryan McHenry

1670 walnut view dr
Charlotte, NC 28208

V-11255 A-11345

mailto:Bleys7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Edds
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:52:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Edds

2314 Vintage Hill Drive
Durham, NC 27712

V-11256 A-11346

mailto:Kathy@edds.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lewis Hawley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:53:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lewis Hawley

150 Stacy Loop Rd
STACY, NC 28581

V-11257 A-11347

mailto:hawleydur@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: martha haberstumpf
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:53:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

martha haberstumpf

506 wingina st
manteo, NC 27954

2524737884

V-11258 A-11348

mailto:mah_nc@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Theresa Oppelt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:55:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Theresa Oppelt

953 Bonlee Bennett rd
Siler City, NC 27344

V-11259 A-11349

mailto:starrabbit@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caleb Hild
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:55:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Caleb Hild

3634 Ashton glen ln
Oxford, NC 27565

V-11260 A-11350

mailto:Vinnievt@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Sherrie Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 12:56:09 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sherrie Smith
3237 Annex St
Conover, NC 28613-9157
ssmithh8412@yahoo.com

V-11261 A-11351
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From: Sam Ruark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Support the Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:06:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

The EPA has made meeting the criteria of the Clean Power Plan an easy one for NC.  Please quit playing politics
 with our air and water quality. The future of our economy in this state is clean renewable energy.
thank you,
Sam Ruark

Sincerely,

Sam Ruark

10 Weaver Smith Drive
Candler, NC 28715

8283010774

V-11262 A-11352

mailto:ruark4peace@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Ferguson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:12:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Ferguson

83 Ferguson Rd
Siler City, NC 27344

V-11263 A-11353

mailto:cferguson1@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Douglas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: I clean air
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:13:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

The book the president

Sincerely,

Charles Douglas

1906 filney sy
Greensboro, NC 27406

V-11264 A-11354

mailto:chollyd@triad.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dan Sinks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:13:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Lets cooperate a little. Submit a plan that meets or exceeds the Federal standards.

Dan Sinks
Box 1442
Kitty Hawk

Sincerely,

Dan Sinks

PO Box 1442
Kitty Hawk, NC 27949

V-11265 A-11355

mailto:corollabreadman@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Provo-Meinhart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:16:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Provo-Meinhart

4228 Old Julian  Rd
Julian, NC 27283

V-11266 A-11356

mailto:laurelien@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terry Eldridge-Murray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:16:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terry Eldridge-Murray

2409 Castlebar Dr
apt. 201
Fayetteville, NC 28311

V-11267 A-11357

mailto:terryaemurray@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wendy Upright
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:19:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wendy Upright

183 old mill rd
Penrose, ND 28766

V-11268 A-11358

mailto:wendyupright@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Russell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:19:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Russell

316 Granite Ridge Lane
Winston Salem, NC 27107

13367693796

V-11269 A-11359

mailto:kryton1111@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Russell Dunham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:20:32 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Russell Dunham
870 Windy Falls Dr
Huntersville, NC 28078-0653
russell.dunham@outlook.com

V-11270 A-11360

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:20:47 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lisa Clark
4809 W Gate Rd
Wilmington, NC 28405-1045
passionparties.lisa@gmail.com

V-11271 A-11361

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancie Phillips
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:22:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancie Phillips

4615 Hedgemore Drive
Charlotte, NC 28209

V-11272 A-11362

mailto:nponhill@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debbie Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:25:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debbie Walker

7190 Blackmoor Rd
Kernersville, NC 27284

V-11273 A-11363

mailto:walkerdl@wfu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Leith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:27:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Leith

111 Valley Place
Greenville, NC 27858

V-11274 A-11364

mailto:robertleithjr@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Evans
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:27:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Evans

701 N Greensboro apt B
Carrboro, NC 27510

919 942 1815

V-11275 A-11365

mailto:emevans500@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Benz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean up your act
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:31:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Environmentally speaking, you are sadly headed in the wrong direction. Change that direction and protect North
 Carolina's climate and environment, as is appropriate to be a model to other states as well. Rise to the occasion; take
 the higher road then Merli the corporate interest with which you are so familiar, sadly.

Sincerely,

Charles Benz

4118 pin oak drive
Durham, NC 27707

V-11276 A-11366

mailto:Ivanhoe277@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: iris waite
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:33:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

iris waite

184 glden eagle  ln
ellenboro, NC 28040

V-11277 A-11367

mailto:quiltmaker1955@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Ennis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:33:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Ennis

4908 Latimer Road
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-11278 A-11368

mailto:Jennenn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Ritchie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:34:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Ritchie

3312 Avent Ferry Road
Raleigh, NC 27606

9192593983

V-11279 A-11369

mailto:laurahritchie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scarlette Eubanks Haynes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:38:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Scarlette Eubanks Haynes

2860 Mountcrest Circle
Concord, NC 28027

7047821967

V-11280 A-11370

mailto:moweasley@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Barnett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:39:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Barnett

5601 Plum Nearly Court
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-11281 A-11371

mailto:Reb5601@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Willems
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:39:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support the Clean Power Plan as it was released. We the people of this state need to live in a clean
 environment, not one polluted by emissions that could have been avoided. Thank you..

Sincerely,

Robert Willems

503 Howard Tant Rd
Zebulon, NC 27597

V-11282 A-11372

mailto:robertwillems7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzanne Bircher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:40:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Bircher

1393 Phillips Rd
Dunn, NC 28334

V-11283 A-11373

mailto:marestache@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacquelyn Kennedy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:41:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacquelyn Kennedy

7731 US Hwy 264 E
Washington, NC 27889

2526237065

V-11284 A-11374

mailto:jakikennedy@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robyn Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:44:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robyn Taylor

2325 Fortune Lane
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-11285 A-11375

mailto:Robyntaylor1@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Lawley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:47:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debra Lawley

869 Poplar Cove Rd
Franklin, NC 28734

V-11286 A-11376

mailto:dlawley13@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Miranda Humphrey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:48:48 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Miranda Humphrey
191 Greezzneck Trl
Kinston, NC 28501-6949
mangelx4@gmail.com

V-11287 A-11377

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrea Ostberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:49:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrea Ostberg

605 Rittenhouse Court
Winston Salem, NC 27104

V-11288 A-11378

mailto:aknostberg@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angelica Srivoraphan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:49:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angelica Srivoraphan

1721 E. 7th st
Charlotte
NC,  28205

V-11289 A-11379

mailto:Amsrivor@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherran Herman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:49:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sherran Herman

947 Fairmont Ave
Salisbury, NC 28144

V-11290 A-11380

mailto:Sherran.herman@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Keplinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:49:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Keplinger

409 Drexel Drive
Matthews, NC 28104

7048217522

V-11291 A-11381

mailto:enana0287@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Stark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:50:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Stark

406 Creekside Drive
Asheville, NC 28804

V-11292 A-11382

mailto:nancstark@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Hele Furr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:53:46 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Hele Furr
702 Harbour View Dr
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948-9134
hgumnut@netscape.net

V-11293 A-11383

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Nolan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:53:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leslie Nolan

P.O. Box 884
Granite Quarry, NC 28072

V-11294 A-11384

mailto:ljnolan@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Ruggieri-Quirk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:55:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor McCrory,
North Carolina was one of the worst states in air quality and has greatly improved since the 1970's.  We would like
 to see you continue to improve the state, even though it is now considered one of the best states to live in! Tackling
 wildlife conservation and clean water,  you now have a chance to lead in the alternative energy revolution.  It is
 already happening so why not put your name on the Clean Power Plan.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Ruggieri-Quirk

1113 Elderberry Court
Nashville, NC 27856

V-11295 A-11385

mailto:jdsquirk@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynn Whitten
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:55:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynn Whitten

204 Sunset Ridge Dr
Clyde, NC 28721

V-11296 A-11386

mailto:lynnluvskipper@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ray Hearne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:55:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ray Hearne

91 Bald Crk Rd
Leicester, NC 28748

V-11297 A-11387

mailto:rayforpeace@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mather, Tom
To: Burleson, Joelle; Knowlson, Patrick
Subject: FW: [Web] Comment on Proposed Air Quality Rules
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 1:59:37 PM

Joelle, Patrick -- Please add this email to the public comments on the 111d rules.  Thanks.

Tom Mather
Public Information Officer
Office of Public Affairs - Division of Air Quality
North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality

919 707 8446    office
919 607 5424    mobile
tom.mather@ncdenr.gov

217 West Jones Street
1641 Mail Service Center
Raleigh, NC 27699-1641

Email correspondence to and from this address is subject to the
North Carolina Public Records Law and may be disclosed to third parties.

-----Original Message-----
From: bsharpeunruh@nc.rr.com [mailto:bsharpeunruh@nc.rr.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:36 AM
To: NCDENR.DENR.DAQ.Webmaster <DENR.DAQ.Webmaster@lists.ncmail.net>
Subject: [Web] Comment on Proposed Air Quality Rules

Hi,

Please make the air quality rules for NC more stringent!!  They should at a minimum be as strict as the Federal air
 quality rules.

Failure to do so will put our future at risk.  The science is quite clear, global warning does exist and attempts to
 argue otherwise are disingenuous and only serve the industries that are resisting the new rules.

If we fail to act now, it is akin to being a Type 2 diabetic and failing to take action to improve our health.  For a
 Type 2 diabetic to fail to change their lifestyle will only end badly.  No one can tell an uncontrolled Type 2 diabetic
 if they will go blind, have kidney failure, lose a limb etc.  But, we do know that their quality of life will be much
 less than it could of been if they had taken action to control their situation.

In the same way, we need to take action to stop global warming NOW.  Failure to do so will only end badly for
 EVERYONE.  Can we say exactly what will happen if we don't make our rules more stringent?  No, we only know
 that our planet and our lives will not be as good as they could have been if we had taken action.

Thank you,

Jack Unruh

V-11298 A-11388

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=6022dc7094264d588ba448b646a22b03-tcmather
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov
mailto:patrick.knowlson@ncdenr.gov
mailto:bsharpeunruh@nc.rr.com
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V-11299 A-11389



From: Gabriele Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:01:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gabriele Smith

2654 Dwight place
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-11300 A-11390

mailto:g_smith37@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: eve shy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:01:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

eve shy

6626 bradshaw quarry rd
efland, NC 27243

9195634901

V-11301 A-11391

mailto:eveshy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brenda Willis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:02:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brenda Willis

77 Laurel St
Bakersville, NC 28705

V-11302 A-11392

mailto:dosgatos@myfrontiermail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Goodson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:03:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise Goodson

194 Cedar Mtn. Rd
Asheville,, NC 28803

8286285007

V-11303 A-11393

mailto:mymontweet@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julia Marianne Green
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:04:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julia Marianne Green

1505 Bivins St
Durham, NC 27707

V-11304 A-11394

mailto:jmarianneg1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Etheridge
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:04:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Etheridge

1428 Princess Anne Rd
Raleigh, NC 27607

919-851-9365

V-11305 A-11395

mailto:dretheri@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Bocook
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:07:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Bocook

POB 885
Bryson City, NC 28713

V-11306 A-11396

mailto:ydnarkoocob@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wayne Giese
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:07:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wayne Giese

103 Jacksons Run
Morganton, NC 28655

8284135819

V-11307 A-11397

mailto:yourservetennis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicole Stewart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:08:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). I have two small children with asthma. I feel strongly that as childhood asthma rates continue to
 rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working
 towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nicole Stewart

2315 Euston Street
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-11308 A-11398

mailto:nicolejstewart@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gina Choquette
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Non polluting industry
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:16:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

There are many non polluting alternatives available in this day and age and our planet cannot stand anymore
 pollution if we have any hope of living on it without horrendous storms, floods and earthquakes!! We should have
 paid attention and gone green years ago when global warming was first noticed, but now is still better than NOT.

Sincerely,

Gina Choquette

674 Overhills Rd
Linden, NC 28356

2543144070

V-11309 A-11399

mailto:gina.gerson.choquette88@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan winfrey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:16:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joan winfrey

4419 Shattalon Dr
winston-salem, NC 27106

V-11310 A-11400

mailto:joanwinfrey@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Reshower
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:19:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Reshower

3 Glade Creek Acres
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768

8288628362

V-11311 A-11401

mailto:skyzyx@comporium.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: crystal harlan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:19:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

crystal harlan

1861 Woodridge circle
hickory, NC 28602

8283304470

V-11312 A-11402

mailto:christy.harlan@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carl Fugate
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:19:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carl Fugate

2779 Michael Road
Lexington, NC 27295

V-11313 A-11403

mailto:cfugate@lexcominc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Molly Reese
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:19:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Molly Reese

139 Fryling Ave SW
Concord, NC 28025

V-11314 A-11404

mailto:Molly.sews@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Colette G
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:19:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Colette G

Hunt drive
Hubert, NC 28539

V-11315 A-11405

mailto:Coletteg27@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Verna
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:25:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Verna

1070 Anjanette Lane
Creedmoor, NC 27522

9197649209

V-11316 A-11406

mailto:katie@r-v-r.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Waugh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:25:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Waugh

250 Lentz Harness shop rd n
Mount Pleasant, NC 28124

V-11317 A-11407

mailto:lisa.j.m.waugh@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John West
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Up Our States Polluters
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:28:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I urge you to make our state cleaner for generations to come.

Sincerely,

John West

2819 Cameron Pond Dr
Cary, NC 27519

V-11318 A-11408

mailto:west@johnwestphoto.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mercedes Cotugno
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:31:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

mercedes Cotugno

14 sundance rd
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-11319 A-11409

mailto:mitz2bears@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meredith Larrabee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Our air
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:31:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We should be taking steps to do the very best we can to preserve the air quality in our state. Start leading the charge
 instead of catching up.

Sincerely,

Meredith Larrabee

36 Brucemont Circle
Asheville, NC 28806

V-11320 A-11410

mailto:Meredithlarrabee@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Morgan Feltz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:37:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Morgan Feltz

115 Pembroke Pointe Ln
Apt 2L
Pembroke, NC 28372

3139388664

V-11321 A-11411

mailto:morganbutler29@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert du Rivage
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:37:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert du Rivage

38 hurst dr
candler, NC 28715

8286332683

V-11322 A-11412

mailto:bobdurivage@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Millie Dawson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:37:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Millie Dawson

p o box 1652
Wilmington, NC 28480

9107778021

V-11323 A-11413

mailto:milliejoy@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shawn Dyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:37:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shawn Dyer

113 John Ct
Havelock, NC 28532

(910) 663-8003

V-11324 A-11414

mailto:mrsdyer1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rose Whaples
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:37:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rose Whaples

14 ascension court
Asheville, NC 28806

V-11325 A-11415

mailto:Whaplesri@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:40:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Williams

303 West 21st Street
Newton, NC 28658

V-11326 A-11416

mailto:dwill38@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deby Dagher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:41:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deby Dagher

3216 Kemptown Square
Waxhaw, NC 28173

7046216792

V-11327 A-11417

mailto:debyjizi@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sarah price
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:43:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

sarah price

7 ventura drive
fairview, NC 28730

V-11328 A-11418

mailto:covescattergun@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynn Martin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:48:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynn Martin

3540 Bryant Road
Boonville, NC 27011

336-367-1333

V-11329 A-11419

mailto:lwdmnc@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betsy Buchanan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:49:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betsy Buchanan

Montana Avenue
Asheville, NC 28806

V-11330 A-11420

mailto:betsybuchanan1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tyrone Sartor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:50:32 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tyrone Sartor
410 Lakeside Dr
Garner, NC 27529-4213
supaty5@gmail.com

V-11331 A-11421

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anna Zaikina
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:53:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anna Zaikina

20 Timber Trail
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-11332 A-11422

mailto:azelezabeth@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: dorothy d wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:59:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

dorothy d wilson

206 george st
beaufort, NC 28516

V-11333 A-11423

mailto:dcdevnew@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Carter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Support for Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 2:59:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear Sir,

As a concerned citizen of the State of North Carolina, I encourage you to follow all the recommendations and
 mandates put forth in the Federal Clean Power Plan.  This plan will help ensure the health of our fellow citizens and
 our environment for years to come and will ultimately save money for the state when all future costs are considered.

I implore you to discontinue the regressive policies this state has embarked upon over the past few years and show
 the foresight and vision required of a true leader.

Sincerely,

John Carter

120 Brookhaven Trail
Leland, NC 28451

V-11334 A-11424

mailto:jcarter72@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Blevins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:03:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Blevins

2520 White Thorne Ln
Waxhaw,  28173

V-11335 A-11425

mailto:blevinsme@gmail.come
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jill Gloster
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:04:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jill Gloster

2501 chesterfield av
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-11336 A-11426

mailto:Jglostergirl1@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Thomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:05:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Thomas

103 south 4 th street
Wilmington, NC 28401

3108741699

V-11337 A-11427

mailto:kpaigethomas@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rick Scroggs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Nccn
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:07:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please enact the details if the clean power plan.

Sincerely,

Rick Scroggs

9  Creekside woods ct
Swansboro, NC 28584

V-11338 A-11428

mailto:Rickscroggs64@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diann Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:07:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diann Jones

120 Sycamore Cir
Edenton, NC 27932

252-377-5810

V-11339 A-11429

mailto:wdmjones@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diedrienne Fauser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:07:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diedrienne Fauser

606 Hughes Road
Hampstead, NC 28443

V-11340 A-11430

mailto:fdiedrienne@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michele Aydlett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:08:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michele Aydlett

684 Oak Stump Road
Elizabeth City, NC 27909

V-11341 A-11431

mailto:Michele.Aydlett@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Ryan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:10:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Ryan

2611 Lochmore Dr
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-11342 A-11432

mailto:bogwhipper@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betty Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:13:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betty Davis

84 Davis Chapel Road
Candler, NC 28715

V-11343 A-11433

mailto:number1gardener@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marianne Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:19:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marianne Wilson

32 Faith Way
Canton, NC 28716

V-11344 A-11434

mailto:Mpwilson7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jesus Garcia
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:20:10 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jesus Garcia
Medical center blvd
WINSTON SALEM, NC 27157
jegarcia@wakehealth.edu

V-11345 A-11435

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: steve Hedberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:20:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

steve Hedberg

4100 Chevington RdC
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-11346 A-11436

mailto:finejuice@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amphitrite Manuel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:22:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amphitrite Manuel

330 Whitney Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28314

9104876349

V-11347 A-11437

mailto:chrysoamphi@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Melinda Blodgett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:24:03 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Melinda Blodgett
65 17th St NW
Hickory, NC 28601-5814
Gabby@twave.net

V-11348 A-11438

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: john baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:24:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

john baker

251 wiltshire circle
fletcher, NC 28732

V-11349 A-11439

mailto:clavatia@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of joanne guess
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:25:31 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. joanne guess
143 Colony Dr
Arden, NC 28704-3140
joanneguess@ymail.com

V-11350 A-11440

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marion kreh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:25:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marion kreh

127 mcdougald dr
Castle Hayne, NC 28429

V-11351 A-11441

mailto:katzenfrau2000@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jim Hobson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:25:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jim Hobson

812 Crossridge Lane
Kernersville, NC 27284

V-11352 A-11442

mailto:jhobson1@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marva Reid
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:27:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marva Reid

1434 N. Cameron Ave
Winston Salem, NC 27105

3369972519

V-11353 A-11443

mailto:godstrlblzr@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Knapp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:27:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Knapp

101 Gallarie Pl
Salisbury, NC 28144

V-11354 A-11444

mailto:maryknappnc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nettie Gentry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:31:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

i urge you to support the Clean Power Plan.
Do you have children?

Sincerely,

Nettie Gentry

9700 Laurel Crest Court
Charlotte,  28269

7045987033

V-11355 A-11445

mailto:nettiegentry@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Ducas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:31:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Ducas

830 Mull Street
Shelby, NC 28152

V-11356 A-11446

mailto:chalant1965@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ramon Quinonez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Pollution
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:32:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Think people not special interest!

Sincerely,

Ramon Quinonez

2521 Sapling Circle
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-11357 A-11447

mailto:rayq360@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Clewell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:34:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a concerned citizen of this beautiful state, country, and planet I hope you will as our leaders and elected officials
 will support and approve this plan to transition to renewable and clean energy sources. Thank you in advance as I
 truly hope you will make the right decision for our state and planet on a whole.

Sincerely,

Chris Clewell

5224 Christian drive
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-11358 A-11448

mailto:jack_the_jester@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Huffman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:34:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leslie Huffman

1000 Oldham Forest Crossing
Cary, NC 27513

V-11359 A-11449

mailto:leslieoutloud@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:43:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Williams

16 Vance Circle
Lexington, NC 27292

3362486530

V-11360 A-11450

mailto:judithjw@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Regina Dufresne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:46:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Regina Dufresne

2907 Green Hill Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-11361 A-11451

mailto:Baremid@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Fahmy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:49:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear Gov. McCrory,
Pleas support the federal standards for clean power. I vote based on my desire that the future air and environment of
 North Carolina to be cleaner and healthier for all plants, animals, and people than it is today. 
Sincerely
Amy Fahmy
Asheville, NC

Sincerely,

Amy Fahmy

2 Sareva Place
Asheville, NC 28804

V-11362 A-11452

mailto:afahmy@main.nc.us
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vicki Hines
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:55:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vicki Hines

3009 Mulberry Lane
Greenville, NC 27858

V-11363 A-11453

mailto:vhines4912@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elaine Warren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:55:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elaine Warren

9828  sturgeon Dr ne
Leland, NC 28451

V-11364 A-11454

mailto:Ziggybug@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lois Testerman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:55:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor McCrory and Mr.Burleson,
 Please, do your job. Clean up  NC's environment.  The pollution is killing this state.
If not for yourself and your constituents, then do it for your Children and grandchildren. When your Children are
 grown, will they be proud of the job that you have done or will your actions be a source of embarrassment to them.

Sincerely,

Lois Testerman

3148 Drew Ave
New Bern, NC 28562

V-11365 A-11455

mailto:Ltesterman@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dorothy Gore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:56:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dorothy Gore

234 cumbee rd sw
Supply NC
supply, NC 28462

9107546007

V-11366 A-11456

mailto:tuttie22000@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Holster
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:56:35 PM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Michael Holster
9732 Pierce Lane
Indian Trail, NC 28079

V-11367 A-11457

mailto:mholster@earthlink.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Celia Ansley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:58:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Celia Ansley

359 Rainbow Lake Dr
Brevard, NC 28712

8288524303

V-11368 A-11458

mailto:cerae@comporium.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Shearer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 3:58:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Shearer

100 Obvious Drive
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526

V-11369 A-11459

mailto:fuzzz63@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Loretta Murrell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:01:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Loretta Murrell

6711 BROOKMEADE PL
RALEIGH, NC 27612

V-11370 A-11460

mailto:lmurrell@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Noris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Governor Pat McCrory
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:01:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor McCrory,
Do the right thing and move NC away from fossil fuels.

Sincerely,

Peter Noris

9404 Shadow Rock Ct
Charlotte, NC 28270

17044934688

V-11371 A-11461

mailto:peternoris4house104@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Hopkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:01:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Hopkins

3211 Bridges Street, Apt. #6
Morehead City, NC 28557

V-11372 A-11462

mailto:hopkins.susan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: MARY GANTT
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:01:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

MARY GANTT

67 West Chippendale Dr
Mills River, NC 28759

V-11373 A-11463

mailto:maryfgantt@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Davidson
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:03:57 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

James Davidson
136 Charlie Thompson Rd
Vilas, NC 28692

V-11374 A-11464

mailto:jimus888@hotmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Darla Hamby
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:10:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darla Hamby

305 nun street
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-11375 A-11465

mailto:kdhamby@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kay Crisp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:10:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kay Crisp

80 Doyle St
Marion, NC 28752

(828)442-1534

V-11376 A-11466

mailto:Kaycrisp15@google.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JoAnne Doyle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:13:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JoAnne Doyle

4900 Catawba Dr
Greensboro, NC 27407

3368560152

V-11377 A-11467

mailto:jsmithdoyle@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annie Knutson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:19:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Annie Knutson

18 Vail Ct
Sanford, NC 27332

V-11378 A-11468

mailto:Annie.m.thatcher@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Polly Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:21:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Polly Harris

118 w trinity av
Durham, NC 27701

V-11379 A-11469

mailto:Ptaharris2@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elissa Barclay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:22:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elissa Barclay

2311 Trammel Ter
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

3369991109

V-11380 A-11470

mailto:almostmisha@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacob Sherman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:23:20 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jacob Sherman
Notsaying 123
Greensboro, NC 27295
jacobsherman48@yahoo.com

V-11381 A-11471

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Reba Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:25:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Reba Smith

2510 Jeff Street
charlotte, NC 28205

704 563-5013

V-11382 A-11472

mailto:rebawsmith@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Morgan Siem
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:25:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working toward reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Morgan Siem

222 Glenwood Ave
#710
Raleigh, NC 27603

2156802337

V-11383 A-11473

mailto:morgan.siem@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Holleman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:25:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Holleman

309 nc hwy 24
Morehead city, NC 28557

V-11384 A-11474

mailto:Holeyjess@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: tina trice
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:25:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

tina trice

1604 cross street
raleigh,  27610

V-11385 A-11475

mailto:tinaltrice@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: suzette Lefebvre
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:26:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

suzette Lefebvre

1516 Glenn Valley Drive
Matthews, NC 28105

704-443-1633

V-11386 A-11476

mailto:zette222@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Marie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:28:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Marie

3612 Morningside Dr
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-11387 A-11477

mailto:c.marie8@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia L.Blubaugh
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:29:12 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Cynthia L.Blubaugh
4474 Welch Dr.
Newton, NC 28658

V-11388 A-11478

mailto:cyndidawg@hotmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Wood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:34:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Wood

701 Bunche Drive
Raleigh, NC 27610

9197583827

V-11389 A-11479

mailto:phreezedriediscream@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maureen Costello
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:34:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maureen Costello

6804 Laurdane Road
raleigh, NC 27613

V-11390 A-11480

mailto:mocos@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Martin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:34:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Martin

Po box 823
Elkin,  28621

V-11391 A-11481

mailto:amazinggracehc@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deanne Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:37:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you
Deanne Adams.

Sincerely,

Deanne Adams

11110 Inlet Dr
Emerald Isle, NC 28594

7577482375

V-11392 A-11482

mailto:adamsdeanne@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Renee Hayes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:37:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Renee Hayes

6903 Fairview Church Rd
Trinity, NC 27370

V-11393 A-11483

mailto:Renee.hayes1956@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Whitson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:37:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Whitson

413 Green Hls
Mill Spring, NC 28756

V-11394 A-11484

mailto:rwhitson71@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:39:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It's YOUR JOB to make sure it's save to breathe NC's air and drink NC's water.
You don't want to repeat Gov. Snyder's debacle, do you? (He will probably go to jail, since he intentionally
 encouraged poisoning the water in Flint, MI.)

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Baker

1381 CBH Lodge Rd
Washington, NC 27889

2524811554

V-11395 A-11485

mailto:tmbaker669@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paula Huot
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:40:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paula Huot

534 E. Jones St
Raleigh, NC 27601

V-11396 A-11486

mailto:pshuot@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Faber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:44:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Faber

6346 Pawling Ct
Fayetteville, NC 28304

9102230813

V-11397 A-11487

mailto:toomanycats@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Horne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:46:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Horne

231 Big Oak Trail
Brown Summit, NC 27214

V-11398 A-11488

mailto:khdoterra@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Canup
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:48:57 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Angela Canup
1822 Hemlock Ave
Gastonia, NC 28054-3245
angscott7273@gmail.com

V-11399 A-11489

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Dawkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:49:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Dawkins

1402 Good Hope Drive
Walnut Cove,  27052

V-11400 A-11490

mailto:wdawkins1@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Kerley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air To Breathe
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:52:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We should never ever support polluters to our environment.

STOP the madness.

We need clean renewable energy and we need it now!

Sincerely,

James Kerley

764 Zeb Watts Road
Taylorsville, NC 28681

V-11401 A-11491

mailto:kerley809@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patrick McGuire
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean energy
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:53:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support clean energy

Sincerely,

Patrick McGuire

6209 fountainhead dr
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-11402 A-11492

mailto:Zentropa1@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Calabrese
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 4:59:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angela Calabrese

3271 Marshview Drive
Supply, NC 28462

V-11403 A-11493

mailto:coachrjc@atmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Florence LaMagna
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:04:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Florence LaMagna

514 Broad St C12
New Bern, NC 28560

2522889651

V-11404 A-11494

mailto:flolamagna@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Miranda Straubel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:07:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Miranda Straubel

1214 Shady Lane
Durham, NC 27712

V-11405 A-11495

mailto:miranda.g.straubel@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Misael Jaramillo-Rivera
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:07:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Misael Jaramillo-Rivera

213 Cottonwood Dr
Clayton, NC 27520

9193972110

V-11406 A-11496

mailto:jaramilloriveram13@students.ecu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Billie Sigmon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:07:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Billie Sigmon

212 Mountain Valley Drive
Eden, NC 27288

V-11407 A-11497

mailto:eksigmon@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:10:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Jones

290 Gary Dr
Angier, NC 27501

V-11408 A-11498

mailto:rbjeans58@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: dave lewis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:13:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please submit a plan that surpasses the goals of the Clean Power Plan.
Real clean energy is very important.  Please get your act together.

Sincerely,

dave lewis

124 Norwood Ave
Asheville, NC 28804

8284245242

V-11409 A-11499

mailto:dave@lewis5.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gilberto Padilla
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:16:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gilberto Padilla

18623 Silent Falls CV
Davidson, NC 28036

V-11410 A-11500

mailto:Gilpad@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patti Maher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:25:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patti Maher

1459 Main st. PO Box 336
FairBluff, NC 28439

V-11411 A-11501

mailto:pamaher2001@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Horner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:27:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane Horner

1514 N. Pasteur St
New Bern, NC 28560

V-11412 A-11502

mailto:janehorner7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sara Casey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:31:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sara Casey

5026 quick rd
Ruffin, NC 27326

V-11413 A-11503

mailto:smcasey78@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Millard Arnold
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:31:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Millard Arnold

809 Hutton St
Winston Salem, NC, NC 27101

3367242928

V-11414 A-11504

mailto:vidman64@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Malinowski
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:32:04 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Malinowski
157 rushing water lane
Troutman, NC 28166

V-11415 A-11505

mailto:devivo5@sbcglobal.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Mell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:33:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Mell

21 Newfound Street
Canton, NC 28716

V-11416 A-11506

mailto:Lmell425@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Millman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:33:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Millman

4716 Margaret Wallace Rd
Matthews, NC 28105

V-11417 A-11507

mailto:millmanks@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: karen golden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:37:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

karen golden

3 innisfree drive
durham, NC 27707

V-11418 A-11508

mailto:karen@futureplanning.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeffrey Lyons
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Renewables
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:42:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please make renewables a priority!

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Lyons

287 fox hollow rd
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-11419 A-11509

mailto:Jeffrey06@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Harriett McCallum
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:43:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Harriett McCallum

321 S. Kerr Ave.   # 143
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-11420 A-11510

mailto:hdm875@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Bergmann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:43:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Bergmann

936 Union Branch Rd
Corapeake
Corapeake, NC 27926

2524654833

V-11421 A-11511

mailto:nanabarbara11@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nathan Bales
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: CLEAN GREEN JOBS NOW!
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:45:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

The writing is on the wall!  Get with the act and create clean, green projects to employ thousands in a new
 sustainable economy!

Sincerely,

Nathan Bales

4709 Rushing Dr
Wilmington, NC 28409

9106326681

V-11422 A-11512

mailto:nbales@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caroline Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:49:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

The survival of our planet, and particularly of the people of the State of North Carolina, is of greatest importance to
 me - and should be to you. I urge you not to act to frustrate the goals of the Clean Power Plan and instead work to
 make our state a leader in the reduction of carbon pollution and a proud example to other states and nations.

Sincerely,

Caroline Johnson

2373 McMullan Circle
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-11423 A-11513

mailto:ccjnc@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Corinne Striker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:51:16 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Corinne Striker
457 7th St SW
Hickory, NC 28602-2744
cks725472@yahoo.com

V-11424 A-11514

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Odette Cochran
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:51:20 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Odette Cochran
6732 Wateroak Dr
Willow Spring, NC 27592-9604
doug4odie@aol.com

V-11425 A-11515

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gail Kennedy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 5:55:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gail Kennedy

2080 little creek ch rd
Clayton, NC 27593

V-11426 A-11516

mailto:Gtkennedy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tara Deines
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:01:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tara Deines

888 Burney Mtn. Rd
_
Fletcher, NC 28732

8287121343

V-11427 A-11517

mailto:tara.deines@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Abigail Ferrance-Wu
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:01:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I would really appreciate it if you would sincerely support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
 limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). It is time to stand up for the ability of the tiny
 lungs of my child and other children to breathe clean air over the right of companies to make a buck. I would also
 like to think that there will be land left for him to live on that hasn't been flooded by sea level rises when he grows
 up. I think it is pretty hard to deny that some sort of climate change is happening (I mean, it hit almost 50F at the
 north pole recently). At this point it doesn't even matter who you want to blame. We need to do as much as possible
 to protect our children's future, and that of all the children of the world. I would also really appreciate it if
 Americans didn't come off as money grubbing jerks while the rest of the world acts.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Abigail Ferrance-Wu

1144 Victoria Blake Ln
Belmont, NC 28012

V-11428 A-11518

mailto:ferrance.wu@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paula Frink
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:01:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I hope this email will make a difference on saving our environment and public health.
Please TAKE ACTION.

Sincerely,

Paula Frink
6443 Dougherty Drive
Charlotte, N.C. 28213

Sincerely,

Paula Frink

6443 Dougherty Drive
Charlotte, NC 28213

7045960329

V-11429 A-11519

mailto:cot53ton@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tina Stover
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:01:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tina Stover

Po box 1382
Southern pines, NC 28388

V-11430 A-11520

mailto:Kerrstover@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret McCann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:02:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I am very upset that the North Carolina government is trying to circumvent the Clean Power Plan. It is imperative
 that we create a plan that will meet the new carbon pollution standards, for the health of our population, and,
 indeed, the health of our planet.

Sincerely,

Margaret McCann

105 Wisteria Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

(919) 489-0423

V-11431 A-11521

mailto:margaretmccann@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wyatt Grose
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:07:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wyatt Grose

2957 friendship rd
Durham, NC 27705

V-11432 A-11522

mailto:Wyatt.t.grose@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anita Starnes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:15:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anita Starnes

205 B Everhart st
Landis, NC 28088

7049044038

V-11433 A-11523

mailto:anitacar51@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lola Faircloth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:19:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lola Faircloth

204 Riverside Dr
Sneads Ferry, NC 28460

9103272524

V-11434 A-11524

mailto:lolafaircloth@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carrie Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:19:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carrie Davis

712 Glade Aster Dr
Durham, NC 27704

V-11435 A-11525

mailto:carrie.grate@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hannah Kohlsaat
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:19:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hannah Kohlsaat

23 Sunnyside LN
Asheville, NC 28804

V-11436 A-11526

mailto:hannahckohlsaat@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie masie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:21:07 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Leslie masie
186 Mariners Way
Moyock, NC 27958-9049
lesliemasie@gmail.com

V-11437 A-11527

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Georgia Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Protect our environment
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:21:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please be responsible to the citizens who elected you and protect NC for future generations! Perhaps your goal to be
 elected is clouding your ability to act with N C's best interest?

Sincerely,

Georgia Brown

3815 Ephesus Church Rd
Washington, NC 27814

252.402.7027

V-11438 A-11528

mailto:Dikgabrown@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Kinney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:31:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Kinney

1312 Fairmont St
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-11439 A-11529

mailto:Lanekinney@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kaylyn Gruber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:32:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kaylyn Gruber

6301 amos smith rd
Charlotte, NC 28214

7046850438

V-11440 A-11530

mailto:Kaylyngruber@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roger & Mary Stephens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:34:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roger & Mary Stephens

4082 NC 126
Morganton, NC 28655

V-11441 A-11531

mailto:Marigoldsoul@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Earnest
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Pollution
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:35:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please stop wrecking our beautiful state!

Sincerely,

William Earnest

19'Rocking Porch Rd
Asheville, NC 28805

V-11442 A-11532

mailto:billyearnest@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynne Royall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:37:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I strongly support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as
 the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat
 of climate change continue to increase, we should be working diligently towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynne Royall

6016 Bramblewood Drive
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-11443 A-11533

mailto:lwroyall@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: stephen white
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:39:48 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Gov. McCrory, you are a disgrace to North Carolina.
Sincerely,

stephen white
91 Judd Duvall ln
Franklin, NC 28734

V-11444 A-11534

mailto:stephenwhite34@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrea Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:39:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrea Anderson

113 West Markham Avenue
Durham, NC 27701

V-11445 A-11535

mailto:ldyimraith@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Risa Wood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:40:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Risa Wood

101 Cheyenne Trail
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-11446 A-11536

mailto:risawood@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sadie McKaig
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:40:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your
environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal requirements under the
 CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
 Carolina the opportunity to
create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats
 in Washington to determine what is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sadie McKaig

62 Warrior Hills Lane
Tryon, NC 28782

V-11447 A-11537

mailto:mckaig@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Lear
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:43:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Lear

127 Owens Beach Road
Harbinger, NC 27941

V-11448 A-11538

mailto:Toni.lear@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bonnie Haymore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:43:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bonnie Haymore

187 Piney Grove Church Rd
Mt. Airy, NC 27030

V-11449 A-11539

mailto:bonnie.haymore2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Creighton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:44:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Creighton

111 Indiana Avenue
Asheville, NC 28806

V-11450 A-11540

mailto:LaneCreighton111@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jasmine barcelona
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Be wise.
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:49:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Think about your legacy. What will people say?

Sincerely,

Jasmine barcelona

1928 Jupiter hills ct
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-11451 A-11541

mailto:jasmineb13@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrea Forrester
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:51:03 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Andrea Forrester
3638 Highland Dr
Ayden, NC 28513-3028
dreajoforrester@gmail.com

V-11452 A-11542

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Catherine Bromiley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:54:01 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Catherine Bromiley
1005 Autumn Harvest
Knightdale, NC 27545-8286
Booboo492001@yahoo.com

V-11453 A-11543

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Farmer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Support the Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:56:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Our grandchildren deserve a healthy environment. We must reduce pollution immediately.

Sincerely,

Margaret Farmer

354 Brevard Road
Asheville, NC 28806

V-11454 A-11544

mailto:zipsnork@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Kornegay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 6:57:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Kornegay

1434 Aversboro Road
Garner, NC 27529

V-11455 A-11545

mailto:cindykornegay@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dorothy Lawrence
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:04:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dorothy Lawrence

7396 Corn Hill Rd
Connelly Springs, NC 28612

V-11456 A-11546

mailto:johnsoule@wildblue.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeremy Booth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:07:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeremy Booth

7424 idolbrook ln
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-11457 A-11547

mailto:jeremy.booth2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christie Lawson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:07:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christie Lawson

3009 Central Ave
High Point, NC 27260

V-11458 A-11548

mailto:christielawson78@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jean AndersonDeVito
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan - NC
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:08:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please do the right thing to make sure NC residents will have a solid State plan to reduce, with plans for elimination
 of, polluted air.  We owe it to our citizens (and all creation), and have the responsibility to make sure it is available
 for future generations.  It is well beyond time to let go of greed and pollution in our state, and you are in a position
 to lead this effort.

Sincerely,

Jean AndersonDeVito

915 Elderberry Lane SW
Sunset Beach, NC 28468

V-11459 A-11549

mailto:beachrabbit@atmc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathleen Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:09:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Jones

131 frank allman rd
Morganton, NC 28655

V-11460 A-11550

mailto:jkat61@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Stascak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:09:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Stascak

7412 Heartland Dr
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-11461 A-11551

mailto:khpottery@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Manuel-miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:13:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Manuel-miller

4275 Lynnridge Ct
Walkertown, NC 27051

V-11462 A-11552

mailto:birds2cats@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Brothers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:19:09 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Leslie Brothers
5103 Avine Ct
Wilmington, NC 28409-2727
bro4us@aol.com

V-11463 A-11553

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Ingalls
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:19:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Ingalls

3529 Manly Farm Rd
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-11464 A-11554

mailto:giraffes1979@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gwen Cox
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:19:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gwen Cox

11730 Man O War Trail
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-11465 A-11555

mailto:gmc112000@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: linda stamps
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:20:06 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. linda stamps
1133 E Franklin Blvd
Gastonia, NC 28054-4251
lstamps52@yahoo.com

V-11466 A-11556

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Samantha Marsh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:22:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Samantha Marsh

3960 NC Highway 73
West End, NC 27376

V-11467 A-11557

mailto:samantha.marsh2005@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joyce Compton Brown
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:23:48 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal.
 NC is rapidly becoming known as being in the hands of Duke Energy, the governor being a standard bearer for the
 "bought" politician.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Joyce Compton Brown
PO 659 Georgie
Troutman, NC 28166

V-11468 A-11558

mailto:brownjoyce5@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynn Bernatsky
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:26:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynn Bernatsky

70 Sunray Cove
Candler, NC 28715

8282808563

V-11469 A-11559

mailto:lynnsb3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Richardson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:27:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Richardson

747 marlboro place
Rocky mount, NC 27801

V-11470 A-11560

mailto:Blessbygod1937@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: julie barrett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:28:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

julie barrett

209 Birdie ln
Wilmington, NC 28405

9107920987

V-11471 A-11561

mailto:juliajbarrett@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:28:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Mitchell

968 22nd Street NE
Hickory, NC 28601

V-11472 A-11562

mailto:sweetpug@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tiney Watson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:28:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tiney Watson

133 Bowen Road
Rougemont, NC 27572

V-11473 A-11563

mailto:RgmtGirl@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caroline Branca
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:29:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Caroline Branca

635 Indian Wells Way
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-11474 A-11564

mailto:brancabiz@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Harms
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:32:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Harms

814 S. Yaupon Terrace
Morehead City, NC 28557

V-11475 A-11565

mailto:patron7@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Dantonio
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:33:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Dantonio

152 parks road
Goldsboro, NC 27534

V-11476 A-11566

mailto:barbhallman@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: theresa mcaskill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:34:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

theresa mcaskill

3112 lassiter st
Durham, NC 27707

V-11477 A-11567

mailto:theresa.mcaskill@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Kevin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:40:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Kevin

5208 Olive Road
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-11478 A-11568

mailto:kathrynkevin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carmela Cosh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:41:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carmela Cosh

8204 White Horse Ln
Charlotte, NC 28270

V-11479 A-11569

mailto:cac1129@twc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Babette Hoelldobler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:45:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Babette Hoelldobler

4129 Chatham hill dr
Winston Salem, NC 27104

V-11480 A-11570

mailto:bhoelldobler@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Heine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Solar energy
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:46:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please restore all solar energy tax credits

Sincerely,

William Heine

4 Foxtail Lane
Foxfire Village
Jackson Springs, NC 27281

V-11481 A-11571

mailto:jimmysnax@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Novelli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:49:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Novelli

2808 Alderman Ct
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-11482 A-11572

mailto:kriskris123@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Winona Boalt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:49:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Winona Boalt

Ann Street
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-11483 A-11573

mailto:weboalt@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Murphy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:49:34 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michael Murphy
2008 S 1st St
Nashville, NC 27856-9344
mike.murphy1960@yahoo.com

V-11484 A-11574

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marcia Sobel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:51:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marcia Sobel

110 Kimberly Dr
Greenville, NC 27858

V-11485 A-11575

mailto:ramar50@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julian Baneth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:52:05 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Julian Baneth
523 Pace St
Raleigh, NC 27604-1957
jbaneth@gmail.com

V-11486 A-11576

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nan Joyce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:52:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nan Joyce

164 Knollwood Drive
Stoneville, NC 27048

V-11487 A-11577

mailto:nejoyce@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teri Silver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: protect
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:55:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Do this. It's the right thing to do and we should not waste any time.

Sincerely,

Teri Silver

8 Bitter Creek Lane
Greensboro, NC 27407

V-11488 A-11578

mailto:Thinker825@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: dina Jennings
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:57:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

dina Jennings

895 Burger Rd
Murphy, NC 28906

V-11489 A-11579

mailto:moon.priestess@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Jester
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 7:59:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane Jester

1391 Shangri-La Dr
Lewisville,  27023

V-11490 A-11580

mailto:Jjester1@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Pfundstein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:02:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Pfundstein

Tannery
Winston Salem,  27106

V-11491 A-11581

mailto:pfunfamily@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynn Pate
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:03:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynn Pate

461 Pate Rd
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

V-11492 A-11582

mailto:thehippymama@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stella Foy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:04:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stella Foy

4950 Burgaw hwy
Maple hill, NC 28454

V-11493 A-11583

mailto:foy.stella@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynn Pate
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:07:20 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Lynn Pate
461 Pate Rd
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

V-11494 A-11584

mailto:thehippymama@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: callie DeBellis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean air
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:07:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support clean air and a healthy environment for our state.

Sincerely,

callie DeBellis

610 e Hargett st
Raleigh, NC 27601

V-11495 A-11585

mailto:calliedebellis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicole Paolucci
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:08:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Let's try to stop ruining the environment before it's too late.  Thanks.

Sincerely,

Nicole Paolucci

1111 Ladys Slipper Ct Apt. D
Raleigh, NC 27606

9196337111

V-11496 A-11586

mailto:nmpaolucci227@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathleen Basiewicz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:10:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Basiewicz

PO Box 1204
Dana, NC 28724

828-685-0547

V-11497 A-11587

mailto:wolfydog71177@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Updike
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:13:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Updike

138 Springside Rd
Asheville, NC 28803

V-11498 A-11588

mailto:nekochanmx@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randolph Hatten
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:15:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Randolph Hatten

17814 Sedona Way
Cornelius, NC 28031

704-572-6384

V-11499 A-11589

mailto:Rlhatten1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wes Holly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:19:18 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Wes Holly
54 Highlands Dr
Hampstead, NC 28443-7212
wesley_holly@yahoo.com

V-11500 A-11590

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Nelon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:20:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Nelon

76 Marion Str
Tryon, NC 28783

V-11501 A-11591

mailto:Thenelons@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maureen Distler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:20:21 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Maureen Distler
806 Clear Creek Rd
Marion, NC 28752-6424
mdistlersc@gmail.com

V-11502 A-11592

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Deans
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:20:53 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Carol Deans
7901 Bells Lake Rd
Apex, NC 27539-8378
Carollovesherdogs@gmail.com

V-11503 A-11593

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:21:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leslie Williams

1029 Manchester Dr
Cary, NC 27511

V-11504 A-11594

mailto:happyteacher1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sylvia Willenberger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:22:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sylvia Willenberger

915 Union St
Cary, NC 27511

V-11505 A-11595

mailto:sylviam@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: benjamin s kitchen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: air pollution
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:22:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Lets get more renewable energy

Sincerely,

benjamin s kitchen

211 STEVENS HOLLER DR
MURPHY, NC 28906

8285577284

V-11506 A-11596

mailto:benjamin_kitchen@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Gaines
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:25:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Gaines

811 Morrison Farm Rd
Troutman, NC 28166

704-528-2416'

V-11507 A-11597

mailto:Kggaines@roadrunner.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Ward
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:25:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Ward

7321 Terana Lane
Denver, NC 28037

5037032199

V-11508 A-11598

mailto:Carolinaclaywoman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debi Turner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Pollution
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:27:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Stop the poll

Sincerely,

Debi Turner

45 Oregon Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-11509 A-11599

mailto:DebiTurner@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jack Webster
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:27:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

NC needs to set Carbon Pollution standards for Power Plants

Sincerely,

Jack Webster

4328 Myers Park Dr
Durham, NC 27705

V-11510 A-11600

mailto:caldur51@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Hamilton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:31:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Hamilton

1003 Robinwood Road
Aberdeen Rd., NC 28315

V-11511 A-11601

mailto:hjebarb@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Wojcik-Gross
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:37:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Wojcik-Gross

4052 Clarendon Ave
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-11512 A-11602

mailto:sarah.wojcik@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathleen Morris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:37:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Morris

70 Deals Gap
Robbinsville, NC 28771

V-11513 A-11603

mailto:ImperialVirgo@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marda Sarnataro
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean energy
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:37:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please clean up air responsibly.  We need a REAL  clean air act passed.

Sincerely,

Marda Sarnataro

623 Coniston Drive
Leland, NC 28451

V-11514 A-11604

mailto:Mardaustin@gmail.c
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judiane Young
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:42:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judiane Young

20506 Southshore dr
Cornelius,  28031

704-507-4769

V-11515 A-11605

mailto:judiane@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Hipps
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:43:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Hipps

PO Box 2657
Bryson City, NC 28713

V-11516 A-11606

mailto:karismom53@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marsha Earp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:45:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marsha Earp

6498 river road
Vanceboro,  28586

V-11517 A-11607

mailto:Marshaearp@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ivone Lima
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:49:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ivone Lima

1272 Tarbert Dr
Cary, NC 27511

9194346830

V-11518 A-11608

mailto:ilima2003@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robin Burt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:49:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robin Burt

5428 Cashion Road
Huntersville, NC 28078

V-11519 A-11609

mailto:songbird5428@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marjorie FARRINGTON
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:49:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marjorie FARRINGTON

72 Greenwood Acres Dr
Mills River, NC 28759

V-11520 A-11610

mailto:marge_41@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: samantha king
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:51:23 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. samantha king
128 S Arcadian Way
Mooresville, NC 28117-9220
mtngrl_02@hotmail.com

V-11521 A-11611

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Freddy Atwood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Polluters and pollution
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:52:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Get off your collective butts and pass the laws for a cleaner and healthier State and hold polluters acountable for
 infractions of strict air and environmental standards.

Sincerely,

Freddy Atwood

443 JADE DRIVE
Clyde, NC 28721

V-11522 A-11612

mailto:freddyterry@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keith Robinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:52:10 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Keith Robinson
1214 Brick Mill Rd
Aulander, NC 27805-9731
keith_r40@yahoo.com

V-11523 A-11613

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Campos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:53:12 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Joseph Campos
801 W Trade St
Charlotte, NC 28202-1122
241clt@gmail.com

V-11524 A-11614

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Boprey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:53:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Boprey

364 Northwest Dr
Davidson, NC 28036

V-11525 A-11615

mailto:pmb28036@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Nolan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:54:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Nolan

100 Island Palms Drive
Carolina Beach, NC 28428

V-11526 A-11616

mailto:mnolan8765@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra McCray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:55:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debra McCray

6539 Glendon Carthage Rd
Carthage, NC 28327

V-11527 A-11617

mailto:Deb1st@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karl Svatek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:55:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karl Svatek

1326 Healing Springs Drive
Denton, NC 27239

V-11528 A-11618

mailto:ksvatekjr@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Holly Parsons
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:57:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. I'm sure you have a conscience, keep that clean, too..

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Holly Parsons

9807 Bella marche dr
Chatlotte, NC 28227

V-11529 A-11619

mailto:Holly28227@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Ciocan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 8:59:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Ciocan

1602 Thore Rd
Pinnacle, NC 27043

V-11530 A-11620

mailto:maryciocan@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marie Hortensia Broyhill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Joelie BurlesonDividion Of Air Quality
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:01:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

.      

           I Social Work Of Proteccion Asistensia
Social No Profit Org, & counseling of
Embasy Of Mexico Raleigh , working more 25 Yesss my Community  and Spanish Population  at your Services .
 Sinceraly Marie H Broyhill

Sincerely,

Marie Hortensia Broyhill

1492 Shady Grove Ch.Rd
Winston Salem NC,  27107

336 8300548

V-11531 A-11621

mailto:m.broyhillt@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:01:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Allen

1305 Cardinal Pl
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-11532 A-11622

mailto:tallen@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Shaddock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:01:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Shaddock

114 s Carrie st
Coats, NC 27521

V-11533 A-11623

mailto:Sashaddock@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna W Haynes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:02:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna W Haynes

1004 Windemere Ln
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-11534 A-11624

mailto:Hayneswakeforest@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Colleen Olfenbuttel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean energy now and for future generations!
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:03:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

North Carolina should be leaders in clean energy and reducing pollution, not fighting efforts of the Clean Power
 Plan.

Sincerely,

Colleen Olfenbuttel

1293 laurel bluffs
pittsboro, NC 27312

V-11535 A-11625

mailto:colfenbu@vt.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Molly Stubbs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:03:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Molly Stubbs

108 e. Rose st
Smithfield, NC 27577

V-11536 A-11626

mailto:Jstubbs401@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daphne Gruener
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:07:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daphne Gruener

461 Continental Dr
Durham, NC 37712

V-11537 A-11627

mailto:Daphne.daarts@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: herman lewis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plant Standards
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:08:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Governor McCrory why are you not getting on board with the clean power plan ? From what little I understand
 about the program it is to reduce the pollution being put into the air we breath as well as green house gases I for the
 life of me cannot understand why you of all people wouldn't want to take care of this beautiful state of ours being
 the governor .I argue to reconsider your actions at this time and get on board . yours truly  Herman Lewis  422
 westover ave. WIlson NC

Sincerely,

herman lewis

422 westover ave
wilson, NC 27893

V-11538 A-11628

mailto:hlewis@myglnc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Robins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:10:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please consider the health of our state and people before the health of big business.

Sincerely,

Melissa Robins

28 east bayberry ct
Durham, NC 27713

V-11539 A-11629

mailto:Mdrobins@mac.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: lisa lippert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:13:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

lisa lippert

6905 timberwood dr
fayetteville, NC 28314

9102733480

V-11540 A-11630

mailto:coyoteschild@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Tyson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:14:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Tyson

3618 Griffith rd
Monroe, NC 28112

V-11541 A-11631

mailto:Stysonrn@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: carol warchol
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:15:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

carol warchol

1007 renewal place
raleigh, NC 27603

V-11542 A-11632

mailto:warcholmc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: debbie garrigues
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:19:38 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. debbie garrigues
228 Prescott Dr
Salisbury, NC 28144-7779
debbiegarrigues@yahoo.com

V-11543 A-11633

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: angela chapman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:20:03 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. angela chapman
138 Barnwell Rd
Dudley, NC 28333-9425
chappy2474@gmail.com

V-11544 A-11634

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: marilyn fontenot
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:20:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

marilyn fontenot

197 Vickers Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

9199047442

V-11545 A-11635

mailto:marilyngfontenot@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sheila Beaudry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:25:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

My husband and I both have asthma.  I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on
 carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North
 Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing
 our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sheila Beaudry

821 Buteo Ridge
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-11546 A-11636

mailto:sbbeaudry@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jamieson Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:28:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jamieson Scott

4506 Regent Drive
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-11547 A-11637

mailto:Jamie.scott.writer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lorna Lineberry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:31:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lorna Lineberry

6265 Hunt Rd
Pleasant Garden, NC 27313

V-11548 A-11638

mailto:llineberry1304@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: paula mcwhirter-buck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:31:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air, our children, grandchildren, and earth.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

paula mcwhirter-buck

5801 bald mountain rd
burnsville, NC 28714

V-11549 A-11639

mailto:pkmcbuck@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: m roxanne peterson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:33:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

m roxanne peterson

148 ne 20th st
oak island, NC 28465

704-713-1724

V-11550 A-11640

mailto:baby_banana_and_the_moonwatchers@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pawel Karendys
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Living in a clean environment
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:33:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please respect our right to live in a clean and healthy environment and submit North Carolina’s carbon pollution
 plan. As a state, we would be better off investing in green energy sources and limiting use of coal in our power
 plants. Also we need to make sure that Duke Energy cleans up its coal ashes.
My support goes to those politicians and government officials who think not only about their party alliances, friends,
 and big business but the entire population of North Carolina.

Sincerely,

Pawel Karendys

4940 Hawk Shadow Ln
Charlotte, NC 28277

V-11551 A-11641

mailto:pkarendys@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Connie Upchurch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air Act
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:33:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear Gov. McCrory and Joelle Burleson,

I support the Clean Air Act and I expect North Carolina's leaders to do the same.

We will all be voting in November.

Please help North Carolina be a leader in joining the fight for Clean Air. Listen to the voice of your constituents, not
 big business and lobbyist.

Sincerely,

Connie Upchurch

501 Devereux Street
Raleigh, NC 27605

9196498023

V-11552 A-11642

mailto:cbruncati@mcclatchy.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Johanna Moran
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air/Clean Water
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:37:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please stop despoiling our state, think about future generations. Money is NOT the be all and end all in life. Do not
 undermine efforts to clean up pollution, both in our air and our water.

Sincerely,

Johanna Moran

3080 Seven Lakes West
West End, NC 27376

V-11553 A-11643

mailto:Jonie45@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Anderson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:39:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Anderson

172 Koontz rd
Lexington, NC 27295

V-11554 A-11644

mailto:Suzieq8789@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Dishman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:41:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Dishman

613 S Chapman St
Greensboro, NC 27403

V-11555 A-11645

mailto:sandra_dishman@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debbie McMannis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:44:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debbie McMannis

PO Box 19252
Asheville, NC 28815

V-11556 A-11646

mailto:debbiemcmannis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Heckel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:49:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Heckel

115 Sir Patrick's Ct
Clemmons, NC 27012

V-11557 A-11647

mailto:jch52969@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:50:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Smith

106 Lavender Ct
Cary, NC 27512

V-11558 A-11648

mailto:Carolyn_smith42@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Toth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:52:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Toth

2468 Hopes Way
Charlotte, NC 28209

V-11559 A-11649

mailto:Soledad120@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Veitch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:52:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Veitch

3407 taylor st
Morehead city, NC 28557

V-11560 A-11650

mailto:Nancyveitch@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Willie Robinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: We dont need no more pollution.
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:52:18 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We don't need anymore ,!!Pollution.!! We need clean air. Without clean air.more brething problems.The future
 generation.will inherit.this problem.we wouldn't want our children to.inherit this.They desever to live in a world
 without pollution.This must b done.Prevention is the key.

Sincerely,

Willie Robinson

903 Bekton st
Monroe
Monroe, NC 28110

V-11561 A-11651

mailto:Willierob903@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Ambrose Haney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:55:02 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ambrose Haney
603 Montclair Rd
Fayetteville, NC 28314-2392
truepanthersfan@gmail.com

V-11562 A-11652

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Preston Dyar
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Don"t!
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:55:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

PLEASE do not destroy this beautiful State.  Keep it green and clean.

Sincerely,

Preston Dyar

33 B Glassy Lane
Flat Rock, NC 28731

V-11563 A-11653

mailto:prestondyar@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paige Polito
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:57:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paige Polito

517 Lyndenbury Dr
Apex, NC 27502

V-11564 A-11654

mailto:paige.polito@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christina Mast
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:57:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christina Mast

7512 Matherly Dr
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-11565 A-11655

mailto:moonvine27@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrea Beaver
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 9:58:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrea Beaver

255 stone rd
Salisbury, NC 28146

7042139333

V-11566 A-11656

mailto:abeaver7@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Doris Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:01:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Doris Wilson

6624 Professor St
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-11567 A-11657

mailto:Dowilson@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Van Dyke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:01:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. Profiting while killing lives is a sin. Stop the backdoor dealings!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Van Dyke

11821 Sidney Crest Ave
Charlotte, NC 28213

704-688-1623

V-11568 A-11658

mailto:mickivee63@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel Simon
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:03:55 PM

I STRONGLY support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental
 Quality’s current proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals,
 have failed to engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please
 accept the following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Rachel Simon
237 Queen St. #3
Apt. 3
Boone, NC 28608

V-11569 A-11659

mailto:rachel.ellen.simon@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Marianne Barrier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:06:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As someone who has asthma and is personally harmed daily by the pollution allowed to be spewed into our air by
 businesses who could do better, but won't until they are forced to do the right thing, I support the Environmental
 Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
 childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to
 increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marianne Barrier

7807 Jeffrey Alan Court
Raleigh, NC 27613

V-11570 A-11660

mailto:marianne.barrier@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elise Martin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:07:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elise Martin

215 N 3rd Ave
Mayodan, NC 27027

V-11571 A-11661

mailto:ejmartin2001@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Reese
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:09:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Reese

70 Bunny Trail
Hendersonville, NC 28791

V-11572 A-11662

mailto:missireese32@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emily Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:09:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Emily Scott

6 Mill Street
Lumbertob, NC 28358

9108276277

V-11573 A-11663

mailto:hollywoodpro08@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Le Master II
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Please
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:13:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Clean up our environment. So many alternative ways to clean energy. Do not forget about your constituency and do
 the right thing!

Sincerely,

Richard Le Master II

6326 Grove Park Blvd
Charlotte, NC 28215

V-11574 A-11664

mailto:rlemasterii@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sallie Simpson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: The Environment
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:13:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We have only one earth - as stewards of the earth, we have done a poor job! If all of us do not immediately begin to
 work together to save our planet, the climate and our resources, we will not survive

Sincerely,

Sallie Simpson

6617 Quiet Cove Court
Raleigh, NC 27612

V-11575 A-11665

mailto:salliesimpson@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cara Smelter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:13:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cara Smelter

605-B Smedes Place
Raleigh, NC 27605

V-11576 A-11666

mailto:carasmelter@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Karfit
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:19:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise Karfit

170wagoner drive
mtairy, NC 27030

V-11577 A-11667

mailto:dkarfit@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Martha Grissom
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:20:02 PM

PROTECT NC.  NO FRACKING--EVER!  REDUCE POLLUTION AND RUNOFF.  CUT EMISSIONS.  KEEP
 NC CLEAN AND GREEN.

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Martha Grissom
PO Box 145
Jefferson, NC 28640

V-11578 A-11668

mailto:martha.grissom@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Natalya Weinstein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:22:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Natalya Weinstein

73 Deaver St
Asheville, NC 28806

V-11579 A-11669

mailto:natalyaweinstein@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Myra O"Connor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:22:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Myra O'Connor

634 22nd Ave NE  Apt. A
Hickory, NC 28601

V-11580 A-11670

mailto:Storknrs47@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandy Murray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:23:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandy Murray

3823 Westchester Rd
Durham, NC 27707

V-11581 A-11671

mailto:smurrqy2@fromtier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Jodey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:24:33 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kimberly Jodey
925 Bryan Pl
Garner, NC 27529-3090
kimjosey87@gmail.com

V-11582 A-11672

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margie Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:25:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margie Miller

510 Whites Mill Rd
Statesville, NC 28677

V-11583 A-11673

mailto:mmillernc17@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Arlene Jackness
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:28:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Long past due, make it happen.  We, the people want this.  No excuses, get it done.

Sincerely,

Arlene Jackness

51 Israel Road
Candler, NC 28715

V-11584 A-11674

mailto:ajackness@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bellita Jacobson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:28:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bellita Jacobson

4327 woodland lane
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-11585 A-11675

mailto:Zainifun67@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: MaryAnn Mueller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:29:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

MaryAnn Mueller

6904 Alexander Rd
Charlotte, NC 28270

V-11586 A-11676

mailto:madt90@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gwendolyn Hines
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:32:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gwendolyn Hines

112 S. Moring Avenue
Rocky Mount, NC 27801

V-11587 A-11677

mailto:jazzygumbo@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Ryan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: please support solar energy for households
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:36:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a resident of Apex, NC  I would like to be able to install solar panels on my home and connect to the energy
 grid.  Can you influence local governments and power companies in our state to make it easier to setup solar energy
 for private homes?  The Town of Apex is not very accommodating. With your leadership and example hopefully
 you can influence small town policies.

Please support the Clean Power Plan and also work to make it easier for families to have solar energy at home.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Ryan

103 Country Valley Ct
Apex, NC 27502

9196292021

V-11588 A-11678

mailto:stacy.ryan.sr@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Ward
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:37:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrew Ward

8701 soaring eagle ln
Waxhaw, NC 28173

V-11589 A-11679

mailto:Drew77w@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Warren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:37:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Warren

3653 N. Prince Village Plac
Tucson, AZ 85719

5203253983

V-11590 A-11680

mailto:bwarre01@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vicki Rowan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:37:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vicki Rowan

8016 Hinsdale Lane
Denver, NC 28037

V-11591 A-11681

mailto:Vbrowan@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:38:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please  support the carbon pollution standards for power plants and start a new era of clean energy in North
 Carolina.

Sincerely,

Anne White

5205 COURTNEY HUNTSVILLE RD
YADKINVILLE, NC 27055

3364635589

V-11592 A-11682

mailto:acwhite@yadtel.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristy Robertson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:39:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kristy Robertson

5209 Jeanne
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-11593 A-11683

mailto:Hydegypsy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ginny Soule
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:39:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

How can you care so little about our beautiful state. The least you can do is support clean air. Think !

Sincerely,

Ginny Soule

936 Wall Rd
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-11594 A-11684

mailto:Gsoule16@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Lindquist
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air is a Must!!
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:39:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We must place a priority on carbon pollution standards, wind and solar energy and turn away from fracking and
 offshore drilling.

Sincerely,

Nancy Lindquist

9128 Sutherland Court
Raleigh, NC 27615

9198489325

V-11595 A-11685

mailto:nlindqui@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vanessa Boisvert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:45:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vanessa Boisvert

600 S. Churton Street
Apt 59
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-11596 A-11686

mailto:vanessacues@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Annette Radcliffe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:45:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Do not fail the goals of the Clean Power Plan.

Sincerely,

Annette Radcliffe

PO BOX 51
Whitsett, NC 27377

V-11597 A-11687

mailto:drumsngar@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Abigail Game
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:46:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Abigail Game

1405
Evergreen ave
Goldsboro, NC 27530

V-11598 A-11688

mailto:Abigailgame28@Gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Serene Dae
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:49:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Serene Dae

145 clyde ray rd
DEEP GAP, NC 28618

V-11599 A-11689

mailto:happydae@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robin Blackburn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:49:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robin Blackburn

1548 Twin Oaks Drive
King, NC 27021

V-11600 A-11690

mailto:Robin127@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Danielle Howel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:50:04 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Danielle Howel
321 Summit Lake Dr
Apex, NC 27523-9407
sthrngrl21@aol.com

V-11601 A-11691

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leigh Zaleon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:51:38 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Leigh Zaleon
106 Spencer Ct
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-1921
lzaleon@lmzchildcare.com

V-11602 A-11692

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jo Anna Rissanen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:53:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jo Anna Rissanen

PO Box 1309
Huntersville, NC 28078

V-11603 A-11693

mailto:j98545@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kiera Leslie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:53:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kiera Leslie

48 hillside street
Asheville, NC 28801

V-11604 A-11694

mailto:Kieraleslie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzanne Stanton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:55:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Stanton

321 Silverberry Ct
Cary,  27513

V-11605 A-11695

mailto:suzannestanton16@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gail Mork
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Concerning clean air
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 10:55:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I just finished watching President Obama give the state of  our union address. I am very happy that we have gas
 prices at $2.00 a gallon. As a homeowner I am very interested in solar and wind power. When you drive on
 interstate 26, you can view the many rows of solar panels on The Biltmore Estate in Asheville, NC. Please make
 clean energy a priority in all your decisions to help us have less costly and clean energy options.

Sincerely,

Gail Mork

32alclare drive
Asheville NC 28804
Asheville, NC 28804

V-11606 A-11696

mailto:gailmork53@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: George Gray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:01:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please resign and leave the governing of the people to people who give a damn about other people.

Until you do, please support the Clean Power Plan. You Duke Energy controllers are evil people.

Sincerely,

George Gray

824 Brookside Ave
Charlotte, NC 28203

V-11607 A-11697

mailto:geoagray3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stefanie Hedrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:01:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stefanie Hedrick

7418 Preakness Stakes Lane
Charlotte, NC 28215

V-11608 A-11698

mailto:sghedrick74@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Weeks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: stop Pollution
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:08:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

No Pollution. No Pollution please in this State of N C.

Sincerely,

James Weeks

3748 Dusty Lane
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-11609 A-11699

mailto:followmex10@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: C. Warren Pope
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)NC"s "Clean Power" Plan a Non-Starter
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:08:47 PM

C. Warren Pope from Asheville, NC writes:

I am extremely disappointed in NC's proposed "Clean Power" program, which is more determined to fail instead of
 making honest strides to move into a more cleasn power situation.  The plan, for one thing, makes no investments in
 renewable energy or energy efficiency, the most cost-effective forms of energy wecurrently have.  Further, the
 "plan" was drafted completely without key stakeholders including citizens' groups as mandated by the EPA.  It is
 not only the most expensive means of approach, but it wastes taxpayer money forwarding optoins that aaaare sure
 to fail.

In short, the current "plan" lacks planning and is certain to fail.  It is a political document drafted more by DUke
 energy than anyone else.  Shame on you!

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): cwpope@charter.net

First Name: C. Warren

Last Name: Pope

City: Asheville
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28803

V-11610 A-11700

mailto:cwpope@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Bourdier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:12:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I feel that we need to try various methods of energy that would pollute less.  We need clean energy.

Sincerely,

Lisa Bourdier

3496 Holder RD
Clemmons, NC 27012

V-11611 A-11701

mailto:LBourdier@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Irene Radke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Support the Clean Power Plan, not polluters
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:13:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It’s time to clean up NC’s dirty energy act. Support the Clean Power Plan, not Duke Energy's plan.

Sincerely,

Irene Radke

150 Hideaway Ln
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-11612 A-11702

mailto:irenelillian@juno.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rosemary Killion
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:14:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rosemary Killion

207 Lakeway Dr
Lewisville, NC 27023

V-11613 A-11703

mailto:rkillion@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Reeve
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:15:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Reeve

204 Commons Way
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-11614 A-11704

mailto:dsreeve@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debbie Tallarico
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:17:37 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Debbie Tallarico
443 Ward Greene Rd
Vilas, NC 28692

V-11615 A-11705

mailto:datallarico@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Mitzi Mager
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:20:59 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mitzi Mager
165 Bayberry Trl
Kitty Hawk, NC 27949-3112
mitzimager@yahoo.com

V-11616 A-11706

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Barber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:24:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Barber

136 Snowbird Tr
Marble
Marble, NC 28905

V-11617 A-11707

mailto:Nshanker13@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Edie Ptacek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:24:31 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Edie Ptacek
114 Candlestick Dr
Statesville, NC 28625-8396
ladyet152@aol.com

V-11618 A-11708

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Tucker Berger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:24:32 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tucker Berger
517 Compton Rd
Raleigh, NC 27609-5922
sportsguy0697@aol.com

V-11619 A-11709

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Kidda
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:25:11 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

John Kidda, Politically Unaffiliated

John Kidda
285 Williams Ridge Road
Boone, NC 28607

V-11620 A-11710

mailto:kiddaj@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Robin Baskin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:25:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robin Baskin

20 Griffing Blvd
Asheville, NC 28804

8282169263

V-11621 A-11711

mailto:robinbaskin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Hornsby
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:33:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Hornsby

4611-D Hedgemore Dr
Charlotte, NC 28209

V-11622 A-11712

mailto:richard.hornsby@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Van Hallman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:37:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Van Hallman

4465 Fair Oaks Lane
High Point, NC 27265

V-11623 A-11713

mailto:vhallman1@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Connie Nicholson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Environmental policy
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:45:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support the Clean Power Plan and make our state a leader in clean energy.

Sincerely,

Connie Nicholson

192 Thomas Park Dr
Waynesville, NC 28786

V-11624 A-11714

mailto:Connienick@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Abigail Ellis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:49:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Abigail Ellis

5939 The Plaza
Charlotte, NC 28215

V-11625 A-11715

mailto:ahoffmanellis@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marilu Tellez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:50:01 PM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marilu Tellez
491 23rd Avenue Pl NE
Hickory, NC 28601-1574
quetzalapa.gro@gmail.com

V-11626 A-11716

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Adriana Andrade
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:51:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Adriana Andrade

105 little Meadow ct
Holly springs, NC 27540

V-11627 A-11717

mailto:Losandes5@netzero.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: craig smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:55:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

For some reason I am not able to list recipients.

So Mr.McCrory, you have proven yourself a person who what he says as a candidate, means nothing as a sitting
 Governor.

Can we at least work with the Federal Government on this plan. Or will that anger the powers that be at Duke
 Energy ???

Sincerely,

craig smith

1321 new castle rd
Apt J9
DURHAM, NC 27704

9196273589

V-11628 A-11718

mailto:csmith8354@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eleanor Collins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:55:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eleanor Collins

335B Driftwood Ci
Southern Pines, NC 28387

9106928289

V-11629 A-11719

mailto:efc211@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Whitley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:55:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

NC should be doing everything it can to support the Clean Power Plan.  We want clean air and water, and clean
 power will certainly help to secure both.  Besides, NC has been a leader in solar energy for several years and you
 should encourage more of that.

NC should not be on the wrong side of this issue.  Please support the Clean Power Plan.

Sincerely,

Ann Whitley

613 Candlewood Dr
Clayton, NC 27520

2527174403

V-11630 A-11720

mailto:aseagurl@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Branda
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 11:55:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Branda

9005-G Nolley Ct
Charlotte, NC 28270

V-11631 A-11721

mailto:Nrbranda@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: steven carpenter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean power
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:03:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dont sacrifice our childrens future for personal gain.

Sincerely,

steven carpenter

726 witmore rd
Wingate, NC 28174

704-776-0835

V-11632 A-11722

mailto:stevecarpenter@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lionel Sanders
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean air
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:03:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Lionel Sanders

1530 Cloverdale Ave.
Winston-Salem

Sincerely,

Lionel Sanders

1530 Cloverdale Ave
Winston-Salem, NC 27104

V-11633 A-11723

mailto:lionelsanders@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Livina Thomas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:03:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Livina Thomas

3414 Lovington Court
High Point, NC 27260

V-11634 A-11724

mailto:vinaandmo@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wendy Wieber
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:05:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wendy Wieber

195 Sigmon Rd
Fletcher, NC 28733

V-11635 A-11725

mailto:Webear143@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lou Murrey
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:08:58 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Lou Murrey
225 Edgewood Dr
Boone, NC 28607

V-11636 A-11726

mailto:murreylou@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Daniels
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:12:12 AM

I demand a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Chris Daniels
3401 Davis Grey Drive
Asheville, NC 28803

V-11637 A-11727

mailto:cdaniels74@Hotmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Peggy Wynn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:13:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peggy Wynn

122 Bag End Road
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-11638 A-11728

mailto:casatranio@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne deBuys
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:15:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne deBuys

16 Sevan Court
Asheville, NC 28806

V-11639 A-11729

mailto:anne.debuys@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Frye
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:19:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Frye

PO Box 431
lewisville, NC 27023

3369455717

V-11640 A-11730

mailto:artisangroupnc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stacy Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:20:03 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Stacy Davis
421 Cardinal Dr
Clayton, NC 27520-3018
foghornsd@yahoo.com

V-11641 A-11731

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Floyd Dunlap Jr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:27:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Floyd Dunlap Jr

8100 Farmlea Circle
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-11642 A-11732

mailto:razbiz102@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: juanita rose
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:30:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

juanita rose

123 Nob hill Road
hendersonvillle,  28791

2012908521

V-11643 A-11733

mailto:nedarose@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vanessa Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean air supporter
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:33:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Clean air  means healthy people healthy communities. We don't want the problem like China with coal burning
 plants that make it almost impossible to breath and can't even see the sun when it's out.

Sincerely,

Vanessa Wilson

964 jeffrey ct
apt.a
reidsville, NC 27320

V-11644 A-11734

mailto:victorvictor53@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dani Bushey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:33:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dani Bushey

3532 Holborn Drive
Hope Mills, NC 28345

V-11645 A-11735

mailto:poohnc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carlton Avant
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Funding
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:35:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

The federal loan guarantee programs from the Dept. of Treasury (1603), Dept. of Interior, Dept. of Agriculture, and
 Dept. of Energy as a result of EPACT 2005 must be insured of its longevity for future use by being backed by
 precious metals and minerals, food, fuel, and energy production (PPA's). So that the Municipal Clean Power
 Program, (Fathergreen.us-REMEDP post) can have accessible funding for start-up businesses.

Sincerely,

Carlton Avant

910 Willoughby Rd
Monroe, NC 28110

V-11646 A-11736

mailto:fathergreen@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Celeste Fisher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:54:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Celeste Fisher

312 Penn Oak Circle
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-11647 A-11737

mailto:Celesteefisher@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Amanda Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:55:04 AM

Jan 12, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amanda Jones
718 Nc Highway 62 E
Pleasant Garden, NC 27313-9775
biddiekitten@live.com

V-11648 A-11738

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ellen Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:55:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ellen Smith

5864 Double Island Road
Green Mountain, NC 28740

V-11649 A-11739

mailto:Ignobility@inbox.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pal Kokity
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:56:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Regardless of what people think about global warming/climate change, we should strive to leave a cleaner world for
 our (grand)children and the generations to come. We have the technology and it is proven that there are plenty of
 jobs and profit to be made from clean renewable energy. It is time to get out of the fossil fuel age.

Sincerely,

Pal Kokity

828 Reba Pl Apt 1S
Evanston, IL 60202

V-11650 A-11740

mailto:pkokity@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Singleton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Energy
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:01:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please stop the use of energy sources that continue to pollute our environment while furthering climate change and
 global warming. We as Americans and members of our world must make the hard changes necessary for a healthy
 sustainable future!

Sincerely,

Catherine Singleton

5 Harmony Lane #23
Lewiston, ME 04240

V-11651 A-11741

mailto:clsingleton6998@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Tucker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:16:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Tucker

728 William Ave
Asheboro, NC 27203

3364222352

V-11652 A-11742

mailto:dtuckerrma@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chuck Pelon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:19:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chuck Pelon

2828 Stuart Dr
Durham, NC 27707

V-11653 A-11743

mailto:chuckactual@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Carpenter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:19:59 AM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Karen Carpenter
394 Springdale Dr
Marion, NC 28752-5998
kacarpenter84@yahoo.com

V-11654 A-11744

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marty Aden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:25:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marty Aden

202 Bennington Place
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-11655 A-11745

mailto:maadretny@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Virginia Wagner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:25:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Virginia Wagner

7549 Fallow Lane
Charlotte, NC 28273

V-11656 A-11746

mailto:msbellee@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: joyce gallion
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean up
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:25:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It needs to be done. They should clean it up on their own to be responsible, in not they need to be held accountable.

Sincerely,

joyce gallion

PO Box 597
Marion, NC 28752

V-11657 A-11747

mailto:joycegallion@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindi Caron
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:29:16 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Cindi Caron
333 Owen Road
Blowing Rock, NC 28605

V-11658 A-11748

mailto:Laffinatus@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: tommie smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:40:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

tommie smith

4 Enka Orchard St
Candler, NC 28715

8287770925

V-11659 A-11749

mailto:tommiesmithshearer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: GENEVIEVE MATTIE
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean power
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:43:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Support clean power!!!

Sincerely,

GENEVIEVE MATTIE

9921 ELM WALK LANE
zebulon, NC 27597

V-11660 A-11750

mailto:GEN.MATTIE@YAHOO.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sheila Baggarley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:55:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sheila Baggarley

Macandrew
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-11661 A-11751

mailto:Sabaggarley@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ed Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: POLLUTION
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:03:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

You purposefully fail this plan and we will come after you (politically).  Count on it.

Sincerely,

Ed Clark

422 N Caldwell St
Salisbury, NC 28144

V-11662 A-11752

mailto:edclark.charlotte@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Carbone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:14:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Carbone

52 Riceville Rd
D-201
Asheville, NC 28805

917-214-9242

V-11663 A-11753

mailto:trinibets@hotmail.om
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kolleen mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:32:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kolleen mitchell

106 indigo dr
Cary, NC 27513

V-11664 A-11754

mailto:replymail.k@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Juan Martinez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: clean energy
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:34:14 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I will always oppose pollution. Clean energy should always be the way to go

Sincerely,

Juan Martinez

6541 saint louis st
fayetteville, NC 28314

V-11665 A-11755

mailto:jmst7159@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Fiddle witch
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:37:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Fiddle witch

28tt
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-11666 A-11756

mailto:fiddlewitch@spamarrest.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Hodges
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:55:12 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Mary Hodges
207 New Market Center #100
Boone, NC 28607

V-11667 A-11757

mailto:tarheel197@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Elisha Luna
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:04:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elisha Luna

2213 Old Mount Olive Highway
Dudley, NC 28333

9197505393

V-11668 A-11758

mailto:elishaluna93@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Gutierrez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:04:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear

Sincerely,

Laura Gutierrez

15 High View Drive
Leicester, NC 28748

V-11669 A-11759

mailto:Dewlapme@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Lanier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:04:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Lanier

4080 little river rd
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-11670 A-11760

mailto:Marylanier@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kellie Vanek
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:16:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kellie Vanek

1401 Brittany Wood Dr
Willow Spring, NC 27592

V-11671 A-11761

mailto:Cutshaw9@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:16:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you. Elizabeth L. Jones

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Jones

5626 Atwater Dr. Lot 63
Greensboro, NC 27407

V-11672 A-11762

mailto:kharmacreature@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Ainsworth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean energy
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:32:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please clean up your energy supply  NC. Our future generations depend on it.
Sincerely john ainsworth

Sincerely,

John Ainsworth

1608
Kingstown rd, RI 02879

V-11673 A-11763

mailto:Saltyjohn4@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nanette Miles
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:38:29 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Nanette Miles
P. O. Box 84
Andrews, NC 28901

V-11674 A-11764

mailto:witchqueen1@juno.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Angelina McCurry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:55:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angelina McCurry

3706 Sipes Lane
Charlotte, NC 28269

7043455976

V-11675 A-11765

mailto:mccurangel@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Addie Luther
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Real clean energy w/o expensive measures
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:00:40 AM

Addie Luther from Asheboro, NC writes:

I challenge and expect the Governor and officials to draft a real "plan" that,meets guidelines and protects the health
 and safety of NC

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): addie@triad.rr.com

First Name: Addie

Last Name: Luther

City: Asheboro
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27203

V-11676 A-11766

mailto:addie@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: carolyn Hoff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:09:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

carolyn Hoff

3501 Kyle Court
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-11677 A-11767

mailto:carolyn.louise.hoff@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meg Koc
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: What would it look like if you did the right thing?
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:31:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please clean up NC

Sincerely,

Meg Koc

118 elderberry lane
Rougemont, NC 27572

V-11678 A-11768

mailto:Koc.meg@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Perryman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:37:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I urge you to support the Clean Power Plan and make North Carolina a more environmentally safe place for our
 families.

Sincerely,

Melissa Perryman

1163 Precinct Road
Pilot Mountain, NC 27041

V-11679 A-11769

mailto:melisser3@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alice Ann Williamson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:43:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alice Ann Williamson

209 Robert E. Lee Drive
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-11680 A-11770

mailto:aliceann@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Suzanne Ruggiero
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:49:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Ruggiero

4205 Caroline Ct
Greensboro, NC,  27407

V-11681 A-11771

mailto:suzanne.ruggiero@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Yvonne LaBelle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:55:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Yvonne LaBelle

6912 Culloden More Court
Charlotte, NC 28217

V-11682 A-11772

mailto:ylabelle25@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Glynis Budd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:03:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Glynis Budd

1237 Legacy Greene Ave
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-11683 A-11773

mailto:gmbudd946@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margot Plonk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:07:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margot Plonk

313 west gold st
Km, NC 28086

V-11684 A-11774

mailto:Margot.plonk@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Herzog
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:09:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Herzog

317 Lewis Dr
Carolina Beach, NC 28428

V-11685 A-11775

mailto:amherzog@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Courtney Sgroi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:10:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Courtney Sgroi

6500 Vintage Ridge Lane
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526

V-11686 A-11776

mailto:csgroi31@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Peaden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:19:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Peaden

1312 Parkside Drive NW
Wilson, NC 27896

V-11687 A-11777

mailto:kpeaden@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diana Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:19:43 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diana Jackson

1315 Peniel Rd
Columbus, NC 28722

V-11688 A-11778

mailto:Zygmalian@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Cade
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:22:11 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Cade

208 Howland Ave
Cary, NC 27513

V-11689 A-11779

mailto:rcade@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Michael Barricello
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:25:46 AM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michael Barricello
135 Stumpy Creek Rd
Mooresville, NC 28117-8492
mbarricello@aol.com

V-11690 A-11780

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Dayer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:25:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Dayer

2700 Surrey Green Lane
Durham, NC 27707

V-11691 A-11781

mailto:ATotty@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tia Edwards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:27:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tia Edwards

24 Widgeon Ct
Southern Shores, NC 27949

V-11692 A-11782

mailto:obxtea@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:29:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gary Mitchell

PO Box 596
Ocracoke, NC 27960

V-11693 A-11783

mailto:molassescreek@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patty Sneeden
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:53:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patty Sneeden

217 Kilarnt RD
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-11694 A-11784

mailto:Pbsneeden@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:58:14 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Adams

103 Larkspur Ln
Cary, NC 27513

9196781513

V-11695 A-11785

mailto:Liz.adams@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: L Maust
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:01:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

L Maust

1111 save trees.. dont send mail
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-11696 A-11786

mailto:Lmaust118@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sue Crotts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:03:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sue Crotts

809 Honeysuckle Drive
Greensboro,  27408

V-11697 A-11787

mailto:Susancrotts2006@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bruce Johnston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:07:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bruce Johnston

8 Hut Terrace
Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-11698 A-11788

mailto:brucepaynejohnston@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robin Blackburn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:11:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robin Blackburn

1548 Twin Oaks Drive
King, NC 27021

V-11699 A-11789

mailto:Robin127@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nadia Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:15:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nadia Scott

112 woodlark ln
Holly Springs, NC 27540

9199245240

V-11700 A-11790

mailto:nadiasscott@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robin Blackburn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:19:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robin Blackburn

1548 Twin Oaks Drive
King, NC 27021

V-11701 A-11791

mailto:Robin127@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kay Isenhour
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:19:40 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kay Isenhour

PO Box616
916 Dewitt Barnett Road
Valle Crucis, NC 28691

V-11702 A-11792

mailto:kayike3489@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terri Barricello
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:20:52 AM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Terri Barricello
135 Stumpy Creek Rd
Mooresville, NC 28117-8492
tbarricell@aol.com

V-11703 A-11793

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matt Lineberry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:21:07 AM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Matt Lineberry
1407 W Morton St
Madison, NC 27025-9353
Lineberry88@yahoo.com

V-11704 A-11794

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brenda Cooke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:21:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brenda Cooke

6 Clearbrook Rd
Asheville, NC 28805

(828) 252-3051

V-11705 A-11795

mailto:brendasioux@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Asbury
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:25:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Asbury

208 KERRY court
Jacksonville, NC 28546

V-11706 A-11796

mailto:unravelingmyself@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elisabeth VINSON
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:29:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

North Carolina should strive to protect it"s citizens from pollution...not fail to meet standards. We have had enough
 of Duke Power's "mistakes . Please do what is best for PEOPLE rather than the bottom line.

Sincerely,

Elisabeth VINSON

1351 Susanna Wesley Dr
#160
Winston-Salem, NC 27104

336 725 4536

V-11707 A-11797

mailto:gardenlady.lv@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laure Ragen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:31:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laure Ragen

118 W 9th St
Greenville, NC 27834

V-11708 A-11798

mailto:lbragen@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Neal Bracken
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:31:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Neal Bracken

2207 Mulberry Court
Lansdale, PA 19446

V-11709 A-11799

mailto:1nbracken@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Bowen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:31:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Bowen

109 n King Charles Rd
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-11710 A-11800

mailto:Jessica.Bowen74@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Rankin-Swentor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean air!
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:33:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Hello.
I am a Native of Charlotte, NC.  I have been a professional Gardener for the past decade.  It is very disconcerting to
 work here in the summer due to the ozone warnings/watches I must pay attention to.  Because I have lived here my
 entire life... I can tell you it has not always been this way.

Please make changes to legislation and economic policy to reflect values that protect North Carolinas citizens and
 environment  from air pollution.
I know it will require courage from the politicians to stand up to industry.  We need our polititians to be heroic in
 this day.  The future of our children and our environment depend on it.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amanda Rankin-Swentor

3016 Spring Valley Rd.t Carolina
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-11711 A-11801

mailto:Ars_sculptress@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amanda Dunk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: To our "leaders"
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:35:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Pretend for five minutes that yours is not the last generation on earth.

Sincerely,

Amanda Dunk

7 Pine Ridge Drive
Fairview, NC 28730

V-11712 A-11802

mailto:so.elastic@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Loscalzo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:40:18 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Loscalzo

990 Piney Knob
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

V-11713 A-11803

mailto:loftynotions1@Yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shannon Carney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:43:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Just stop for a moment please, and listen.  Go outside, into a park or nearby woods and listen.  Listen to what you do
 not hear, and then come back to your office and then listen to the millions of NC residence asking for the following
 .... 

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shannon Carney

430 Larsen Lane
Tryon, NC 28782

8288632343

V-11714 A-11804

mailto:shannon@windriverservices.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dick Roberts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:43:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Ban fracking... support solar and wind!

Sincerely,

Dick Roberts

1943 Honeysuckle Street
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-11715 A-11805

mailto:dickdow64@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emma segasture
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:43:45 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Emma segasture

1418Irange Street
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-11716 A-11806

mailto:Emma.segasture@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Burke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:43:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

North Carolina is so beautiful! I am writing to encourage you to do whatever is possible to keep it that way.
Thank you,
Deborah Burke

Sincerely,

Deborah Burke

10 B Ardis Lane
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-11717 A-11807

mailto:deborahburke52@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Candice Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:44:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I respectfully request, as a North Carolina Citizen, that you submit a plan to meet the goals of the Clean Power Act.
 It is your responsibility to protect this state, and the world from the destruction of carbon pollution. You were not
 elected to look after the interests of businesses over people!

Sincerely,

Candice Taylor

806 st andrews dr apt c
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-11718 A-11808

mailto:cataylor02@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Keys
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:45:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Keys

3108 Konnoak Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27127

V-11719 A-11809

mailto:jennylkeys@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Combs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:50:16 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Governor - your ties to Duke Energy are incredibly clear. It is time you represent the citizens and not Duke.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Combs

135 Cattle Farm Dr
Raleigh, NC 27603

9197204911

V-11720 A-11810

mailto:lrcombs@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Brock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:51:41 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Brock

163 New Haven Ct
Sunset Beach,  28468

V-11721 A-11811

mailto:trishbrock97@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Juanita Qureshi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:53:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Juanita Qureshi

14 Deep River
High Point, NC 27265

V-11722 A-11812

mailto:july10113@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vicky Olive
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: In support of upholding goals of Clean Power Plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:55:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Pat McCrory and Joelle Burleson.

We MUST place importance on measures protecting the source of our life, our precious. We can no longer afford to
 pretend that it is not primary to our existence and we must care. Generations to come depend us. Please do the right
 thing.

Sincerely,

Vicky Olive

304 w. Poplar ave
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-11723 A-11813

mailto:Vickyolive@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Fore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:56:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Fore

286 Wills Way
Sanford, NC 27332

V-11724 A-11814

mailto:4sharonrae@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sonya Tedford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:01:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sonya Tedford

Bridford Pkwy
Greensboro, NC 27407

V-11725 A-11815

mailto:natashia1111@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gordon Hutchison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:01:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gordon Hutchison

305 Crimmons Circle
Cary, NC 27511

V-11726 A-11816

mailto:gordonhutchison49@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Cook
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:03:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a registered voter. I am asking that you support steps in the CPP that improve the long term health of our State.
 Solar and wind are the future. Competition among power suppliers is good for consumers, and allowing large
 suppliers like Dume Energy to control the agenda through dollars. This is critical for our children and
 grandchildren. We all have to live on this small blue planet. It would seem to be in your interest as well as mine to
 embrace this effort.

Sincerely,

Paul Cook

2820 State Street
Durham, NC 27704

V-11727 A-11817

mailto:paulcook707@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicole Triplett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:04:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nicole Triplett

803 Maynard BLVD
Jacksonville, NC 28546

V-11728 A-11818

mailto:Nicoleltriplett@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Powell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:07:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Powell

1130 Salem Church Road
Lincolnton
Lincolnton, NC 28092

V-11729 A-11819

mailto:rarpowell@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Kennedy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:07:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Kennedy

500 Water Wheel Cv
Clyde, NC 28721

V-11730 A-11820

mailto:cherlynne3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bev Giles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:09:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bev Giles

417 Lynn Hill Rd
Boone, NC 28607

V-11731 A-11821

mailto:bevieg@rocketmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gail Shepard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:15:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gail Shepard

6608 Whimbrel Ct
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-11732 A-11822

mailto:gailshepard1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:15:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca jones

3430 draper ave
charlotte, NC 28205

7045166882

V-11733 A-11823

mailto:rjones2106@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Yvonne LaBelle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:17:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Yvonne LaBelle

6912 Culloden More Court
Charlotte, NC 28217

5084232420

V-11734 A-11824

mailto:ylabelle25@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nicholas O"Maley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:21:08 AM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Nicholas O'Maley
612 Commodore St
Clayton, NC 27520-3042
nsomaley@ncsu.edu

V-11735 A-11825

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Dalton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:21:33 AM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mary Dalton
198 Webb Dr
Marshall, NC 28753-3419
mcdalton53@yahoo.com

V-11736 A-11826

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bates Toone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:21:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I strongly support the Clean Power Plan. Lets make NC a clean air state.

Sincerely,

Bates Toone

714 Everetts Creek Dr
Wilmington, NC 28411

V-11737 A-11827

mailto:batestoone@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Godfrey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:22:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Godfrey

211 Hopesworth Ct
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-11738 A-11828

mailto:donnagodfrey4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Charlton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:22:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Charlton

257 cub Creek road
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-11739 A-11829

mailto:Artparkcharlton@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Charles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:27:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Charles

1701 Gentry Ct
High Point, NC 27265

V-11740 A-11830

mailto:sarahandk@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Olley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:27:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Olley

104 kings mountain ct
Chapel hill, NC 27516

V-11741 A-11831

mailto:Laurabobis@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: leslie bennis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:28:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

leslie bennis

21 leannas way
asheville, NC 28805

V-11742 A-11832

mailto:lesbennis@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Becky Bell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:29:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Becky Bell

998 hwy 65 po 15
Wentworth,  27375

V-11743 A-11833

mailto:Beckybell24@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erin Storie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:31:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erin Storie

149 Water Plant Rd
Gates, NC 27937

V-11744 A-11834

mailto:ecstorie@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wayne Giordano
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:34:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wayne Giordano

2920 Chapel Hill Rd
Apt 5B
Durham, NC 27707

V-11745 A-11835

mailto:xpcekeepere5@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roseann Turner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:37:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roseann Turner

3752 vandalia dr
Winston salem, NC 27104

V-11746 A-11836

mailto:Sunbeamfairey@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erin Doyle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:37:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Erin Doyle

258 Jones Rd
Leicester, NC 28748

V-11747 A-11837

mailto:erindoyle@datasolutionsplus.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shannon Harper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:37:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shannon Harper

511 old mill
Castle Hayne, NC 28429

V-11748 A-11838

mailto:Sharper91@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne mclaughlin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:37:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne mclaughlin

771 soaring mountain rd
Hot Springs, NC 28743

828-622-0071

V-11749 A-11839

mailto:anneandmarshall@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power Plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:52:11 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Clean air is vital to all living things, and its long past time we make efforts to reverse the damage humans have
 made to the only habitable environment we have. Please ensure we can move forward on this important safeguard
 so that we can improve the air quality for all who breathe.

Sincerely,

John Smith

31 Midway Dr
Sylva, NC 28779

V-11750 A-11840

mailto:hear2bike@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:52:19 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julie Parker

1354 Benthall Bridge Rd
Ahoskie, NC 27910

2252875100

V-11751 A-11841

mailto:juliesparker2012@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tamera Zelaya-Pineda
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:53:02 AM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Tamera Zelaya-Pineda
3108 Antelope Ln
Raleigh, NC 27610-9100
tamerazelaya@gmail.com

V-11752 A-11842

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: barbara cole
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:56:03 AM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. barbara cole
21 Green Meadows Dr
Wilmington, NC 28405-3724
ammamess3@aol.com

V-11753 A-11843

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristin Knudsen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:56:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kristin Knudsen

600 Maple Street
Brevard, NC 28712

V-11754 A-11844

mailto:kbknudsen@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanne Roudebush
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean up power plant air pollution
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:57:47 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We value clean air in this state. The emissions from coal burning plants add to global warming. Please be part of the
 solution rather than obstructing environmental health for us and our grandchildren.

GET ON BOARD and make the power plants clean up their emissions.

Sincerely,

Joanne Roudebush

26 S Kaufmann Stone Way
Biltmore Lake,  28715

V-11755 A-11845

mailto:visburns@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Pilgrim
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:01:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Pilgrim

95 Strollers Lane
Waynesville, NC 28785

V-11756 A-11846

mailto:526lucas@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hope Robinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Power
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:07:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please submit a plan to meet the new standards!

Sincerely,

Hope Robinson

1526 Thriftwood Drive
Charlotte, NC 28208

17042876174

V-11757 A-11847

mailto:hsimond02@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Connie Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:11:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Connie Thompson

412e Ansonville Rd
Marshville, NC 28103

V-11758 A-11848

mailto:Seecardz@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Warburton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Energy
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:13:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Please support renewable energy for our children's children  sake.

Sincerely,

William Warburton

410 N. Road St
Elizabeth City, NC 27909

V-11759 A-11849

mailto:Billwarburton282@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sally Moseley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:13:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sally Moseley

1612 Colony Dr
Tarboro, NC 27886

2528234757

V-11760 A-11850

mailto:Sallymo@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Nolan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:14:14 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Nolan

100 Island Palms Drive
Carolina Beach, NC 28428

V-11761 A-11851

mailto:mnolan8765@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bernard Thoma
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: your transparency
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:21:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

The fact that you are owned, bought and paid for by the polluters of the oil, gas and coal industry is beyond
 transparent. I am glad my soul is not for sale and that I am fighting for a clean environment for me my child and all
 children.  That is what I call PRO-Life.

Sincerely,

Bernard Thoma

491 Patton Cove Rd
Swannnanna, NC 28778

V-11762 A-11852

mailto:bernard7@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Martin Holleman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:26:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia  Martin Holleman

317 Settlers Lane
Kure Beach, NC 28449

V-11763 A-11853

mailto:Patholleman42@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Pettit
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:28:18 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Pettit

1480 Peniel Road
Tryon, NC 28782

828-899-6512

V-11764 A-11854

mailto:nancypettit@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vicki McCarthy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:31:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vicki McCarthy

535 Franklin Drive
Eden, NC 27288

V-11765 A-11855

mailto:vikki.mccarthy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Ullmer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:35:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Ullmer

23 N Barclay Dr
Candler, NC 28715

8288556909

V-11766 A-11856

mailto:blullmer@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Garofalo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:35:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Garofalo

123 Farnsworth Dr
Goldsboro, NC 27530

V-11767 A-11857

mailto:amyandsummer@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laura Neidich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:37:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Neidich

2032 Hartwicke place
Charlotte, NC 28270

V-11768 A-11858

mailto:Lauraneidich@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: sue toumazou
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:39:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

sue toumazou

178 morrison hill rd
p.o.box 1342
davidson, NC 28036

V-11769 A-11859

mailto:susantoumazou@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Hart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:39:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Teresa Hart

9 olde Union ct
Durham, NC 27703

V-11770 A-11860

mailto:Thdogs@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Cook
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:40:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Angela Cook

273 Hillandale Street NE
Concord, NC 28025

7047861930

V-11771 A-11861

mailto:angelacook007@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Porter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:40:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Porter

927 Mulberry Mill Road
North Wilkesboro, NC 28659

V-11772 A-11862

mailto:jbarlowporter@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mike yount
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:44:07 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

mike yount
205 haven way
washington, NC 27889

V-11773 A-11863

mailto:moonraker3669@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Debi Spinelli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:47:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debi Spinelli

141 hinton ave
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-11774 A-11864

mailto:Pixideb@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry Knowles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Air quality
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:49:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Keep our state clean,quit representing corp.s  and do whats best for the residents. We have a beautiful state,do your
 job to keep it that way.

Sincerely,

Larry Knowles

88 walker cove rd
Bryson City, NC 28713

828-488-7647

V-11775 A-11865

mailto:larry.knowles@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dolores Campbell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:49:31 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dolores Campbell

202 Holly Ridge Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

9199689172

V-11776 A-11866

mailto:deebastet@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alexandria Birk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:57:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

We need the jobs and clean air and water of a sustainable energy plan.  Meeting the goals of the Clean Power Plan is
 a crucial first step. Please take it.

Sincerely,

Alexandria Birk

44 N Liberty St
Asheville,  28801

V-11777 A-11867

mailto:Xandrialbirk@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Consuelo Vilas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:59:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Consuelo Vilas

254 Elm St #4
Newark
Newark NJ, NJ 07105

V-11778 A-11868

mailto:consuelovilas@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Madelyn Crawford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:59:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Madelyn Crawford

206 Dawn Drive
Mount Holly, NC 28120

V-11779 A-11869

mailto:madelynbcrawford@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Toni Chester
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:01:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Toni Chester

106 Seawell Ave
Raleigh, NC 27601

V-11780 A-11870

mailto:tonichester@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phoenixsong Alysia Stellamaris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:01:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Phoenixsong Alysia Stellamaris

7515 Mable way Drive
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-11781 A-11871

mailto:stellamarisimagery@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Ackerman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Rampant pollution
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:03:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear Governor McCrory,
How about acting like a leader and take care of your people, your state and the environment?  STOP allowing Duke
 Energy to dump, dispose and recklessly pollute.  Man up and quit supporting those that destroy your state, pollute
 our land and water making your constituents ill.  If you don't, your name will be mentioned not with reverence but
 with disdain as you have secretly gained financially from those that that pay you "under the table".  When you leave
 office, WE will eventually find out what a dick you are as a possible corruption investigation likely will reveal. 
 Time to do some REAL damage control and change your paradigm.  It's for the betterment of those that voted for
 you and better for your place in North Carolina's history.

Sincerely,

Steve Ackerman

1746 Summit Ridge Ln
Kannapolis, NC 28083

V-11782 A-11872

mailto:Steve.ackerman1952@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristin Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:07:52 AM

Kristin Brown from Charlotte, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): kristin_brown@lcv.org

First Name: Kristin

Last Name: Brown

City: Charlotte
State: NC
ZIP Code: 20036

V-11783 A-11873

mailto:kristin_brown@lcv.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lloyd kay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)CLEAN WATER
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:08:00 AM

Lloyd kay from ASHEVILLE, NC writes:

IS A MUST

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): lloydkay6@gmail.com

First Name: Lloyd

Last Name: kay

City: ASHEVILLE
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28805

V-11784 A-11874

mailto:lloydkay6@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mandie parrish
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)protect our environment and kids future!
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:09:51 AM

mandie parrish from charlotte, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): carolinagirl9702@yahoo.com

First Name: mandie

Last Name: parrish

City: charlotte
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28277

V-11785 A-11875

mailto:carolinagirl9702@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edward Brophy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:09:58 AM

Edward Brophy from Wilmington, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.
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From: Harry Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:10:13 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Harry Taylor

1901 Brandon Circle
Charlotte, NC 28211

V-11787 A-11877

mailto:hataylor@ccim.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Latesha Saunders
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)I disapprove the draft plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:14:36 AM

Latesha Saunders from Lexington, NC writes:

The NC department of environmental policy did not consider this plan would hurt more than it could help the
 citizens and the animals . The world is already dangerous . It's time to make it safer.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): lplaud84@yahoo.com

First Name: Latesha

Last Name: Saunders

City: Lexington
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27292

V-11788 A-11878

mailto:lplaud84@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Latesha Saunders
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)I disapprove the draft plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:14:38 AM

Latesha Saunders from Lexington, NC writes:

The NC department of environmental policy did not consider this plan would hurt more than it could help the
 citizens and the animals . The world is already dangerous . It's time to make it safer.
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From: Barbara Good
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:16:33 AM

Barbara Good from Asheville, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.
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From: Mark Schmerling
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power Plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:18:31 AM

Mark Schmerling from Saluda, NC writes:

Fossil and nuclear-based energy pollute air and water, AND KILL workers and other innocent human beings, while
 subsidizing billionaire CEOs.

Stop much of this with the Clean Power Plan, and go from there, to 100% renewable energy.
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From: Marvin Schrock
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Right living
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:19:12 AM

Marvin Schrock from Asheville,, NC writes:

We all get our life from our environment. No person is so unimportant that public policy can make their world toxix
 so that corporations can make money.
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From: Jenny Zoppo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:19:43 AM

Jenny Zoppo from Weaverville, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.
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From: Elizabeth Garfunkel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:20:24 AM

Elizabeth Garfunkel from Chapel Hill, NC writes:

Unregulated carbon pollution harms children, the elderly, and those with chronic respiratory conditions.

Invest in renewable energy or energy-efficiency technologies.

Don't waste taxpayer dollars taking the U.S. EPA to Court.
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From: David Dickstein
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:21:10 AM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. David Dickstein
9133 Purfoy Rd
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526-8961
jrhuski@aol.com

V-11795 A-11885

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: BRITT ANDERSON
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)"111(d)"
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:21:49 AM

BRITT ANDERSON from Raleigh, NC writes:

Simply put, NC legislators are putting the oil industry interest ahead of what is clearly the best interest of  North
 Carolinas future.  Scrap the draft "plan" and create one that reflects forward thinking energy policy that reflects the
 interest of ALL of our citizens.  Renewable/sustainable energy is where the focus of energy policy should be. The
 good people of NC will be watching and voting accordingly!
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From: Jessica Janecki
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)please address air quality in power plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:22:05 AM

Jessica Janecki from Durham, NC writes:

The current "clean power plan" plan put forward by NC is totally inadequate to address NC's air quality problems or
 the threat we face due to sea level rise from carbon pollution. We need a real plan that addresses these issues.
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From: John Holladay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:22:08 AM

John Holladay from Asheville, NC writes:

This "plan" does not include investing in renewable energy or energy-efficiency technologies. These are two of the
 fastest-growing, most economically successful, and environmentally-friendly industries in North Carolina right
 now.
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From: Oscar Revilla
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)renewable energy
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:22:10 AM

Oscar Revilla from San Sebastian de los Reyes, NC writes:

This "plan" does not include investing in renewable energy or energy-efficiency technologies. These are two of the
 fastest-growing, most economically successful, and environmentally-friendly industries.

    North Carolina's most vulnerable communities were not invited to participate about an issue that
 disproportionately impacts low-income communities and minorities.

    This "plan" is the most expensive option.

    Unregulated carbon pollution continues to harm our children, the elderly, and those with chronic respiratory
 conditions.
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From: Susan Alexander
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power for NC
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:22:12 AM

Susan Alexander from Sanford, NC writes:

We must have clean power for NC!  What we have now is harming people and our environment, and that is
 unacceptable.  Please act now!!
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From: Peggy Lyalls
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:24:26 AM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Peggy Lyalls
1642 Mocksville Hwy
Cleveland, NC 27013-8909
peggylyalls@yahoo.com

V-11801 A-11891

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Seth Boggs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:24:53 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Seth Boggs

Po box 22
Sugar Grove,  28679

V-11802 A-11892

mailto:socoboggs@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kareem Saleeby
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean power plain
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:25:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I strongly support the Clean Power Plain and strongly ask that you submit a plan that will meet the Federal plan on
 Carbon Pollution standards!!!

Sincerely,

Kareem Saleeby

1309 Nicholson St
Washington
NC, NC 27889

V-11803 A-11893

mailto:Sheikdwg@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: Clean Air
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:28:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

The health of all people, especially children, requires clean water, soil and air.

We ask you respectfully, as fellow humans with your own families, that you stand for people over money, for a
 healthy future for humans and the state of NC.

Please be fair to all residents of our beautiful state, not to the corporations who don't need more financial benefits.

Sincerely,

Susan Miller

P O Box 3426
Boone, NC 28607

V-11804 A-11894

mailto:Dbmillrs@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Allison Harrison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:32:05 AM

Allison Harrison from Durham, NC writes:

Hello,

I am disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.
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From: James Chambo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power Plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:37:06 AM

James Chambo from Chapel Hill, NC writes:

I implore the Governor and the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the
 health and safety of our state’s people, economy, and environment.
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From: Farrell Gibbs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:37:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Farrell Gibbs

2435 23rd Ave Ne
Hickory, NC 28601

V-11807 A-11897

mailto:faramarsh2435@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Taphne Collins
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:38:11 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Taphne Collins
244 Cherry Tree Road
Winnabow, NC 28479

V-11808 A-11898

mailto:taffyt08@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Jerry Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:38:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jerry Baker

927 Whittemore Rd
Graham, NC 27253

9197231093

V-11809 A-11899

mailto:mikebfromnc@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry Sauder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Need Better Plan for Clean Energy
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:39:02 AM

Larry Sauder from Charlotte, NC writes:

The NC Department of Environmental Quality needs a much better plan to insure clean air, soil and water for North
 Carolina and our country. Using fossil fuels is a harmful, dead end route to harming our citizens. The bad effects on
 our environment, our economy and our health from fossil fuels is scientific fact that is recognized world-wide.
 There is a great economic opportunity here for NC to be a leader in clean energy technology and application. It is
 not only necessary for our well being as people, it is the wave of the future and needed now. It is short sighted not
 to take advantage of this opportunity. It is time to get your heads out of the sand and realize the importance of this
 issue. It is time to create a good plan that embraces clean energy and does away with the use of polluting, fossil
 fuels.
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From: David Liberman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)"111(d)"
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:39:24 AM

David Liberman from Sylva, NC writes:

This is really a "no brainer."  We should be devoting all our resources toward getting on renewal energy sources as
 quickly as possble and phasing out all fossile fuels.
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From: Dennis LAWS
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:40:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dennis LAWS

3321 Polkville Rd
Shelby, NC 28150

7043005025

V-11812 A-11902

mailto:DENNISLAWSINNC@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Liz Curtis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Energy
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:44:55 AM

Liz Curtis from Flat Rock, NC writes:

Please care about the long-term for all of us.  Lisiten to all the voices not just the special interest groups.  This is the
 moment to be visionary and accept the path to clean energy.  Why ever would we want to remain dependent on
 fossil fuel.  Please be the leaders we expect you to be.
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From: Aliza Asido
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:45:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Aliza Asido

24 brevard rd
Asheville, NC 28803

V-11814 A-11904

mailto:Alizaasido10@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joshua Kricker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:47:22 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

By failing to  support alternative methods of power generation your policy is to make pollution worse by continuing
 with fossil fuels.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joshua Kricker

224 Buteo Ridge
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-11815 A-11905

mailto:jokr1822@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: daniel bossut
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:47:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

daniel bossut

109 W 13th st
Greenville, NC 27834

V-11816 A-11906

mailto:danielbossut@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: RAndy Knowles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:50:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

RAndy Knowles

650 Blyth Stepp Rd
Hendersonville, NC 28792

V-11817 A-11907

mailto:rcknowles@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phil Lowe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:50:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Phil Lowe

3219 Twin Brooks Drive
Greenboro, NC 27407

V-11818 A-11908

mailto:perflip@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenneth Montuori
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:52:36 AM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kenneth Montuori
236 Patrick Ave SW
Concord, NC 28025-7258
Montuori5@gmail.com

V-11819 A-11909

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hannah Wolf
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:54:17 AM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Hannah Wolf
308 Westside Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-8393
hwolf@cfsnc.org

V-11820 A-11910

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dell Huffman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:55:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dell Huffman

282 White St
Mooresville, NC 28115

336-749-3451

V-11821 A-11911

mailto:dellhuffman@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jill Ray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:55:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jill Ray

1615 Morrison Road
Concord, NC 28025

704-455-6177

V-11822 A-11912

mailto:blackcatfarm@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bud Seagraves
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:55:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bud Seagraves

Po box 588
Etowah, NC 28729

V-11823 A-11913

mailto:Budseagraves@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Lanier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:57:54 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Lanier

2026-E Amelia Church Rd
Clayton, NC 27520

V-11824 A-11914

mailto:david.r.lanier@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: LD Kranz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:57:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

LD Kranz

pobox13
Whittier
Whittier, NC 28789

V-11825 A-11915

mailto:kranzla@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Braethun Bharathae-Lane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:01:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Braethun Bharathae-Lane

56 Lakeshore Dr
Asheville, NC 28804

V-11826 A-11916

mailto:Brae.thunder@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Peggy Notestine
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:01:33 AM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Peggy Notestine
3801 Saxon Ct
Greenville, NC 27834-7666
peggynotestine@gmail.com

V-11827 A-11917

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Douglas Kish
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:02:20 AM

Douglas Kish from Brevard, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time.

We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future. We need to shift away from
 dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make investments in renewable energy
 and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even though our state is a leader in the
 Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy.

It’s time NCDEQ take this process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I
 implore the Governor and the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health
 and safety of our state’s people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): douglas.kish@gmail.com

First Name: Douglas

Last Name: Kish

City: Brevard
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28712

V-11828 A-11918

mailto:douglas.kish@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: LARRY HUTCHERSON
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:03:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

LARRY HUTCHERSON

p.o. box 340
Middlesex, NC 27557

V-11829 A-11919

mailto:lhutcherson@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Webb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:03:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Webb

4130 Lee St
PO Box 275
Ayden, NC 28513

V-11830 A-11920

mailto:nycdavidwebb@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ryan Robertson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:03:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ryan Robertson

104 Silverrock Ct
Cary, NC 27513

V-11831 A-11921

mailto:robertson2002@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Benji Burrell
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:05:40 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Benji Burrell
PO Box 6763
Apt 14
Asheville, NC 28816

V-11832 A-11922

mailto:benji@benjiburrell.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Scott Zekanis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:07:39 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Scott Zekanis

415 Penny St
Garner, NC 27529

V-11833 A-11923

mailto:zekanis@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laila Deane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power Plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:10:56 AM

Laila Deane from Candler, NC writes:

I want a Clean Power Plan that protects NC citizens and keeps our state beautiful for our future. This is not about
 protecting the polluters.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): laila.deane000@gmail.com

First Name: Laila

Last Name: Deane

City: Candler
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28715

V-11834 A-11924

mailto:laila.deane000@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Megan Adkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:13:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Megan Adkins

722 S Lexington Ave
Apt 4
Burlington, NC 27215

V-11835 A-11925

mailto:megan.c.adkins@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: anton dahl
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:19:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

anton dahl

3493 ed patterson rd
elon, NC 27244

V-11836 A-11926

mailto:antondahl90@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: anton dahl
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:19:35 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

anton dahl

3493 ed patterson rd
elon, NC 27244

V-11837 A-11927

mailto:antondahl90@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: miles wojtczak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:19:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

miles wojtczak

1002 unity ct
monroe, NC 28110

V-11838 A-11928

mailto:milesductcleaning@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Stover
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:20:11 AM

Patricia Stover from Shelby, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): tstover624@gmail.com

First Name: Patricia

Last Name: Stover

City: Shelby
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28152

V-11839 A-11929

mailto:tstover624@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debbie Baucom
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power Plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:20:19 AM

Debbie Baucom from Wingate, NC writes:

There are just a few basics needed for life: water, food and CLEAN AIR. Please help make clean air possible for all
 Carolinians - now and in the future.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): imillcreekbapt@carolina.rr.com

First Name: Debbie

Last Name: Baucom

City: Wingate
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28175

V-11840 A-11930

mailto:imillcreekbapt@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charlotte Sprawls
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:20:20 AM

Charlotte Sprawls from Montreat, NC writes:

North Carolina needs to be taking advantage of its abundant supply of wind and solar energy from the mountains to
 the ocean, which both supply plenty of them!

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): sprawls@bellsouth.net

First Name: Charlotte

Last Name: Sprawls

City: Montreat
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28757

V-11841 A-11931

mailto:sprawls@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sig Hutchinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:22:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sig Hutchinson

2704 Snowy Meadow Ct
Raleigh, NC 27614

V-11842 A-11932

mailto:Sig@Sighutchinson.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paula Gavasto
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:23:22 AM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Paula Gavasto
418 Mingocrest Dr
Knightdale, NC 27545-6700
paula.gavasto@gmail.com

V-11843 A-11933

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Austin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:25:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Austin

137 Moye Court
Rocky Mount, NC 27803

V-11844 A-11934

mailto:augustinian@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of BRODY DELGADO
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:27:20 AM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. BRODY DELGADO
501 JONESNFERRY
CARRBORO, NC 27510
BRODYSDELGADO@GMAIL.COM

V-11845 A-11935

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kirk Folk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:28:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kirk Folk

3134 Dunlavin Way
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-11846 A-11936

mailto:mainefolks2@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rusty Harrison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:31:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rusty Harrison

211 Lenoir Street
Morganton, NC 28655

V-11847 A-11937

mailto:rharrison@wpcc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Weeks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:31:48 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Weeks

900 Old Fashioned Way
Apt 614
Newport, NC 28570

252-241-6155

V-11848 A-11938

mailto:cindyweeks27@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Cullipher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:32:11 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Cullipher

800 Stillpoint Way
Balsam Grove, NC 28708

V-11849 A-11939

mailto:Jim@journeyintowholeness.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carla Tevelow
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power Plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:33:15 AM

Carla Tevelow from Wilmington, NC writes:

I am disheartened with the Draft plan from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does very little to
 ensure a clean energy future for North Carolina. This plan wastes time and money for all people of our state. There
 is little shift away from "dirty" energy, coal, oil, natural gas. Our state needs to move towards a "sustainable," clean
 environment. Our state should be a leader for investments in energy efficient technologies and renewable energy.
 Unfortunately, this draft falls way short of these goals. It's time NCDEQ make strides to get North Carolina moving
 in a "cleaner" direction to create better jobs and environments for the people of our state. I implore the Governor
 and the administration to draft a serious plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the safety and health of our
 state's people, economy and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): perlpubl@gmail.com

First Name: Carla

Last Name: Tevelow

City: Wilmington
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28405

V-11850 A-11940

mailto:perlpubl@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Courtney Kovalkoski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:35:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Courtney Kovalkoski

5442 Kinsale Ln
Charlotte, NC 28215

V-11851 A-11941

mailto:clk92387@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Toni Hill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:37:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Toni Hill

15 Pascal Way
Durham, NC 27705

V-11852 A-11942

mailto:hilltc@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: autumn Ashley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:37:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

autumn Ashley

917 shellbrook ct apt 2
raleigh, NC 27609

V-11853 A-11943

mailto:spiritdeer56@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clifford Long
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:40:08 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Clifford Long

118 Linwood Dr
Albemarle, NC 28001

3168320602

V-11854 A-11944

mailto:cliffalong@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bonnie Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:42:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bonnie Williams

108 Nathan Dr
Grandy, NC 27939

V-11855 A-11945

mailto:Bonnie@elanvacations.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tanya Tilley-Hall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:43:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tanya Tilley-Hall

2143 E Lake Shore Drive
Wilmingotn, NC 28401

V-11856 A-11946

mailto:tanya.tilley-hall@redcross.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gene Miller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:43:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gene Miller

200 Walker St
Kings Mountain, NC 28086

V-11857 A-11947

mailto:lm2323711@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:43:44 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Moore

118 Pinecrest Pkwy
Wilmington, NC 28401

9106197801

V-11858 A-11948

mailto:smm87@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Greg Shue
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:43:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Greg Shue

700 Ocean Blvd W
Holden Beach, NC 28462

(910) 284-1946

V-11859 A-11949

mailto:g.shue@shueda.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lubana Lanewala
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:43:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lubana Lanewala

6250 St Regis Circle Apt 103
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-11860 A-11950

mailto:lubanalanewala@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keith Egan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:43:57 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Keith Egan

2505 Kilgore Avenue apt c
raleigh, NC 27607

V-11861 A-11951

mailto:kegan_80@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: paolo bocci
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:43:59 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

paolo bocci

2215 B daley road
chapel hill, NC 27514

9193919085

V-11862 A-11952

mailto:bocci@live.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alele Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:44:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alele Williams

1400 Kelston Place
Apt 103
Charlotte, NC 28212

V-11863 A-11953

mailto:ajw4300@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James A. Piver, Jr.
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:46:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James A. Piver, Jr.

144 Howland Pkwy
Beaufort, NC 28516

V-11864 A-11954

mailto:jpiver95@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Hugenschmidt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:46:04 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Hugenschmidt

437 Beaverdam Road
Asheville, NC 28804

V-11865 A-11955

mailto:jhugenschmidt@phhlawfirm.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Ackerman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:46:55 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Ackerman

7125 Trumble Woods
Connellys Springs, NC 28612

V-11866 A-11956

mailto:mark.medic@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Flowers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:48:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Flowers

623 Apple St
Gibsonville, NC 27249

V-11867 A-11957

mailto:Captcapella@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: randy johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:48:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

Already our summit forests show signs of improvement on Mount Mitchell—let's stop this "back to the past"
 Republican rush to gut pollution laws with a tiresome knee jerk mantra of "pollution helps business." A state with a
 great environment helps jobs!

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina with a
 ‘'designed to fail' approach. The Department of Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to
 create a plan that works best for North Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats
 in Washington to determine what is best for our state.

Nothing about this makes sense, but heck, our legislators have made Obamacare "designed to fail" too. As the man
 who brought light rail to Charlotte—can we get on the right track? Please!

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

randy johnson

365 hemlock road
Banner Elk, NC 28604

336-508-2178

V-11868 A-11958

mailto:ranjohns@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vicki Rammel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:52:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vicki Rammel

5
Franklin, NC 28734

V-11869 A-11959

mailto:catladync@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Malissa Adair
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:52:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Malissa Adair

870 Ribbonleaf Lane
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526

V-11870 A-11960

mailto:Malissa9312adair@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Jordan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:52:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Jordan

2911 Brookwood Drive
Mebane, NC 27302

V-11871 A-11961

mailto:jordan@mebtel.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Madison Meadows
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:52:09 AM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Madison Meadows
3112 Oakwood Dr
Gastonia, NC 28052-0165
mmeadows1997@gmail.com

V-11872 A-11962

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Arick Morton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:52:18 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Arick Morton

1901 White Oak Road
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-11873 A-11963

mailto:morton20@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: rosa logan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:52:23 AM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. rosa logan
2200 Chesterfield Ave
Charlotte, NC 28205-6016
rlog@hotmail.com

V-11874 A-11964

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patrice Duffy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:55:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patrice Duffy

1414 S. Central Avenue
Safford, AZ 85546

V-11875 A-11965

mailto:azlafet@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Penny L Howard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:55:51 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Penny L Howard

309 N. Estes Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

9199294188

V-11876 A-11966

mailto:penny.l.howard@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: pamela christian
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:55:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

pamela christian

2675 Cottage Place
Greensboro, NC 27455

V-11877 A-11967

mailto:pamela.christian@lfg.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paula Brookshire
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:56:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paula Brookshire

419 Incinerator Road
Clyde, NC 28721

9206980405

V-11878 A-11968

mailto:brookshirep@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Karson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:58:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Karson

5 Oak Court
Candler, NC 28715

V-11879 A-11969

mailto:akarson@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janice Carroll
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:58:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janice Carroll

205 Arden Road
Emerald Isle, NC 28594

V-11880 A-11970

mailto:jcarroll.ei@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Jacoby
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:01:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Jacoby

116 Lousan Drive
Cape Carteret,  28584

V-11881 A-11971

mailto:lojacoby@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emily Geizer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:01:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Emily Geizer

1576 Great Ridge Parkway
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-11882 A-11972

mailto:emilygeizer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roger Striffler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:01:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roger Striffler

8628 Glendale Drive
Apex, NC 27539

V-11883 A-11973

mailto:roger@rogerstriffler.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:01:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janet Harris

202 Salem road
Morganton, NC 28655

V-11884 A-11974

mailto:Jjanet414@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bill Earnhardt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:02:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bill Earnhardt

316 School St
Rockwell, NC 28138

7042230576

V-11885 A-11975

mailto:wpearnhardt@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Shawhan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:02:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve Shawhan

1397 Holly Drive
williamston, NC 27892

V-11886 A-11976

mailto:ssshawhan@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: catherine delavergne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:02:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

catherine delavergne

3 kahkwa trail
pinehurst, NC 28374

V-11887 A-11977

mailto:dlvrgn@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Gutierrez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:03:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Gutierrez

5598 Shelton Creek Rd
Oxford, NC 27565

V-11888 A-11978

mailto:dangut008@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alice Petersen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:03:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alice Petersen

2100 Summit Street
Durham, NC 27707

V-11889 A-11979

mailto:alicepetersen57@gmsil.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Younts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:03:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Younts

1949 Knoll Drive
Randleman, NC 27317

V-11890 A-11980

mailto:r.younts@randallprinting.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: stuart moon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:04:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

stuart moon

1814 green valley lane
rocky mount 27804, NC 27804

V-11891 A-11981

mailto:lebsackmoon@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Zimmerman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:07:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Zimmerman

6419 Saddlewood Drive
Waxhaw, NC 28173

V-11892 A-11982

mailto:karenfalconezimmerman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessica Clark
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:07:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jessica Clark

8425 Riverbirch dr Apt 205
Charlotte, NC 28210

V-11893 A-11983

mailto:jessicasteckey@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roberta Gray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:07:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roberta Gray

296 Jones Cove Rd
Asheville, NC 28805

V-11894 A-11984

mailto:cgivens888@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Stover
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:07:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Stover

1410 Mountain Meadow Dr
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-11895 A-11985

mailto:bums55@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James s. Lamm
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:08:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James    s. Lamm

2377 lovette rd
lumberton, NC 28358

V-11896 A-11986

mailto:lammjs@hughes.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: René Ríos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:08:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

René Ríos

3429 Schooner Drive
Cary, NC 27519

V-11897 A-11987

mailto:rene_pr@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ruth Foster
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:08:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ruth Foster

1244 Arbor Rd.  #512
Winston-Salem,  27104

(336) 723-0946

V-11898 A-11988

mailto:rfosteraa@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tom Lomma
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:09:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tom Lomma

217 Childs Drive
Hendersonville, NC 28791

8285952078

V-11899 A-11989

mailto:tom.lomma@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Henry Fisher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:10:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Henry Fisher

Po box 801
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-11900 A-11990

mailto:fisherhenry35@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sister Therese Galligan, RSM
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:13:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sister Therese Galligan, RSM

500 Sacred Heart Circle
Belmont, NC 28012

7047552063

V-11901 A-11991

mailto:tgalligan@mercysc.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joyce Hudson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:13:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joyce Hudson

1104 Little River Drive
Elizabeth City, NC 27909

V-11902 A-11992

mailto:ljoyce45@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Jerrell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:16:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Jerrell

923 Iredell St
Durham, NC 27705

V-11903 A-11993

mailto:cjerrell67@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie Schnedl
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:16:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julie Schnedl

263 Mine Cove Rd
Spruce Pine, NC 28777

V-11904 A-11994

mailto:Jschnedl.js@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Raymond Occhipinti
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:16:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Raymond Occhipinti

265 Brooklyn
Asheville, NC 28804

V-11905 A-11995

mailto:Bleep2112@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:19:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Davis

220 S Elm St
Greensboro, NC 27401

V-11906 A-11996

mailto:john@mamclothing.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Malselika Perry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:19:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Malselika Perry

3124 chelmshire ct
Raleigh, NC 27610

V-11907 A-11997

mailto:malmeow69@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: thomas carlson-reddig
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:20:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

thomas carlson-reddig

5815 westpark drive
charlotte, NC 28217

7046493045

V-11908 A-11998

mailto:tcarlson-reddig@littleonline.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Jerrell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:20:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Jerrell

923 Iredell St
Durham, NC 27705

V-11909 A-11999

mailto:cjerrell67@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rick Hunter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:20:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rick Hunter

800 Watson Ave
Winston Salem, NC 27103

3367230199

V-11910 A-12000

mailto:rickhunter336@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Herndl
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:21:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Herndl

117 Channel Lane
Belmont, NC 28012

V-11911 A-12001

mailto:herndlg@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beatriz Fuentealba
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:22:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beatriz Fuentealba

4200 knightsbridge way
Raleigh, NC 27604

V-11912 A-12002

mailto:fuentebt@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ashley Calhoun
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:22:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ashley Calhoun

197 White Oak Rd
Waynesville, NC 28785

V-11913 A-12003

mailto:amcalhoun2000@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beverly McIllwain
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:22:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beverly McIllwain

5413 Breakwater Drive
Granite Falls, NC 28630

8283962956

V-11914 A-12004

mailto:Wachemom@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kris Siemon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:22:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kris Siemon

2516 Province Dr
Concord, NC 28027

V-11915 A-12005

mailto:2photogs@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jacqueline stone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:25:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jacqueline stone

4683 seapines dr s.e
southport, NC 28461

V-11916 A-12006

mailto:irbusy@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Evans
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:25:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Evans

Spero Road
Randleman, NC 27317

V-11917 A-12007

mailto:susiesushi3@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charlie Kelly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:25:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charlie Kelly

382 Boundary St
Haw River, NC 27258

V-11918 A-12008

mailto:charliekelly1345@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Beckner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:25:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Beckner

PO Box 125
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-11919 A-12009

mailto:Carolynderreberry@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dawn Hintgen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:25:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dawn Hintgen

Durham NC
Durham, NC 27712

V-11920 A-12010

mailto:dawnh@commongroundgreen.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jim Reynolds
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:25:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

As a scientist, I think that the most amazing statistic is that every hour, Earth receives enough energy from the Sun
 to power the entire planet for a year. In other words, if we can capture just 14/1000 of 1% of this sunlight that hits
 Earth every year, we can live in a clean society, blessed with abundant energy.

What I ask is that you allow my children and grandchildren to live in a world free from pollution and powered by
 abundant clean energy. Your Administration appears to be beholden to the ways of the past and its fossil fuel
 proponents.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jim Reynolds

112 Whispering Spring Drive
Brevard, NC 28768

V-11921 A-12011

mailto:reynoljh@brevard.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phyllis Leigh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:26:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Phyllis Leigh

3857 Hickory View Dr. SE
Bolivia, NC 28451

V-11922 A-12012

mailto:Laddeeflashe711@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Becky Cleland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:26:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air. Don't you want your grandchildren to breathe clean air?

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Becky Cleland

2142 Coxe Rd
Tryon, NC 28782

V-11923 A-12013

mailto:rcleland47@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dale Hemrick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:26:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.  My son suffers
 from asthma as did I as a child so I know firsthand how air quality can affect one's life.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

I own a plug-in electric car (Chevy Volt) and it is by far the best car I have owned.  Having cleanly generated
 electricity and encouraging more electric car ownership will make a huge positive impact on our air quality as well.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dale Hemrick

107 Winding Ridge Drive
Cary, NC 27518

V-11924 A-12014

mailto:dale.hemrick@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diana Good
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:27:53 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Diana Good
505 continental drive
Elizabeth City, NC 27909

V-11925 A-12015

mailto:Dianaegood14@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: DONALD widenhouse
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)enviroment
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:28:34 PM

DONALD widenhouse from Midland, NC writes:

take the lobbying perks out of politics...close down capitol and bring politicians home and you will see a big change,
 transparency!

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): dwidenhouse@carolina.rr.com

First Name: DONALD

Last Name: widenhouse

City: Midland
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28107

V-11926 A-12016

mailto:dwidenhouse@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mailys Tellier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:28:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mailys Tellier

403 knob ct
Chapel hill, NC 27517

V-11927 A-12017

mailto:mailys1@me.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: A.Glenn Trupp
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:28:54 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

A.Glenn Trupp
94 Caledonia Rd
Asheville, NC 28803

V-11928 A-12018

mailto:TheETCFile@aol.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Robin Hall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Environmental "Plan"
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:30:09 PM

Robin Hall from Waxhaw, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): rocnrobn37@gmail.com

First Name: Robin

Last Name: Hall

City: Waxhaw
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28173

V-11929 A-12019

mailto:rocnrobn37@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lee Lumpkin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)NC Clean Power Plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:30:51 PM

Lee Lumpkin from Charlotte, NC writes:

You  need to involve those most affected by clean power, typically low-income communities as was directed by the
 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.  It is also important to spend taxpayer more wisely than this draft proposes.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): leearmstrong16@gmail.com

First Name: Lee

Last Name: Lumpkin

City: Charlotte
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28226

V-11930 A-12020

mailto:leearmstrong16@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alisa Ostwalt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:31:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alisa Ostwalt

232 Essic Road
Mocksville, NC 27028

336-671-5908

V-11931 A-12021

mailto:MMMaggie719@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:31:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Williams

1027 Park West Dr
Charlotte, NC 28209

V-11932 A-12022

mailto:markwilliams@mixermark.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wade Rotchford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:31:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wade Rotchford

113 trotter lane
Beaufort, NC 28516

V-11933 A-12023

mailto:catlovers02@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randy Emmitt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:32:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Randy Emmitt

6514 rocky top dr
Rougemont, NC 27572

V-11934 A-12024

mailto:Birdcr@concentric.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eileen Pettit
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:34:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eileen Pettit

140 Edom Ln
Unit 1
Shallotte, NC 28470

V-11935 A-12025

mailto:eileen.pettit@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Magaretha Herman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:34:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Magaretha Herman

2419 Highland Ave
Durham, NC 27704

V-11936 A-12026

mailto:gannherman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barry Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:37:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barry Jones

328 Lowland Dairy Road
Mount Holly, NC 28120

7044302937

V-11937 A-12027

mailto:barryjones2315@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Starnes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:37:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Starnes

104 webb st
mount holly,  28120

V-11938 A-12028

mailto:pkm202@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:38:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Sending your ass back to Charlotte next election!

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Harris

1309 Shelley Rd
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-11939 A-12029

mailto:harrisjames@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gerald Roybal
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:39:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gerald Roybal

2452 Tantelon Pl
House
Winston-Salem, NC 27127

3365753404

V-11940 A-12030

mailto:xred413x@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wanda Schrader
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:40:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wanda Schrader

116 skylark way
Raleigh, NC 27615

9198455568

V-11941 A-12031

mailto:wandawebschrader@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:40:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Smith

159 Boone farm rd
Mocksville, NC 27028

V-11942 A-12032

mailto:Jennifer.Smith12192@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Darian Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:43:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Darian Smith

4201 Salem Landing CT
Winston-Salem, NC 27101

V-11943 A-12033

mailto:darianjsmith@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: J. Collins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:43:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

J. Collins

1738 Ferncliff
Charlotte,  28211

V-11944 A-12034

mailto:jcollinsjunk2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Wallace
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:44:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Wallace

412 Pond View Circle
Hampstead, NC 28443

V-11945 A-12035

mailto:wallacejohn@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Akingbade
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean air
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:44:04 PM

Margaret Akingbade from Greensboro, NC writes:

Everyone benefits from clean air.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): akingbm@gcsnc.com

First Name: Margaret

Last Name: Akingbade

City: Greensboro
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27409

V-11946 A-12036

mailto:akingbm@gcsnc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Floyd J Howze
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:44:12 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Floyd J Howze

5625 Lawnmeadow,Dr
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-11947 A-12037

mailto:howzef.j@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steven Nash
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:44:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steven Nash

124 South Main St
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-11948 A-12038

mailto:sen107@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Seeley
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:45:03 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Kathy Seeley
2834 Island Point Dr NW
Concord, NC 28027

V-11949 A-12039

mailto:kdseeley@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Jock Simmons
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:46:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jock Simmons

2648 N.Ashe Ave
Newton, NC 28658

V-11950 A-12040

mailto:unclelegend@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bruce Diel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:49:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bruce Diel

440 Otway Road
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-11951 A-12041

mailto:bndiel@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Boykin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:49:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Boykin

1708 Westbrook Dr
Wilson, NC 27893

V-11952 A-12042

mailto:ssboykin26@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jordan and Elizabeth Holtam
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:49:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jordan and Elizabeth Holtam

21 Mooney Lane
Weaverville, NC 28787

8286581099

V-11953 A-12043

mailto:jholtam@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:49:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Moore

402 oak tree rd
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-11954 A-12044

mailto:Sarahturner@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matt Harrison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:50:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Matt Harrison

141 Carolina Ave
Holden Beach, NC 28462

V-11955 A-12045

mailto:imharri2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dorothy Boyd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:50:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dorothy Boyd

4907 Old Greensboro Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-11956 A-12046

mailto:Dorothyboyd154@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matt Friessen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:50:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Matt Friessen

9950 Lakeside Tr
Bullock, NC 27507

V-11957 A-12047

mailto:iamsoshibby@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dustin Strickland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:51:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dustin Strickland

1172 18th Avenue NE
Hickory, NC 28601

V-11958 A-12048

mailto:strickland.dustin@rocketmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ed Mezynski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:53:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ed Mezynski

338 W Salisbury St
Pittsboro, NC 27312

9192809782

V-11959 A-12049

mailto:emezynski@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Wells
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:53:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Wells

261 Jacobs Creek Rd
Madison, NC 27025

V-11960 A-12050

mailto:Kayaxi@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Goodwin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:53:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diane Goodwin

246 Summer Morning Ct
Lake Lure, NC 28746

V-11961 A-12051

mailto:rogeranddiane@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Fran Egloff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:54:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Fran Egloff

2552 cottage place
2552 Cottage Place
greensboro, NC 27455

3362828345

V-11962 A-12052

mailto:frangator@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Staley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:54:30 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Angela Staley
2693 Burney Rd
Asheboro, NC 27205-2017
sweet.southerngal@yahoo.com

V-11963 A-12053

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Stone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:55:11 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Teresa Stone
11 Cameron Ln
Pinehurst, NC 28374-8071
cameroncrazi2001@aol.com

V-11964 A-12054

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joan post
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:55:13 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Joan post
302 Country Club Heights Rd
Tryon, NC 28782-2655
joanpost4@gmail.com

V-11965 A-12055

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: janet hargrove
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:55:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

janet hargrove

19920 mulberry st
cornelius, NC 28031

V-11966 A-12056

mailto:bjhargrove3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ileana Clavijo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:58:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ileana Clavijo

513 Green Meadows Dr
Wilmingon, NC 28405

V-11967 A-12057

mailto:clavijo@uncw.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lou McMillion
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:58:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lou McMillion

900 Country Club Dr
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-11968 A-12058

mailto:louraker@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: PIERRE DE ST CROIX
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 12:58:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

PIERRE DE ST CROIX

1403 Ann St
Beaufort, NC 28516

9196087561

V-11969 A-12059

mailto:pierredestcroix@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leo Roberson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:01:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leo Roberson

3 Wingate Court
Pinehurst, NC 28374

V-11970 A-12060

mailto:lroberson21@centurtylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melinda Vann
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:01:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melinda Vann

30802 Blounts Bay Lane
Blounts Creek, NC 27814

V-11971 A-12061

mailto:melindavann@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Angel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:04:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ann Angel

111 Lynn ct
Jacksonville, NC 28540

V-11972 A-12062

mailto:annandyj@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: judith malone
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:04:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

judith malone

1339 nc hwy 22 42
bennett, NC 27208

V-11973 A-12063

mailto:maloneemp@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janis Flowers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:07:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Janis Flowers

1793 US Highway 220
Stokesdale, NC 27357

V-11974 A-12064

mailto:1jflower@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melissa Griffin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:07:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melissa Griffin

7001 Orchard Knoll Dr
Apex, NC 27539

V-11975 A-12065

mailto:theschool@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: D Wheeler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:07:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

D Wheeler

po box 6024
Cary, NC 27519

V-11976 A-12066

mailto:Protest4CleanNC@nym.hush.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Miles Varner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:08:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Miles Varner

114 NW 3rd Street
Oak Island, NC 28465

V-11977 A-12067

mailto:milesav@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Becky Aduddell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:09:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Becky Aduddell

6204 DeGrace Dr
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-11978 A-12068

mailto:leighcheri1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathy Haigh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:11:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathy Haigh

713 N 4th St
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-11979 A-12069

mailto:khaigh04@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tt Stevens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:13:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tt Stevens

221 McKenzie rd
Spring Lakr, NC 28390

V-11980 A-12070

mailto:dimepiece26@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Warren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:14:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Before you continue to read the following message, I would like to express my concern about the air quality in
 North Carolina. As a college student at UNC Wilmington and an Environmental Science major, the health and
 cleanliness of our state is extremely important to me. However, aside from that status of mine, I am an 18 year old
 girl who has lived in NC my whole life. To have a say in how we, as a state and a community, keep our state clean
 is a huge deal.

While there are many other important things to be dealt with in the state of North Carolina, having a clean and
 renewable air source will contribute to so much. It will contribute to the future of our state.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Do the right thing by protecting our beautiful state for many, many years to come.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Warren

601 S. College Rd
CB 20141
Wilmington, NC 28407

V-11981 A-12071

mailto:Lizwarr97@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scott Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:15:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Scott Walker

4308 Firwood Ln
Charlotte, NC 28209

V-11982 A-12072

mailto:scottwalk2002@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Fairrington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:21:38 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kimberly Fairrington
327 Dogwood Cir
High Point, NC 27260-2511
kimfairrington@yahoo.com

V-11983 A-12073

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sally Weiss
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:21:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sally Weiss

58 Birch Springs Road
Waynesville, NC 28786

V-11984 A-12074

mailto:smokymtnwoman8010@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rosemarie Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:22:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rosemarie Davis

5737-F Bramblegate Road
Greensboro, NC 27409

V-11985 A-12075

mailto:backyardrose@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Oakley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:23:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Oakley

5212 Fox Hunt Dr Apt G
Greensboro, NC 27407

V-11986 A-12076

mailto:chrisoakley1048@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanie Gohr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:23:37 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Joanie Gohr
168 Bells Island Rd
Currituck, NC 27929-9614
joaniegohr@gmail.com

V-11987 A-12077

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wilbert Stallings
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:23:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wilbert Stallings

443 North Person St. Apt(101)
Raleigh, NC 27601

919-825-5182

V-11988 A-12078

mailto:stallingswilbert@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Evelyn Coltman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:25:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Evelyn Coltman

90 Evergreen Circle
Waynesville, NC 28786

V-11989 A-12079

mailto:evelyn3226@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Felicia Willems
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:26:09 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Felicia Willems
4204 Township Arbor Way
Cary, NC 27518-7118
feliciawillems@gmail.com

V-11990 A-12080

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Amanda Stephens
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:27:40 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amanda Stephens
2211 Stanton Rd
Kinston, NC 28504-1427
astephens01@yahoo.com

V-11991 A-12081

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathleen Gale
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:28:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Gale

413 W. Windward Landing Place
Hampstead, NC 28443

V-11992 A-12082

mailto:kegalel@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Frank Stroupe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:28:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Frank Stroupe

329 Raintree Drm
Matthews, NC 28104

V-11993 A-12083

mailto:flsjr55@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Schweitzer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)NC Needs *Real* Clean Power Plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:30:37 PM

Eric Schweitzer from Raleigh, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): spinweb1@yahoo.com

First Name: Eric

Last Name: Schweitzer

City: Raleigh
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27609

V-11994 A-12084

mailto:spinweb1@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Glenda Zahner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:31:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

My husband lived downwind of TVA power plants for most of his life and died of asthma and "idiopathic"
 pulmonary fibrosis.
How many more N.C. residents must get sick and die before the air is safe to breathe again?

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Glenda Zahner

245 Bob Zahner Rd
Highlands, NC 28741

V-11995 A-12085

mailto:zahners@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Hughes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:33:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Hughes

34 Pleasant Street
Apt. 5A
Woodstock, VT 05091

4235828071

V-11996 A-12086

mailto:jdh8941@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Denise White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:34:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Denise White

45 Libbey Lane
Mills River, NC 28759

V-11997 A-12087

mailto:farmgoddess@outlook.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Phillippi
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:38:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Phillippi

101 Dove Street
Carrboro, NC 27510

9199323369

V-11998 A-12088

mailto:stephanie.phillippi@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheryl Kennedy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:40:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Kennedy

500 Water Wheel Cove
Clyde, NC 28721

8286279962

V-11999 A-12089

mailto:cherlynne3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maria Kelly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:40:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maria Kelly

1612 Smith Level Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-12000 A-12090

mailto:mariadelcarmenkelly@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alan Larson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:43:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alan Larson

soulsinger18@hotmail.com
soulsinger18@hotmail.com
Durham, NC 27713

V-12001 A-12091

mailto:soulsinger18@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Samuel Brewer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:44:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Samuel Brewer

1203 Kilmory Drive
Cary, NC 27511

919 462-1517

V-12002 A-12092

mailto:nopablue@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chloe Green
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:44:03 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Chloe Green
1965 Greasy Creek rd
Lenoir, NC 28645

V-12003 A-12093

mailto:chloaye@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: John Freeze
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:44:05 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

John Freeze
648 Chaney Rd
Asheboro, NC 27205

V-12004 A-12094

mailto:jfreeze@triad.rr.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Thaddeus Szostak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:44:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thaddeus Szostak

1103 Dover Rd
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-12005 A-12095

mailto:ted@trctech.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Greenberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Air
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:44:16 PM

Susan Greenberg from DURHAM, NC writes:

To all concerned :

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): birdbabe@frontier.com

First Name: Susan

Last Name: Greenberg

City: DURHAM
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27712-2552

V-12006 A-12096

mailto:birdbabe@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erika Schneider
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:44:16 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Erika Schneider
1690 East Fork Road
Marshall, NC 28753

V-12007 A-12097

mailto:erika@sundancepower.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: P Emerson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power in NC
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:44:51 PM

P Emerson from Durham, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): emerson.public@gmail.com

First Name: P

Last Name: Emerson

City: Durham
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27701

V-12008 A-12098

mailto:emerson.public@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Madeline Campbell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:45:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Madeline Campbell

525 Somersworth Drive
Knightdale, NC 27545

V-12009 A-12099

mailto:Maddiec2404@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kara Dodson
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:47:30 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Kara Dodson
2736 Brushy Fork Rd
Zionville, NC 28698

V-12010 A-12100

mailto:karamdodson@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: john ventre
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:47:51 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

john ventre
700 shumont rd
bl. mt, NC 28711

V-12011 A-12101

mailto:jv3free@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald Rumph
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:49:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donald Rumph

3238 Quail Pointe Dr
Greenville, NC 27858

V-12012 A-12102

mailto:donrumph@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Spencer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:49:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Spencer

781 Cobia Ct
Bolivia, NC 28422

V-12013 A-12103

mailto:charlie_spencer@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Rogers III
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:49:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Rogers III

122 Golden Rd
---
Wilmington, NC 28409

9104659708

V-12014 A-12104

mailto:rosehv37@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Cullipher
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:49:37 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Joseph Cullipher
Appalachian State University
Sustainable Development Major

Joseph Cullipher
ASU Box 17840
Boone, NC 28608

V-12015 A-12105

mailto:Cullipherjs@appstate.edu
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Morgan Harris
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:50:14 PM

I, personally, am tired of irresponsibility of the state government and Duke Energy. Duke Energy is doing
 everything in their power to keep clean energy from coming to this state. Not only is this morally wrong, but in the
 end it will just put NC last, economically. Renewable power is the way of the future and to avoid it and make plans
 to keep using the same old fossil fuels is a bad investment. If you were investing in stocks wouldn't you put you
 money into something that is growing rather than failing? The fossil fuel industry is failing and NC should invest
 their energy future in renewables.

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Morgan Harris
353 Devonwood Drive
Boone, NC 28607

V-12016 A-12106

mailto:morganrharris@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Erika Booth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean power
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:50:49 PM

Erika Booth from Winnabow, NC writes:

Bring North Carolina into the modern age with clean power and a intact environment for its present and future
 citizens.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): ebooth@live.com

First Name: Erika

Last Name: Booth

City: Winnabow
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28479

V-12017 A-12107

mailto:ebooth@live.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Molly Moore
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:51:07 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Molly Moore
215 Incline Dr
Vilas, NC 28692

V-12018 A-12108

mailto:mollyfrancesmoore@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Jordan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:52:51 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Linda Jordan
224 Butterfield Cir
Statesville, NC 28625-8300
ashleytoo@att.net

V-12019 A-12109

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edyth Counter-Griffis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:55:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Because I live in North Carolina and have children, I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently
 proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to
 rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be working
 towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edyth Counter-Griffis

5140 Mary Elizabeth Lane
Maiden, NC 28650

V-12020 A-12110

mailto:FreeRangeFingers@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Conner
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:56:47 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Thomas Conner
384 US Highway 321 N
Vilas, NC 28692

V-12021 A-12111

mailto:Connertc@appstate.edu
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Melanie MacLennan
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:56:48 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Melanie MacLennan
58 hidden falls
Asheville, NC 28804

V-12022 A-12112

mailto:Mmaclennan@ail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Jamie Goodman
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:58:05 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Jamie Goodman
220 Tall Timber Trail
no street #2
Boone, NC 28607

V-12023 A-12113

mailto:jlgood@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Kennedy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 1:58:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Kennedy

49 Wildwood Dr
Hayesville, NC 28904

V-12024 A-12114

mailto:lindaloo170@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tina Goff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:02:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tina Goff

407 Holly drive
Belmont, NC 28012

V-12025 A-12115

mailto:Christine.goff@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: christie horowski
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:02:28 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

christie horowski
400 whispering hills rd
boone, NC 28607

V-12026 A-12116

mailto:horowskicl@appstate.edu
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Joslyn Parsons
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:02:38 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Joslyn Parsons
193 Stadium Dr.
Boone, NC 28607

V-12027 A-12117

mailto:parsonsja@appstate.edu
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Joel Ostroff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:04:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joel Ostroff

109 Sierra Dr
Franklin, NC 28734

828 - 349 2252

V-12028 A-12118

mailto:jostroff@maconnc.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Melinda Russell
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:05:55 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,
Melinda  Russell

Melinda Russell
Apt. 424 University Highlands
Boone, NC 28607

V-12029 A-12119

mailto:russellmc1@appstate.edu
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Victoria Trevisan
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:06:01 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Victoria Trevisan
143 Charlotte Ann ln.
Boone, NC 28607

V-12030 A-12120

mailto:trevisanva@appstate.edu
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Downing
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:07:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Downing

233 John Tate Drive
Fletcher, NC 28732

V-12031 A-12121

mailto:dixierose324@bellsouth.ney
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebecca Reid
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:09:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Reid

111 Breckenridge Ct
Hendersonville, NC 28739

828-808-7051

V-12032 A-12122

mailto:reidrobustelli@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lloyd Forman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:13:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lloyd Forman

705-76 Keystone Park Drive
Morrisville,  27560

9194547987

V-12033 A-12123

mailto:lloydintheflow@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Troy Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:14:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Troy Wilson

504 E Maine Ave
Bessemer City, NC 28016

7047120509

V-12034 A-12124

mailto:swilson1353@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Hibbard
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:15:46 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Jeff Hibbard
303 Harrison Hill Road
Swannanoa, NC 28778

V-12035 A-12125

mailto:jhibbard@riseup.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Lindsey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:15:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Lindsey

3000 Galloway Ridge E209
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-12036 A-12126

mailto:RossieL41@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Bauereis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:15:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Bauereis

416 Black Diamond Drive
wilmington, NC 28411

V-12037 A-12127

mailto:drbee@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shay Boyd
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:18:46 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Shay Boyd
215 Incline Dr.
Vilas, NC 28692

V-12038 A-12128

mailto:shaybird@charter.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Nadine Cobb
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:19:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nadine Cobb

2006 Richardson Dr
Reidsville, NC 27320

V-12039 A-12129

mailto:islando1@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:19:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debra Davis

PO Box 1613
Taylorsville, NC 28681

V-12040 A-12130

mailto:debwmm@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nanci DeGraff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:19:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nanci DeGraff

500 East Main Street
Pilot Mountain, NC 27041

V-12041 A-12131

mailto:Lipinkrose@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Elderkin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:22:10 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sarah Elderkin
63 Cumberland Ave
Asheville, NC 28801-2250
sjelderkin@gmail.com

V-12042 A-12132

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: TJ Feuerbach
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:22:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

TJ Feuerbach

701 Charleston Rd
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-12043 A-12133

mailto:teej1@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: chrystal matthews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:23:00 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. chrystal matthews
3705 Highland Dr
Ayden, NC 28513-3045
chrystalcarroll@ymail.com

V-12044 A-12134

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eleanor McNair
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Vote "Do Not Concur" on House Bill 765
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:23:39 PM

Eleanor McNair from Charlotte, NC writes:

We need stronger ideas and plans!

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): temcnair@bellsouth.net

First Name: Eleanor

Last Name: McNair

City: Charlotte
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28205

V-12045 A-12135

mailto:temcnair@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Fleming El-Amin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:25:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Fleming El-Amin

5400 Novack St
Winston-Salem, NC 27105

V-12046 A-12136

mailto:fleming07.fea@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clare Stanfield
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:25:46 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Clare Stanfield
ASU Box 14381
Boone, NC 28608

V-12047 A-12137

mailto:stanfieldck@appstate.edu
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Denise Faison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:26:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Denise Faison

914 N. Madison Ave
Goldsboro, NC 27530

V-12048 A-12138

mailto:lovechild7732@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Herring
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:26:55 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

William Herring
576 Walnut Lane
vilas, NC 28692

V-12049 A-12139

mailto:herringb23@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Pritts
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:31:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Pritts

90 Pond View Ridge
PO Box 2089
Fraklin, NC 28744

V-12050 A-12140

mailto:Rdpritts@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: virginia price
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:31:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

virginia price

253 Elk Park School Rd. Apt. 412
elk park,  28622

V-12051 A-12141

mailto:priceginni@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matt Gustafson III
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:31:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Matt Gustafson III

1102 Martha Drive
Monroe, NC 28112

V-12052 A-12142

mailto:ncmtnr2@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeffrey Deal
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:32:14 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Deal
220 Tall Timber Trail
Suite 105
Boone, NC 28607

V-12053 A-12143

mailto:deal99@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: brook Ben
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:36:27 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

brook Ben
Crocker rd
Br, NC 28605

V-12054 A-12144

mailto:dying_flames@hotmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Nilsa Rivera
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:37:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nilsa Rivera

201 Skyview Ln
Lexington, NC 27295

V-12055 A-12145

mailto:riverahart@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Parker Brown-Nesbit
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:39:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Parker Brown-Nesbit

110 West Edgefield Drive
Summerville, SC 29483

V-12056 A-12146

mailto:pbnesbit@gmal.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Froelich
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:41:10 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Charles Froelich
204 Michigan Ave
Asheville, NC 28806

V-12057 A-12147

mailto:frodaddy125@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Renee Kramer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power Plan Concern
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:42:10 PM

Renee Kramer from Chapel Hill, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): rkramer@udel.edu

First Name: Renee

Last Name: Kramer

City: Chapel Hill
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27516

V-12058 A-12148

mailto:rkramer@udel.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon Shaner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:43:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sharon Shaner

11944 Pinnacle Point Ln
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-12059 A-12149

mailto:sharons88@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eddie Severs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:43:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eddie Severs

2240 Sunderland Road- 54N
Winston-Salem, NC 27103

V-12060 A-12150

mailto:eddie.severs@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alaina Norzagaray
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:43:40 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Alaina Norzagaray
102 Swiss Stone Court
Cary, NC 27513

V-12061 A-12151

mailto:alainan72@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Phyllis Artabasy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:46:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Phyllis Artabasy

37 Wake Robin Rd
waynesville, NC 28785

828-926-5193

V-12062 A-12152

mailto:partabasy@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Mueller
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Reject The so-called Green Energy Plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:48:18 PM

Nancy Mueller from Chapel Hill, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): helmutmueller@att.net

First Name: Nancy

Last Name: Mueller

City: Chapel Hill
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27516-5576

V-12063 A-12153

mailto:helmutmueller@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edward Gerster
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:49:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edward Gerster

1821 Avent Ridge Road
#202
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-12064 A-12154

mailto:ealexg@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Sondgerath
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:51:09 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Robert Sondgerath
33 Baird St
Asheville, NC 28801

V-12065 A-12155

mailto:nobs@charter.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Mairani Garcia Rico
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:51:48 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mairani Garcia Rico
724 Creek Ridge Rd
Greensboro, NC 27406-4821
g.mairani@hotmail.com

V-12066 A-12156

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Hugh Ashcraft
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:52:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Hugh Ashcraft

2334 Ainsdale Rd
charlotte, NC 28226

V-12067 A-12157

mailto:hugh@firstchoicesigns.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Rieke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:52:20 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sarah Rieke
1695 Pine Valley Dr SW
Supply, NC 28462-5343
srsrieke@gmail.com

V-12068 A-12158

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherice Cameron
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:53:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sherice Cameron

802 Old Lumberton Rd
Laurinburg, NC 28352

9103185246

V-12069 A-12159

mailto:santini3956@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Harms
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Don"t cut solar and wind
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:54:25 PM

Patricia Harms from Morehead City, NC writes:

Why was investment in renewable energy not renewed?  Creating jobs, looking to the future needs for clean energy
 is what we need to do.  NC Dept. of Environmental Quality is not living up to its name.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): patron7@ec.rr.com

First Name: Patricia

Last Name: Harms

City: Morehead City
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28557

V-12070 A-12160

mailto:patron7@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alex Watson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:55:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alex Watson

2026 H megan court
Clemmons, NC 27012

3366923466

V-12071 A-12161

mailto:swingindixie@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jo Northup
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:55:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jo Northup

3648 Yadkinville Rd
Winston Salem, NC 27106

V-12072 A-12162

mailto:jamlet@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Zackary White
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 2:58:46 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Zackary White
1367 Highland Hall Rd
Boone, NC 28607

V-12073 A-12163

mailto:cherouac@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah H. Chilton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:01:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah H. Chilton

169 Caldwell Rd
Brasstown, NC 28902

8283614995

V-12074 A-12164

mailto:deborahollowellchilton@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Cowell
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:03:34 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

David Cowell
713 Green Hill Rd
Brevard, NC 28712

V-12075 A-12165

mailto:munson15@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Gladding
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:03:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Gladding

313 Appeldoorn Circle
Asheville, NC 28803

828-231-5088

V-12076 A-12166

mailto:gladword@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barry Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:07:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barry Walker

308 Roxbury Pl
Arden, NC 28704

828 244-9487

V-12077 A-12167

mailto:watsonwalker@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jerry Goodnight
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:09:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jerry Goodnight

2224 Drexel Heights Street
Morganton,, NC 28655

V-12078 A-12168

mailto:bigjg@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ed Harris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:15:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ed Harris

231 Florence Harris LN>
Sanford, NC 27330

V-12079 A-12169

mailto:eddoris@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Micolucci
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:15:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Micolucci

21201 Baltic dr
Cornelius, NC 28031

V-12080 A-12170

mailto:chrismicolucci@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Kepley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:16:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cindy Kepley

1109 w 5th ave
Lexington, NC 27295

V-12081 A-12171

mailto:Goathiker@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ina Ayliffe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Air Quality in North Carolina
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:19:04 PM

Ina Ayliffe from Asheville, NC writes:

I am disappointed that the plan doesn't go far enough  to assure clean air for our state.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): inaayliffe@aol.com

First Name: Ina

Last Name: Ayliffe

City: Asheville
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28801

V-12082 A-12172

mailto:inaayliffe@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lauren Cannon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:19:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lauren Cannon

3676 Lake Spring Ave
Concord, NC 28027

V-12083 A-12173

mailto:l.e.cannon7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Bisher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:22:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Bisher

932 Maple Ridge Rd
asheboro,  27203

V-12084 A-12174

mailto:rechargexr@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: chelsea kolstee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:22:45 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. chelsea kolstee
358 Montana Ln
Spring Lake, NC 28390-7795
ckolstee@me.com

V-12085 A-12175

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Evanko
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:23:44 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ann Evanko
206 E Bedford Rd
Wilmington, NC 28411-9510
ann.evanko776@gmail.com

V-12086 A-12176

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Funsten
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:25:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Funsten

31 Knoll Ridge DR
Asheville, NC 28804

V-12087 A-12177

mailto:funsten@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Franklin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:27:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Franklin

1905 Evergreen Ave
Goldsboro, NC 27530

V-12088 A-12178

mailto:sandrafranklin959@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michael Fincher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:28:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael Fincher

162 Sanddollar st
Supply, NC 28462

V-12089 A-12179

mailto:fincher0709@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Brashear
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:30:31 PM

Anne Brashear from Chapel Hill, NC writes:

The draft plan from the NC Department of Environmental Quality does not do enough to ensure clean air in NC. 
 We must reduce fossil fuel energy sources and increase renewable sources: sun, water, wind.

NC can be the leader in the southeast in renewable energy production.  Let's lead!

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): a_brashear@bellsouth.net

First Name: Anne

Last Name: Brashear

City: Chapel Hill
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27517

V-12090 A-12180

mailto:a_brashear@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Lunz
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:30:50 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Lunz
1406 tunnel mtn rd
sylva, NC 28779

V-12091 A-12181

mailto:pantress1@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: William J Hart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:31:49 PM

William J Hart from Wilmington, NC writes:

The draft of what is billed as a plan to ensure clean air is grossly in adequate!  The guidelines issued by the U.S.
 Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) offers an opportunity for our great state to (a) promote citizens health, (b0
 reduce the emissions of CO2 that are a cause of man-made change in the climate, and (c) encourage advances in the
 production of renewable energy sources - an economic plus.

For years citizens of southeast North Carolina have been struggling to reduce gaseous and particulate emissions into
 the atmosphere.  There is and has been clear scientific/ medical evidence that these emissions are harmful to human
 health.

The EPA guidelines offer an opportunity to draft plans that will, when implemented, shift energy production away
 form fossil fuels to renewable energy technologies. 

It is unfortunate that the draft proposals offered by the state administration and legislature use political posturing to
 join a minority of state governments in opposing the federal guidelines rather than take advantage of a chance to
 produce real change.  What is  offered is luke warm half measures that simply take advantage of an opportunity to
 reduce society's carbon footprint and protect citizens' health and the changes implied by climate change.

I believe a responsible state government will take advantage of the opportunity offered by the EPA guidelines to
 draft  plans that will meet high health and environmental standards and continue our state's leadership in solar
 energy.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): bhart1102@yahoo.com

First Name: William J

Last Name: Hart

City: Wilmington
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28409

V-12092 A-12182

mailto:bhart1102@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


V-12093 A-12183



From: Melissa Corey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:32:56 PM

Melissa Corey from Williamston, NC writes:

Amazing that there are is so much clean energy being produced in NC yet it os all being sold to other states instead
 of helping NC. That needs to change!

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): mjcorey@copper.net

First Name: Melissa

Last Name: Corey

City: Williamston
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27892

V-12094 A-12184

mailto:mjcorey@copper.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: anne terry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:37:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

anne terry

402 mainship ct
carolina beach, NC 28428

V-12095 A-12185

mailto:annebterry@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alyssa Panzer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:37:28 PM

Alyssa Panzer from Wilmington, NC writes:

I am upset that it is the year 2016 and politics is still unable to get a grip on investing in the obvious environmental
 solution to numerous problems financially, environmentally, and medically, to invest in sustainable energy
 solutions. Societies need to move, and need to move now, toward renewable energy and energy efficient
 technologies.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): ap7505@uncw.edu

First Name: Alyssa

Last Name: Panzer

City: Wilmington
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28407

V-12096 A-12186

mailto:ap7505@uncw.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Helen Fisher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:42:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Helen Fisher

5222 Sunset Creek
Lenoir, NC 28645

8287580836

V-12097 A-12187

mailto:hmfisher416@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Allison Barman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:43:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Allison Barman

230 Heritage Creek Way
Greensboro, NC 27405

V-12098 A-12188

mailto:Lilstarchild@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Hugh Reilly
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:43:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Hugh Reilly

1011 Church St
Eden, NC 27288

V-12099 A-12189

mailto:samsonscourthse@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ben Turney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:44:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ben Turney

1003 Alabama Avenue
Durham, NC 27705

V-12100 A-12190

mailto:benturney@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lori Massey
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:48:02 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Lori Massey
1612 longbranch rd
Topton, NC 28781

V-12101 A-12191

mailto:lori356@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Katie Howard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:49:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katie Howard

3703 Live Oak Lane
Greenville, NC 27858

V-12102 A-12192

mailto:kathrynshoward@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Victoria Paoli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:51:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Victoria Paoli

216 Durango place
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-12103 A-12193

mailto:Meatlessme@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gail Basnight
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:52:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gail Basnight

200 Plaza Dr. 3
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-12104 A-12194

mailto:gobasnight@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ryn Hayes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:52:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ryn Hayes

36 Holly Lane
Asheville, NC 28806

V-12105 A-12195

mailto:bufohyla@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: S smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:53:28 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. S smith
6221 Saint Regis Cir
Raleigh, NC 27606-2684
historychic21@yahoo.com

V-12106 A-12196

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kevin Sewell
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:55:18 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Kevin Sewell
286 Oak St
Boone, NC 28607

V-12107 A-12197

mailto:sewellkr@appstate.edu
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Keval Khalsa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power "Plan"
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:57:28 PM

Keval Khalsa from Durham, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): keval.khalsa@duke.edu

First Name: Keval

Last Name: Khalsa

City: Durham
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27707

V-12108 A-12198

mailto:keval.khalsa@duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shelly Simmons
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 3:58:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shelly Simmons

P.O. Box 542
Brevard, NC 28712

V-12109 A-12199

mailto:shellymaymay1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Josh London
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:00:44 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Josh London
5115 Partha Lane
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-12110 A-12200

mailto:Lelandncinsurance@gnail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Mike Spruell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:02:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mike Spruell

105 Kilborne Rd
Mooresville, NC 28117

7049077907

V-12111 A-12201

mailto:mspruell@mi-connection.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mike O"Hagerty
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:04:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mike O'Hagerty

219 Hopesworth Ct
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-12112 A-12202

mailto:ohaeg40@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lauren Essick
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:04:46 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,
Lauren Essick

Lauren Essick
3390 Mountain Dale Rd
Vilas, NC 28692

V-12113 A-12203

mailto:laurenmessick@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Joanie Dixon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:13:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joanie Dixon

168  Charolois Rd
Lawndale, NC 28090

V-12114 A-12204

mailto:dxjn2@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diana godwin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:16:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diana godwin

643 Jordan V Cook Rd
boone, NC 28607

V-12115 A-12205

mailto:waterfall643@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heather Mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:19:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heather Mitchell

11309 Winding Way Rd
CHARLOTTE, NC 28226

7049961103

V-12116 A-12206

mailto:Tzigaine@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eugene Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:19:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eugene Moore

4704 Cedarfield Drive
Raleigh, NC 27606

919-971-2309

V-12117 A-12207

mailto:genewmoore@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patrick Hayes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:21:53 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Patrick Hayes
1625 Courtney Landing Dr Apt 4206
Charlotte, NC 28217-3196
phayeswtby@aol.com

V-12118 A-12208

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Weeks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:22:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Weeks

900 Old Fashioned Way
Apt 614
Newport, NC 28570

252-241-6155

V-12119 A-12209

mailto:cindyweeks27@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kirsten Ferguson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:22:35 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kirsten Ferguson
2009 Scott Ave
Charlotte, NC 28203-6047
kirstenlingerfelt@gmail.com

V-12120 A-12210

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: donna blinn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:23:13 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. donna blinn
4027 Comrie Ln
Burlington, NC 27215-9486
donnablinn@gmail.com

V-12121 A-12211

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Edward Fitzgerald
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:25:00 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Edward Fitzgerald
217 Lashley Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-9763
multikleen@att.net

V-12122 A-12212

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Audrey Urling
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:25:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Audrey Urling

Oakridge Dr
Graham, NC 27253

3365789788

V-12123 A-12213

mailto:aurling@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Finley Dula
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:27:50 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Finley Dula
207 Wild Blackberry Hill Rd
Boone, NC 28607

V-12124 A-12214

mailto:dulafh@appstate.edu
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandy Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:28:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandy Brown

511 N. GULF Street
Sanford, NC 27330

V-12125 A-12215

mailto:Arenosa83@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Candace Hutchins
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:30:22 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,
Candace Hutchins

Candace Hutchins
32 Grove Garden Avenue
Candler, NC 28715

V-12126 A-12216

mailto:candace.tankersley@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Walsh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:34:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Walsh

729 south Meadow rd
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-12127 A-12217

mailto:Bwalsh6@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caleb Laieski
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Maximize Wind and Solar Energy Initiatives
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:35:09 PM

From the threat of rising sea levels to more frequent and 
severe droughts and floods, North Carolina has a lot to risk 
when it comes to global warming. We should be doing 
everything we can to tackle climate change, and that starts 
with the single largest contributor: carbon pollution. I 
support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently 
proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean 
Power Plan (CPP). 

North Carolina has tremendous opportunity to curb harmful 
carbon emissions and expand clean energy sources like 
wind and solar. We are well positioned to meet the goals 
set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar 
success and wind potential. Not only is there no clean 
energy in DEQ's current proposal, but the administration is 
also setting the state up for failure by knowingly submitting
 a substandard plan. 

I urge you and your administration to take this problem 
seriously, and put forth a plan that maximizes wind and 
solar energy for North Carolina.

Thank you for your time and all you do,

Caleb Laieski

V-12128 A-12218

mailto:caleb_m_laieski@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Julia Stewart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:37:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julia Stewart

12309 Overlook Mountain Dr
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-12129 A-12219

mailto:Jstewart21@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Derek Patterson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:37:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Derek Patterson

161 Russell Street
North Wilkesboro, NC 28659

3368189552

V-12130 A-12220

mailto:DSP5618@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tracy Gourville
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:37:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tracy Gourville

117 Royal Oak Dr
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-12131 A-12221

mailto:Sailandskimom@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Dorton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:37:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Dorton

4424 Lancaster Hwy
Monroe, NC 28112

V-12132 A-12222

mailto:canope6@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Eames
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:38:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Cut it out McCrory! Stop with the GOP agenda to fuck everyone over. You're not rich enough to matter to them.
 Just another pawn in their eyes.

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Robert Eames

214 Dover Rd
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-12133 A-12223

mailto:Xbarx1@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jerry Markatos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power Plan Compliance
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:39:22 PM

Jerry Markatos from Pittsboro, NC writes:

We need a crash program to seriously address the need for clean power, not a laggard plan that condemns our
 coastline to rapid ocean rise, and continuation of asthma suffering among our citizens, plus other health risks
 INCLUDING  the notorious stockpiling of coal ash.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): markatos@mindspring.com

First Name: Jerry

Last Name: Markatos

City: Pittsboro
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27312

V-12134 A-12224

mailto:markatos@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Paris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:41:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Paris

4567 union st
Concord, NC 28025

V-12135 A-12225

mailto:Ntp.456@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Le June Perrin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:43:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Le June Perrin

7 Birds Nest Court
Durham, NC 27703

V-12136 A-12226

mailto:lawduck82@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: thomas pridgen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:49:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

thomas pridgen

11756 nc hwy 16 n
GRASSY CREEK, NC 28631

V-12137 A-12227

mailto:pridgen.thomas@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Appleby
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:53:16 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. John Appleby
3438 Bradley Pl
Raleigh, NC 27607-6802
johneappleby@aol.com

V-12138 A-12228

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: kenneth scott cornwall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:55:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

kenneth scott cornwall

6416 Gammon Ct
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-12139 A-12229

mailto:kcornwall001@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jon Sault
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:55:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jon Sault

7312 Liserin Woods Lane
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526

9192853450

V-12140 A-12230

mailto:jonsault@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Arthur Firth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:55:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Arthur Firth

1011 Emerald Bay Drive
Salisbury, NC 28146

V-12141 A-12231

mailto:afirth@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laurence Danielson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:57:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laurence Danielson

139 Cherkee Drive
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-12142 A-12232

mailto:ldanielson@windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Erin Carolan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:58:12 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Erin Carolan
5902 Postgate Ln
Waxhaw, NC 28173-6737
erincarolan@aol.com

V-12143 A-12233

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Faith Wright
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 4:59:47 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Faith Wright
116 Brooksong Trail
Vilas, NC 28692

V-12144 A-12234

mailto:faithwright@skybest.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Elsa Desrochers
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:01:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elsa Desrochers

599 Blackbeard's View
Bath, NC 27808

V-12145 A-12235

mailto:Daveandelsa@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bellita Jacobson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:03:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bellita Jacobson

4327 woodland lane
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-12146 A-12236

mailto:Zainifun67@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John godfrey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:03:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John godfrey

709 Montville Ct
Wake Forest, NC 27587

V-12147 A-12237

mailto:jackgodfrey4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Olivia Merritt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:06:01 PM

Olivia Merritt from Raleigh, NC writes:

I am a high school student in Raleigh and am concerned about the draft plan the NC Department of Environmental
 Quality is proposing.  We must shift to a more sustainable, environmentally-conscious energy program, and this
 draft is simply not meeting those standards.  I am the new generation, and I fear for how my generation will quickly
 need to react to the total depletion of fossil fuels.  To ensure that such a catastrophe does not happen, please
 consider implementing renewable energy sources and the technological advancements that we have knowledge of
 already.  Why continue to use sources that will run out and are degrading the environment when there are much
 better alternatives?  It does not make sense, so I urge you to improve the plan to ensure North Carolina that you are
 thinking about the future long-term.

Thank you,

Olivia

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): peepsrawesome@yahoo.com

First Name: Olivia

Last Name: Merritt

City: Raleigh
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27604

V-12148 A-12238

mailto:peepsrawesome@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Haas
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:09:08 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Richard Haas
1006 Timbergrass Lane
Leland, NC 28451

V-12149 A-12239

mailto:rhaas1006@mac.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Peter Hickey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:11:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Peter Hickey

100 Sunshine Lane
Unit D
Winterville, NC 28590

V-12150 A-12240

mailto:pholbrook5973@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sue House
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:13:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sue House

3731 Sheppard Mill Rd
STOKES, NC 27884

V-12151 A-12241

mailto:suemtw@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: gloria mcswain
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:17:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

gloria mcswain

32103a valley dr
Albemarle, NC 28001

V-12152 A-12242

mailto:glow@ctc.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rosmarie Rosenbloom
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:18:44 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Rosmarie Rosenbloom
824 Poplar Trail
Siler City, NC 27344

V-12153 A-12243

mailto:Rbrosenbloom@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Dwight Grissom
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:19:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dwight Grissom

4515 tamaron dr
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-12154 A-12244

mailto:Dwightdgrissom@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tish Wilson
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:21:13 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Tish Wilson
1020 Kirby Branch Road
Zionville, NC 28698

V-12155 A-12245

mailto:323kdj37@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherri Basnight
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:21:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sherri Basnight

314 Wright Street
Wilmington, NC 28401

V-12156 A-12246

mailto:sbasnight@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Trudy Thomson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:22:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Trudy Thomson

15 Woodside Trail
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-12157 A-12247

mailto:t-thomson@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jon Heckerman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:22:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jon Heckerman

525 Timber Meadow Lake Drive
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526

V-12158 A-12248

mailto:hecker001@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sherry Stovall.
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:23:13 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sherry Stovall.
2510 Nc 704 Hwy E
Lawsonville, NC 27022-7846
sheriluvsu@hotmail.com

V-12159 A-12249

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Adrienne Trego
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:24:27 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Adrienne Trego
725 Poole Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28303-4276
adriennetrego@gmail.com

V-12160 A-12250

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vivian Fish
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:25:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vivian Fish

841 Madison Ave
Cary, NC 27513

V-12161 A-12251

mailto:vivianfish@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Freddy Atwood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:33:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Freddy Atwood

443 JADE DR
CLYDE, NC 28721

8286270407

V-12162 A-12252

mailto:freddyterry@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Harvat
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:33:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Harvat

4116 Talcott Drive
Durham, NC 27705

9193585096

V-12163 A-12253

mailto:bethandpeter@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: mitch murray
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:34:52 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

mitch murray
PO Box 452
Linville, NC 28646

V-12164 A-12254

mailto:smpa@att.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Zimmerman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:37:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Zimmerman

PO Box 102
Sylva, NC 28779

828-631-4265

V-12165 A-12255

mailto:frn8a0c0u@feontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: JC Cagle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:38:08 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

JC Cagle

799 Glenn Bridge Road
Arden, NC 28704

V-12166 A-12256

mailto:jccagle@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:40:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Johnson

402 Country Club Cir
Shelby, NC 28150

7044821423

V-12167 A-12257

mailto:johnsonmarkm@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Constance Engle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:40:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Constance Engle

244 Englewood Drive
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-12168 A-12258

mailto:connie_engle@alumni.brown.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Shannon Grady
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:43:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Shannon Grady

7812b DaVinci Ln
Charlotte, NC 28226

V-12169 A-12259

mailto:S.grady82@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jeff fleagle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:43:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

It is time to stop being a lackey for big power.  We know the idea to fail to meet the requirements is part of plan to
 take this to the court system.  Stop wasting our tax dollars.  Do your job.  Your were appointed to serve the people
 of NC- not corporate interests with the idea it will greedily benefit yourself in the future.

Sincerely,

jeff fleagle

65 eagle crest drive
black mountain, NC 28711

V-12170 A-12260

mailto:jefffleagle@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Janet Smith
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: I support a strong proposal to meet the Clean Power Plan rules
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:45:55 PM

Dear Ms Burleson,

I support a strong and just state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, DEQ’s proposed rules fall well short of achieving
 the carbon pollution reductions required by EPA’s new regulations. I respectfully submit these comments on the
 state’s draft rules to comply with Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act for your consideration.

North Carolina is well positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our state’s
 solid clean energy economy. At present the state’s plan ignores our clean energy resources, but renewable energy
 and energy efficiency should be a core part of the state’s Clean Power Plan.

Thank you.

Janet Smith
1602 Hollybriar Lane
Greenville, NC 27858

V-12171 A-12261

mailto:go2smithville@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: L W Robinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Environmental quality
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:46:41 PM

L W Robinson from Wilmington, NC writes:

Clean air and water and clean energy sources are vital to our lives and future. The Governor and his administration
 should make acting to secure them a priority.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): waltonius2@ec.rr.com

First Name: L W

Last Name: Robinson

City: Wilmington
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28412

V-12172 A-12262

mailto:waltonius2@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Humphrey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:52:07 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. John Humphrey
6608 Wood Sorrell Rd
Wilmington, NC 28405-7765
jhumphrey8@ec.rr.com

V-12173 A-12263

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Callicutt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:55:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Chris Callicutt

111 maness dr
Randleman, NC 27317

V-12174 A-12264

mailto:Callicuttc@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alejandro Gomes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:55:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alejandro Gomes

1054 bell woods rd
Clinton, NC 28328

V-12175 A-12265

mailto:Alekzg@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of mabelle Estridge
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:57:12 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. mabelle Estridge
17 Mill Stone Dr
Asheville, NC 28803-2492
mibella_23@yahoo.com

V-12176 A-12266

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Meredith Dinga
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 5:57:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Meredith Dinga

251 bent creek drive
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

V-12177 A-12267

mailto:Meredinga36@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve Bumgarner
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:00:06 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Steve Bumgarner
4012 Tamerlane Dr.
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-12178 A-12268

mailto:scbumgarne@hotmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: John Quante
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:00:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Quante

102 Emerald Circle
Durham,  27713

V-12179 A-12269

mailto:Hikaru28@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Alex Warren
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:03:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alex Warren

297 6th Street
Ayden, NC 28513

V-12180 A-12270

mailto:alex@thepiddler.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Dunn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:04:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Dunn

301 S. Bickett St
Burgaw, NC 28425

V-12181 A-12271

mailto:dave@tunercode.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Phillips
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:04:48 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Joseph Phillips
5380 Brittainywood Road
Kernersville, NC 27284

V-12182 A-12272

mailto:pmtjoe@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Thekla Blunier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:06:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thekla Blunier

9406 dalphon Jones dr
Charlotte, NC 28213

V-12183 A-12273

mailto:Theklablnr@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marcia Greene
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:10:06 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marcia Greene

3418 Dalecrest Drive
Charlotte, NC 28269

7044589614

V-12184 A-12274

mailto:magreene2@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sigrid Hice
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:11:22 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Sigrid Hice
1450 Lillian Lane
Hickory, NC 28602

V-12185 A-12275

mailto:Bookartist1450@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Pierce
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:13:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Pierce

218 Cambridge Dr. Brevard, NC 28712
Brevard, NC 28712

8288856097

V-12186 A-12276

mailto:ilovesquirrels529@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judy Henning
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:14:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judy Henning

6337 Chalyce Ln
Charlotte, NC 28270

V-12187 A-12277

mailto:judyhhenning@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Yvonne Moody
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:16:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.  It's also a waste of taxpayer's money to spend time and effort on
 an unacceptable plan.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Yvonne Moody

609 Marsh Grass Ct
Southport, NC 28461

V-12188 A-12278

mailto:Yvonne37@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lawson Henry Lowrance
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:16:17 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lawson Henry Lowrance

5990 Hathaway Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-12189 A-12279

mailto:lowrancelh@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Don Clapp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:19:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Don Clapp

PO Box 989
Saluda, NC 28773

7047500411

V-12190 A-12280

mailto:donclapp@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patsy Crocker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:22:36 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Patsy Crocker
100 Cheerio Ln Apt 74c
Asheville, NC 28803-1282
prpanther67@yahoo.com

V-12191 A-12281

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tanya Jisa
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:25:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the EPA's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
 childhood asthma rates continue to rise in our state and the effects and threat of climate change continue to increase,
 we must work together towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am deeply disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for our state, our
 community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
 Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the ethical and
 responsible thing.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tanya Jisa

173 Viburnum Way
Carrboro, NC 27510

9194337457

V-12192 A-12282

mailto:tejisa@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Russell Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:25:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is essential for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. It is a fundamental human
 right. Do the right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Russell Scott

10009 Kilnstone Ln
Raleigh, NC 27613

919-427-0821

V-12193 A-12283

mailto:Russscott@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Franklin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:26:16 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Robert Franklin
129 High St Apt 2
Canton, NC 28716-3949
89foxrod@gmail.com

V-12194 A-12284

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mike O"Kane
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:27:49 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mike O'Kane
31 Sherwood Rd
Asheville, NC 28803-2424
mike@mikeokane.com

V-12195 A-12285

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lottie Carder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:37:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lottie Carder

525 Tulane Dr
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-12196 A-12286

mailto:lmcarder359@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Halford
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:37:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Halford

PO Box 966
BLACK MOUNTAIN,  28711

V-12197 A-12287

mailto:richardchalford@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Shelton, PA-C
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:39:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Shelton, PA-C

210 Shorewood Dr
Emerald Isle, NC 28594

V-12198 A-12288

mailto:donna.shelton@alumni.duke.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Goldman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:47:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Goldman

6616 South Tribute Court
Willow Springs, NC 27592

Clean Air

V-12199 A-12289

mailto:cgoldman@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Yarosis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:48:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Yarosis

2375 Godwin Lake Rd
BENSON
Benson, NC 27504

2033647509

V-12200 A-12290

mailto:snowstorm65@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karl DeKing
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:49:41 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karl DeKing

145 Keener Rd
Canton, NC 28716

V-12201 A-12291

mailto:Karl.deking@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Roland Morin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:51:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Roland Morin

520 Magnolia Drive
Sunset Beach, NC 28468

V-12202 A-12292

mailto:champain2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ellen Grady
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:52:20 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ellen Grady
2012 Edgewater Dr
Charlotte, NC 28210-5328
ellengrady7@gmail.com

V-12203 A-12293

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jan Glenn
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:52:56 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Jan Glenn
1722 Brentwood court
Newton, NC 28658

V-12204 A-12294

mailto:Jglenn@concordianc.org
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Fran Egloff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:55:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Fran Egloff

2552 cottage place
2552 Cottage Place
Greensboro and Jacksonville, FL 32256

3362828345

V-12205 A-12295

mailto:frangator@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Caldwell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:55:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debra Caldwell

107 Silver Lake Ct
Swansboro, NC 28584

9104786062

V-12206 A-12296

mailto:debra.seco@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bridget Allison
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:57:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bridget Allison

714 Skytop Road
Waxhaw, NC 28173

704-564-9607

V-12207 A-12297

mailto:Ballison1st@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth D"Herde
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 6:59:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth D'Herde

105 East I Street
Erwin, NC 28339

V-12208 A-12298

mailto:edherde@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christi Dillon
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:00:24 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Christi Dillon
175 Forest Ridge Rd
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-12209 A-12299

mailto:racegirl1971@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: richard Stanley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:03:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

richard Stanley

4570 Nelson park rd
Sophia, NC 27350

3364957853

V-12210 A-12300

mailto:richardmstanley@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Priscilla Rich
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:09:28 PM

Please give us the strong clean energy plan that our state and our planet deserve.  An investment in clean energy and
 low carbon emissions is an investment in our future physical and environmental health.  North Carolina could
 become a clean energy leader in the Southeast, creating many jobs in the process, rather than being a poster child
 for special interests.

Best Wishes,
Priscilla A. Rich

Priscilla Rich
389 Eastview Drive
Boone, NC 28607

V-12211 A-12301

mailto:phoenix12@bellsouth.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: charles wachter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:10:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

charles wachter

2625 woodcreek rd
winston salem, NC 27106

V-12212 A-12302

mailto:cwach3@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: J. Jewell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)NC"s designed-to-fail Clean Power "Plan"
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:16:59 PM

J. Jewell from Clemmons, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): ncmj21@hotmail.com

First Name: J.

Last Name: Jewell

City: Clemmons
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27012

V-12213 A-12303

mailto:ncmj21@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrea Shaw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:17:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrea Shaw

2611 Newbold St
Raleigh, NC 27603

V-12214 A-12304

mailto:andrea.in.hunan@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: June Petrie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:22:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

June Petrie

640 Keever Ln
Hiddenite, NC 28636

V-12215 A-12305

mailto:Petriejb@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Scott Dellinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:23:15 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Scott Dellinger
402 11th Ave SE
Conover, NC 28613-1846
scott88dellinger@aol.com

V-12216 A-12306

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Terry Bayne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:25:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Terry Bayne

17931 Kings Point Drive
Cornelius, NC 28031

V-12217 A-12307

mailto:ncg326@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Killen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:25:40 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gary Killen

224 Terrace Field Trail
Flat Rock, NC 28731

V-12218 A-12308

mailto:drumkillusa@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stacey Lawless
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:25:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stacey Lawless

600 South Churton St
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-12219 A-12309

mailto:stacey.lawless@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kelli Keck
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:28:51 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Kelli Keck
507 Ottawa
Durham, NC 27701

V-12220 A-12310

mailto:Kelli.keck1@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Pamela Harper
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:33:48 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Pamela Harper
3177 Gabriels Creek Rd
Mars Hill, NC 28754

V-12221 A-12311

mailto:Pjharper39@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Ashley Schrade
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:37:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ashley Schrade

966 Wainright Lane
Greenville, NC 27834

V-12222 A-12312

mailto:Schrade0321@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Willerwease McKoy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:43:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Willerwease McKoy

12478 NC Hwy. 242 S
Bladenboro, NC 28320

V-12223 A-12313

mailto:mckoy_willer@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ursula Campos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:43:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ursula Campos

6074 Hardwick Place
Falls Church, VA 22041

V-12224 A-12314

mailto:uhcampos@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrea snyder
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:43:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrea snyder

228f 14th Ave se
Hickory, NC 28602

V-12225 A-12315

mailto:asnyder_hky@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Chris Callicutt
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:45:32 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Chris Callicutt
111  Maness Dr
Randleman, NC 27317

V-12226 A-12316

mailto:Callicuttc@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Rollin Morse
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:45:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rollin Morse

3701 Cerise Circle
New Bern, NC 28562

V-12227 A-12317

mailto:rollinmorse@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Harry Gedney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:49:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Harry Gedney

15026 Skypark Drive
Herndon, NC 28078

704-584-9473

V-12228 A-12318

mailto:kgedney@energywisesolutions.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ken Barnes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:49:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ken Barnes

6516 Penwright Rd
Fremont, NC 27830

919 673 5966

V-12229 A-12319

mailto:kbarnes0147@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lucie Laberge
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:52:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lucie Laberge

6442 Donnegal Farm Rd
Charlotte, NC 28270

V-12230 A-12320

mailto:agilman@carolina.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Julie Robinson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:52:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Julie Robinson

5211 Mawood Street
Fayetteville, NC 28314

V-12231 A-12321

mailto:jlvanfosson@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Damon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:52:35 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Judith Damon
10187 Archer Rd
Davidson, NC 28036-7586
jdamon3@ctc.net

V-12232 A-12322

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tripp Carter
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 7:58:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tripp Carter

118 NC Highway 45 S
Merry Hill, NC 27957

V-12233 A-12323

mailto:trippcarter87@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Hobson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:03:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Hobson

48 Fortune St
Black Mountain, NC 28711

V-12234 A-12324

mailto:samhobson@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Betty Walz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:07:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betty Walz

1221 Kimberly Dr
RALEIGH, NC 27609

9197821595

V-12235 A-12325

mailto:bjanewalz@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Lewis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:07:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrew Lewis

3724a sugar hill rd
Marion, NC 28752

V-12236 A-12326

mailto:Andrewlewis20@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeff Botz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:09:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeff Botz

4512 GW Griffin Road
Marshville, NC 28103

V-12237 A-12327

mailto:jeffbotz@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marie Mohler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:10:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marie Mohler

900C Hillsborough Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-12238 A-12328

mailto:lacylax@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: harry gedney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:13:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

harry gedney

2259 laurens drive
concord, NC 28027

V-12239 A-12329

mailto:hwgedney@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Loftin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:13:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michelle Loftin

5869 lakeville hwy
Petaluma, CA 94954

V-12240 A-12330

mailto:Camoonshine@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Timothy Kannon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:13:36 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Timothy Kannon

122 S Gordon Dr
Winston SAalem, NC 27104

3366551867

V-12241 A-12331

mailto:kannonta@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vickie Beck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:15:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vickie Beck

193 Becks Branch Road
Clyde, NC 28721

V-12242 A-12332

mailto:vbeck53@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Daniel Rose
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:19:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Rose

353 McQuillan dr
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-12243 A-12333

mailto:rumcayrose@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Scullin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:19:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Scullin

8 Logan Road
Castle Hayne, NC 28429

V-12244 A-12334

mailto:dscullin1@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gail Mullaney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:20:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gail Mullaney

15 Tree Canopy Ln
Black Mtn.,  28711

V-12245 A-12335

mailto:nursemom927@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Thayer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:22:16 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joseph Thayer

60 Forest Oaks Drive
Durham, NC 27705

V-12246 A-12336

mailto:thayer.joseph@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jodi eletri
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:25:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jodi eletri

1626 flynnwood drive
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-12247 A-12337

mailto:jaetri@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Rhoney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:31:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Rhoney

105 Sara Lane
Apt 105
Morganton, NC

V-12248 A-12338

mailto:lgwr76@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rexanne Bishop
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:33:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rexanne Bishop

2705 Asbury Terrace
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-12249 A-12339

mailto:AnnAhaExperience@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jefferson Crawford
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:36:00 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,
Jefferson Crawford

Jefferson Crawford
704 Whitepine Dr
Durham, NC 27705

V-12250 A-12340

mailto:jeffersoncrawford06@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Larry Baldwin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:37:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larry Baldwin

411 Church Road
New Bern, NC 28560

V-12251 A-12341

mailto:larry.baldwin56@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:37:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Jackson

3952 Curtis Lane
Staley, NC 27355

3365082477

V-12252 A-12342

mailto:Sgtrich_1983@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Willis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:37:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Willis

2223 W Club Blvd
Durham, NC 17705

V-12253 A-12343

mailto:karen.willis@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrew Sneddon
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:42:49 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Andrew Sneddon
1080 Berry Farm Rd
Madison, NC 27025

V-12254 A-12344

mailto:wildmanfighter@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Dawn Ehli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:45:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dawn Ehli

1029 Falls Park Dr
Sanford, NC 27330

V-12255 A-12345

mailto:Dawnehli@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dawn Ehli
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:46:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dawn Ehli

1029 Falls Park Dr
Sanford, NC 27330

V-12256 A-12346

mailto:Dawnehli@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Schmitz
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:47:13 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Paul Schmitz
135 Sr Dunstans Rd
Asheville, NC 28803

V-12257 A-12347

mailto:paulschmitzis@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Doris Stith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:47:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Doris Stith

1816 Lake Drive
Tarboro, NC 27886

V-12258 A-12348

mailto:DorisStithceo@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeanette Sarbo
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:47:46 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Jeanette Sarbo
931 Providence Glen Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-12259 A-12349

mailto:jeanettesarbo@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Sharpe
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:49:07 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Susan Sharpe
2751 Old US Hwy 421
Vilas, NC 28692

V-12260 A-12350

mailto:redwing@skybest.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Windon Biesecker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:51:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Windon Biesecker

841 Falling Leaf Trail
Sylva, NC 28779

V-12261 A-12351

mailto:w.biesecker@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lynda Collins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:51:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lynda Collins

255 Philadelphia Church Rd
Ellenboro,  28040

725-987-3853

V-12262 A-12352

mailto:Cowgirllynda57@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Toth
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:55:42 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Toth

2468 Hopes Way
Charlotte, NC 28209

V-12263 A-12353

mailto:Soledad120@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Jeanna Hughes
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:57:18 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jeanna Hughes
303 Chestnut Dr
High Point, NC 27262-4729
Jeannaswartz@yahoo.com

V-12264 A-12354

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn McQuade
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:57:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathryn McQuade

4511 Gloucester Drive
New Bern, NC 28562

V-12265 A-12355

mailto:dmcq@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Steve O"Neil
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 8:57:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Steve O'Neil

134E. Dogwood Ln
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768

8286068939

V-12266 A-12356

mailto:snakesteve@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randall Orwig
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:02:10 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Randall Orwig

111 Atkinson Avenue
Elon, NC 27244

V-12267 A-12357

mailto:revrandyecc@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Deborah Compton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:03:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Deborah Compton

7 Montview Dr
Asheville, NC 28801

V-12268 A-12358

mailto:dfcompton@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wayne Ward
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:04:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Stop protecting Duke Energy and do what is right for the citizens of North Carolina.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wayne Ward

620 Old Farm Road
None
Statesville, NC 28625

7048731364

V-12269 A-12359

mailto:pappywayne@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gary Nickles
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:05:29 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gary Nickles

103 Fontaine Drive
Asheville, NC 28804

V-12270 A-12360

mailto:gnickles1@charter.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debra Nipper
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:06:20 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debra Nipper

112 Spring Dr
Jacksonville, NC 28540

9104095046

V-12271 A-12361

mailto:Miraclesmom29@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Carr
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:08:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Carr

1800 Camden Road Ste 107 126
Charlotte, NC 28203

9544495146

V-12272 A-12362

mailto:PablitoCarr@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kim Robertson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:09:44 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kim Robertson

po box 238
Rodanthe, NC 27968

V-12273 A-12363

mailto:peaisland@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jane Lawrence
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:13:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jane Lawrence

66 Shetland Lane
Smithfield, NC 27577

V-12274 A-12364

mailto:jlawrenc60@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nadine Strickland
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:13:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nadine Strickland

1702 rosewood dr
Greenville, NC 27858

V-12275 A-12365

mailto:Nadinecstrickland@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Henry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:13:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Henry

507 Valley Dr
Durham, NC 27704

9199869598

V-12276 A-12366

mailto:kh_nc@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donald Murray
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:14:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donald Murray

1526 Old County Farm Rd
Sophia, NC 27350

V-12277 A-12367

mailto:etoile@i-phemera.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Benjamin Ostrowski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:15:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Benjamin Ostrowski

905 Essex Street
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-12278 A-12368

mailto:bostrowski13@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michele Hathcock
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:17:26 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Michele Hathcock
5 Pine Grove Court
Arden, NC 28704

V-12279 A-12369

mailto:Mchathcock@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: DAVID HILL
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean air for healthy kids
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:17:32 PM

DAVID HILL from Wilmington, NC writes:

A comprehensive clean energy plan that complies with EPA guidelines is guaranteed to reduce rates of asthma,
 prematurity, and even death among vulnerable children in North Carolina. As a pediatrician, I can't urge our leaders
 strongly enough to protect child health by reducing fine particle emissions through comprehensive clean energy
 planning and enforcement.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): davhill@med.unc.edu

First Name: DAVID

Last Name: HILL

City: Wilmington
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28409

V-12280 A-12370

mailto:davhill@med.unc.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sue Crotts
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:19:24 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Sue Crotts
8@8 Honeysuckle Drive
Greensboro, NC 27408

V-12281 A-12371

mailto:Susancrotts2006@aol.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:19:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Teresa Davis

51 N Merrimon Ave
Unit 407
Asheville, NC 28804

V-12282 A-12372

mailto:trsgeberly@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Soroos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Energy and Clean Air
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:19:34 PM

Carol Soroos from Raleigh, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): soroos@mindspring.com

First Name: Carol

Last Name: Soroos

City: Raleigh
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27607-3035

V-12283 A-12373

mailto:soroos@mindspring.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marie Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:21:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marie Moore

1777 HWY 70 West
Lot - 39
Marion, NC 28752

8286521404

V-12284 A-12374

mailto:mmarie4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dawn Klimenko
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:23:07 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dawn Klimenko
1049 Pine Circle Dr NW
Concord, NC 28027-6082
dawnnicholek@gmail.com

V-12285 A-12375

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lucy Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:28:04 PM

Dear Ms. Burleson,

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on Section 15A NCAC 02D
.2700, Standards of Performance for Existing Electric Utility
Generating Units Under Clean Air Act Section 111(d). The actions taken
by North Carolina now could affect North Carolinians for generations.

In the document, "Supporting Basis for Determination of Best System of
Emissions Reduction for Carbon Dioxide (CO2) Emissions from Existing
Electric Utility Generating Units," NC DEQ claims only building block
1 is legal because CAA can apply only within a fenceline, but building
block 3 is simply the addition of new fencelines. Substituting
non-emitting processes, such as renewables, is an accepted method for
industries to reduce emissions.

The choice to pile in on a lawsuit challenging the Clean Power Plan
and to create a plan that ignores two of the CPP's building blocks
creates the risk that if the state loses, the EPA will define the
steps required to achieve the required goals. It is ridiculous that
the state is playing chicken with our future economy and environment.

Although NC DEQ argues that the CPP will increase consumers' electric
bills, the Department ignores the environmental and health costs of
continued fossil fuel use and the limits to business development from
an outdated approach to power systems. The success of the Regional
Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI) shows how planning and regional
cooperation can result in greenhouse gas emission reductions and
economic growth. (See the graph on page five of comments on the CPP
from Massachusetts Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs,
Massachusetts Since 1990: Economic Growth and GHG Reductions, for a
comparison of GHG reductions and economic and population growth
(docket id: EPA-HQ-OAR-2013-0602-31910, found on
www.regulations.gov)).

I hope that NC DEQ will alter its approach in Section 15A NCAC 02D
.2700 to include the CPP's building blocks two and three. Further, I
hope that NC DEQ will avoid playing politics with our economy and
environment.

Sincerely,

Lucy Adams

V-12286 A-12376

mailto:lhadams2056@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


V-12287 A-12377



From: Cynthia Hill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:30:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Hill

4010 Oak st
Salisbury, NC 28147

V-12288 A-12378

mailto:Cynthh152@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charlotte Moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:31:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charlotte Moore

10 Elkdale Drive
Asheville, NC 28804

V-12289 A-12379

mailto:moolew@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Samuelson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:34:15 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Samuelson

4884 Woody Mill Rd
Greensboro, NC 27406

V-12290 A-12380

mailto:ssamuelson33@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Florence Krupnick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:40:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Florence Krupnick

10 Greenwood Place
Asheville, NC 28803

V-12291 A-12381

mailto:florencekrupnick@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brandi Akinade
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:41:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brandi Akinade

120 cloverfield ct
Winston salem, NC 27127

V-12292 A-12382

mailto:Brandicrotts@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: carole conrad
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:47:16 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

carole conrad
48 carriage lane
piney creek, NC 28663

V-12293 A-12383

mailto:casuco@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Vishal Barot
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:47:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vishal Barot

8510 Bella Reese Rd
Apt 304
Charlotte, NC 28277

4124988099

V-12294 A-12384

mailto:vishalbars@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Nancy Fahey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:49:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Nancy Fahey

707 Darwin Dr
WILMINGTON, NC 28405

V-12295 A-12385

mailto:turtlehaul@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eleanor Hamme
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:49:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eleanor Hamme

95 Adams Circle
Pinehuest, NC 28374

V-12296 A-12386

mailto:EPHom@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Glenn Thesing
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:49:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Glenn Thesing

133 Windsong Drive
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-12297 A-12387

mailto:rhythmjunky@rocketmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Maryann White
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:49:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Maryann White

p o box 285
Bostic, NC 28018

V-12298 A-12388

mailto:lemans78@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Francia
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:52:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Francia

2019 Laurel Park Hwy
Hendersonville, NC 28739

V-12299 A-12389

mailto:alias246@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Joseph Duffey
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 9:54:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Joseph Duffey

1741 1st St NE
Hickory, NC 28601

V-12300 A-12390

mailto:joseph_duffey@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Chandler
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:01:00 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Lisa Chandler
120 Painted Bunting Dr
Troutman, NC 28 166

V-12301 A-12391

mailto:lchandler.lc75@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Roby Lesesne
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:02:56 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Roby Lesesne
200 Sierra VIsta
Boone, NC 28607

V-12302 A-12392

mailto:rlesesne@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Dave Hopp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)"111(d)"
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:03:21 PM

Dave Hopp from Pittsboro, NC writes:

I am disappointed in the NCDEQ draft plan.  The state needs to stop supporting the large fossil fuel energy
 companies.  The state needs to fully support and encourage  solar energy at a minimum to the federal guidelines

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): hopp9@msn.com

First Name: Dave

Last Name: Hopp

City: Pittsboro
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27312

V-12303 A-12393

mailto:hopp9@msn.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ana Teixeira
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:03:58 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ana Teixeira

104 Tutbury Pl
Cary, NC 27519

V-12304 A-12394

mailto:anacbteixeira@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Calhoun
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:04:10 PM

Dear Ms. Burleson:
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Proposed Rules to comply with the EPA Clean
 Power Plan.

As a native North Carolinian, I have been encouraged by North Carolina's record of leadership in
 the Southeast in making progress in cleaning our air and developing a strong clean energy
 industry--from the Clean Smokestacks Act to developing the first Renewable Energy Portfolio
 Standard in the Southeast, to providing incentives for solar energy development, N.C. has set a
 strong example. As a result, our state is in an excellent position to meet the requirements of the
 Clean Power Plan, yet inexplicably DEQ has offered an inadequate plan which misses the mark,
 while omitting the crucial role for growing clean energy alternatives and energy efficiency efforts
 in meeting EPA’s goals. Curiously, there has been no announced stakeholder process, to gain
 input from citizens to forge a strong North Carolina plan. Citizens would welcome this.
The question today is, “Is North Carolina willing to step up and be a positive participant in the
 worldwide effort to limit carbon emissions and climate change?” A strong and just clean power
 plan is a step forward toward that goal, doing our part as a member of the global community.

Meeting or exceeding the reasonable EPA goals will yield benefits for N.C. From lessening our
 reliance on coal from mountaintop removal, to helping our clean energy industry continue it’s
 great record of creating jobs. The cheapest and least polluting fuel is the one that isn’t burned,
 and we can do much to conserve energy, creatively building energy efficiency into the Clean
 Power Plan. By participating in the Clean Energy Incentive Program, there is great potential to
 reduce energy usage and lower the financial burden of energy bills for low-income persons, while
 reducing carbon emissions by making housing more energy-efficient.

Meeting the CPP goals are crucial for N.C. Beyond the imminent threat of sea level rise, we also
 know that the success of our farmers and vineyards depend on a stable climate and seasonal
 changes, moderate rainfall. We are proud of our sustainably-grown, local produce, so we need to
 do all we can to protect our farms from the threats of climate change.

When future generations look back at this pivotal time in history, will they see that we showed
 leadership, met the challenge and were part of the solution to climate change? We need a strong
 clean power plan that meets and exceeds the EPA goals.

John Calhoun
1416 Brookstown Avenue
Winston-Salem, N.C. 27101

V-12305 A-12395

mailto:johnccalhoun@bellsouth.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: paul gallimore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:05:12 PM

paul gallimore from Leicester, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): paul@longbrancheec.org

First Name: paul

Last Name: gallimore

City: Leicester
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28748

V-12306 A-12396

mailto:paul@longbrancheec.org
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wilbur Potter
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:06:13 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Wilbur Potter
3620 Cedar Dr
Greenville, NC 27834

V-12307 A-12397

mailto:Skippotter@aol.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: John Lott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:08:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Lott

33 Clearwater Dr
Durham, NC 27707

V-12308 A-12398

mailto:Johnbbsl@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Francis Chandler
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:09:53 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Francis Chandler

207 Murray Street
Hillsborough, NC 27278

V-12309 A-12399

mailto:knarfhill@embarqmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bob Haas
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:16:00 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bob Haas

3602 Rising River Lane
Greensboro, NC 27409

V-12310 A-12400

mailto:haas9530@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kate Fleming
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:23:28 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Kate Fleming
Westwood Pl.
Asheville, NC 28806

V-12311 A-12401

mailto:Kfleming333@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Jessie Newton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:24:12 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jessie Newton
2444 Whiteside Rd
Mill Spring, NC 28756-5751
jesscarr6695@gmail.com

V-12312 A-12402

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dana Brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:24:29 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dana Brown
115 Sound Shore Dr
Currituck, NC 27929-9600
abdh08@embarqmail.com

V-12313 A-12403

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gigi Grill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:25:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gigi Grill

110 Holly Hills Lane
Manteo, NC 27954

V-12314 A-12404

mailto:Gigigrill@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Pope
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:26:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen Pope

3541 Sunny Dunes Rd
Palm Springs, CA 92264

V-12315 A-12405

mailto:hawaii6248@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karen Yost
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:28:42 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Karen Yost
5489 Valley Run Street
Hickory, NC 28601

V-12316 A-12406

mailto:krnyst@embarqmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Rebekah Keith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:30:27 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebekah Keith

10301 Boyce Rd
Cresmoor, NC 27522

V-12317 A-12407

mailto:Rkeithtouchrx@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Parry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:34:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Parry

137 Sandee Dr
Angier, NC 27501

(919) 331-1132

V-12318 A-12408

mailto:dparry1@centurylink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leona Whichard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:42:09 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leona Whichard

84402 Winslow
Chapel Hill, NC 27517

V-12319 A-12409

mailto:lpwhichard@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: linda gantt
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:50:31 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

linda gantt
3132 braddock dr
raleigh, NC 27612

V-12320 A-12410

mailto:mgantt2@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel Bartlett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:53:34 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rachel Bartlett
59 Clinchfield Loop
Marion, NC 28752-4290
RachelleLeAnn319@yahoo.com

V-12321 A-12411

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ann Aruzza
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:54:56 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Ann Aruzza
501 Cobblestone Dr
Wilmington, NC 28405-3067
annie05404@hotmail.com

V-12322 A-12412

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Colleen Butterfield
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:55:02 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Colleen Butterfield
11530 Colbert Creek Loop
Raleigh, NC 27614-6649
colleenbutterfield1@gmail.com

V-12323 A-12413

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brittany Howell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:55:09 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Brittany Howell
126a Taylor Blvd
Newport, NC 28570-6414
bnhowell88@gmail.com

V-12324 A-12414

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Clint O"Brien
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:55:23 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Clint O'Brien
3800 Westbury Lake Dr
Raleigh, NC 27603-5189
barky0813@yahoo.ca

V-12325 A-12415

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Renee Hayes
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 10:58:37 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Renee Hayes
6903 Fairview Church Rd.
Trinity, NC 27370

V-12326 A-12416

mailto:renee.hayes1956@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Betsy Curlin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:07:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Betsy Curlin

733 Plantation Estates
Apt B-108
Matthews, NC 28105

6265902763

V-12327 A-12417

mailto:betsycurlin@rocketmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gregory Hairston
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:07:57 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,Gregory Hairston

Gregory Hairston
1070 Brookridge Drive
Walnut Cove, NC 27052

V-12328 A-12418

mailto:hairstongregl@triad.rr.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Darrell Garner
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:14:55 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Darrell Garner
170 Teaberry Drive
Boone, NC 28607

V-12329 A-12419

mailto:garnerde@charter.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Scott
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:23:14 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Barbara Scott
1476 Ce Farr Ln
Hudson, NC 28638-8890
premierbscott@yahoo.com

V-12330 A-12420

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Billie Ruth Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:27:54 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Billie Ruth Smith
365 Abel Rd
Canton, NC 28716-8410
brws47@bellsouth.net

V-12331 A-12421

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Leslie Morris
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:31:22 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Leslie Morris

24 Tampa Avenue
Asheville, NC 28806

V-12332 A-12422

mailto:lhm24@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: David Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:38:07 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

David Williams

4583 Sanderosa Road
Fayetteville, NC 28312

910-835-1130

V-12333 A-12423

mailto:w4327@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Lande
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:53:06 PM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Linda Lande
5011 White Horse Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410-9559
functionaltherapyassoc@hotmail.com

V-12334 A-12424

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Martinez
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:53:24 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

John Martinez
405 Holiday HIlls Dr.
Boone, NC 28607

V-12335 A-12425

mailto:johnny.m.martinez@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Andrews
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2016 11:57:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Andrews

201 Hillside Ave Unit-E
Charlotte NC
Charlotte, NC 28209

V-12336 A-12426

mailto:tartandoll39@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Erica Gunnison
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:01:10 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Erica Gunnison
68 Kentucky Dr
Apt C
Asheville, NC 28806

V-12337 A-12427

mailto:therevolutoionhasbegun@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Lesia Mills
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:19:42 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lesia Mills

PO Box 1183
Clayton, NC 27528

V-12338 A-12428

mailto:zadazoo19@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sue Mccay
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:22:52 AM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sue Mccay
4813 Alexander Valley Dr
Charlotte, NC 28270-1528
suanmc@earthlink.net

V-12339 A-12429

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of darryl mcallister
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:57:49 AM

Jan 13, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. darryl mcallister
2940 Frontera Pl
Fayetteville, NC 28306-9366
pokemonmaster2003@aol.com

V-12340 A-12430

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:22:57 AM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mary Thompson
73 Cherry St
Asheville, NC 28801-2289
mthom4200@yahoo.com

V-12341 A-12431

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paige Bashore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:53:21 AM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Paige Bashore
1915 Bird Ln
N Topsail Beach, NC 28460-8077
zpaigez@hotmail.com

V-12342 A-12432

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Rawls
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:53:59 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Charles Rawls
72-A Hibriten Drive
Asheville, NC 28801

V-12343 A-12433

mailto:charlierawls@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Virgil
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:56:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Virgil

Post Office Box 1145
305 West Main Street
sharpsburg, NC 27878

919-987-9017

V-12344 A-12434

mailto:lindavirgil305@ymail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Barry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:57:50 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Barry

4281 Kennedy Road
Thomasville, NC 27360

V-12345 A-12435

mailto:susleebarry@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ellen Hunt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:25:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ellen Hunt

9220 Grassington Way
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-12346 A-12436

mailto:ellenmccc@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rose Bevington
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:31:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rose Bevington

274 Stubbs Rd
ellenboro, NC 28040

V-12347 A-12437

mailto:rosefrank77@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Oscar Revilla
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:35:20 AM

I support a strong Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Accept the following
 comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Oscar Revilla
Juan de Herrera
San Sebastian de los Reyes, NC 28024

V-12348 A-12438

mailto:25af4dc5@opayq.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Briana Joyner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:53:29 AM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Briana Joyner
114 Poole Rd
Ahoskie, NC 27910-8211
bamm.bamm07@gmail.com

V-12349 A-12439

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Braethun Bharathae-Lane
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:29:59 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Braethun Bharathae-Lane
56 Lakeshore dr
Asheville, NC 28804

V-12350 A-12440

mailto:brae.thunder@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Kimberly Beech
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 5:27:54 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Beech
1748 Allison Watts Rd
Frankin, NC 28734

V-12351 A-12441

mailto:stilettosnmud@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Jacquelyn Kennedy
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:11:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jacquelyn Kennedy

7731 US Hwy 264 E
Washington, NC 27889

2526237065

V-12352 A-12442

mailto:jakikennedy@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Catherine Mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:33:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Catherine Mitchell

PO Box 596
Ocracoke, NC 27960

V-12353 A-12443

mailto:mskittymartinmitchell@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Phillip Stebbins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:51:52 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Phillip Stebbins

1279 S Main St
Marshall, NC 28753

8287751040

V-12354 A-12444

mailto:philsteb@frontier.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: john Dimling
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:05:54 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

john Dimling
701 Oaklawn Ave
Winston-Salem, NC 27104

V-12355 A-12445

mailto:johndimling@hotmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Natasha Blyznyuk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:25:21 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Natasha Blyznyuk

2510 Winton Rd
Durham, NC 27707

V-12356 A-12446

mailto:Yatytitam@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of lloyd westbrook
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:28:28 AM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. lloyd westbrook
1979 S Nc Highway 150
Lexington, NC 27295-5026
sunshon911@gmail.com

V-12357 A-12447

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Linda Howell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:45:49 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Linda Howell

64 Frady Lane
WAYNESVILLE, NC 28786

V-12358 A-12448

mailto:two_rottweilers@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tim Leighton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Poor Excuse For a Clean Power Plan
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:46:35 AM

Tim Leighton from Charlotte, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): timl8n@yahoo.com

First Name: Tim

Last Name: Leighton

City: Charlotte
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28278

V-12359 A-12449

mailto:timl8n@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Schultz
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:57:00 AM

I support a much stronger state Clean Power Plan than the one  the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s
 proposed rules are seeking.  Your weak environmental plan fails to engage stakeholders as required, and fails to
 include clean energy resources.  I ask that you make a determination for a clean environment based on what the
 people of North Carolina would benefit from not what Duke Progress Energy would benefit from and offer the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input. Just like the ACA.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Paul Schultz
36 Antler Valley Drive
Weaverville, NC 28787

V-12360 A-12450

mailto:paulschultz@frontier.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Wally Evans
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:13:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wally Evans

2151 Cecilia road
Elizabethtown, KY 42701

V-12361 A-12451

mailto:Wmevans11@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: daniel shade
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:13:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

daniel shade

5237 woods edge rd
wilmington, NC 28409

V-12362 A-12452

mailto:xdan2@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Elaine Traer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:28:07 AM

Mary Elaine Traer from Raleigh, NC writes:

I was on the faculty of one of our State's major universities for 20 years and would have given a C- on this plan.  It
 fails to directly address the issues we face and promotes delay in critical decisions.   We must implement plans that
 directly address the energy problems we face and make progress toward cleaner alternatives rather than delay
 tactics.  Shame on our State for contributing to the problem rather than solving it. We need a honest plan.
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From: evelyn sanborn
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:30:33 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

evelyn sanborn
1618 Glenheath Dr
Hendersonville, NC 28791

V-12364 A-12454

mailto:evspa@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Sandra Bundgaard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:31:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sandra Bundgaard

1702 Natchez Trace
Greensboro, NC 27455

336-286-0864

V-12365 A-12455

mailto:Shbundgaard@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Mims
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:38:10 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Thomas Mims
43 long street
Asheville, NC 28804

V-12366 A-12456

mailto:Thomasmimsvideo@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Rachel Capen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:40:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rachel Capen

201 Yosemite Rd
Banner Elk, NC 28604

V-12367 A-12457

mailto:capenrachel@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cameron Riddle
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:51:07 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Cameron Riddle
1111 Brockmore Dr
Lenoir, NC 28645

V-12368 A-12458

mailto:criddle@caldwellschools.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Rose
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:53:23 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Rose

70 Acorn Lane
Fletcher, NC 28732

8286289670

V-12369 A-12459

mailto:judyrose1937@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Monica Rowe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:03:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Monica Rowe

4847 walnut grove st
Harrisburg, NC 28075

V-12370 A-12460

mailto:Mwrowe05@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mark Bolduc
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:05:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Bolduc

3096 Purple Finch Ln
Holden Beach, NC 28462

V-12371 A-12461

mailto:mbolducsr@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cody Allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:08:20 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cody Allen

705 Mayo St
Shelby, NC 28152

V-12372 A-12462

mailto:csallen4@ncsu.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Josh Ligon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:12:00 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Josh Ligon

107 Mossbark Ln
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-12373 A-12463

mailto:Joshualigon@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephen Edgerton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:13:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). We should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

This is a global problem of huge proportions, and it requires US leadership to solve. This means all US citizens must
 do their part to reduce carbon emissions, including we North Carolinians.

The EPA has worked with stakeholders of all types to craft a balanced and achievable approach. Don't let partisan
 politics stand in the way of taking this vital first step towards combating climate change!

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, and our energy mix, and is instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what
 is best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Stephen Edgerton

117 Virginia Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-12374 A-12464

mailto:sedgerton@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Wagoner
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:19:24 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cathy Wagoner

3617 w mill forest ct
Raleigh, NC 27606

V-12375 A-12465

mailto:cathywagoner@att.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Quint David
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:20:16 AM

Dear DEQ,

NC once again has a chance to be a leader, and NC once again seems to be choosing to be the laughingstock of the
 nation instead.

California is doing it, and their economy is stronger than ever. NC can either get left in the dust (and smog) or get
 their act together. Picking a fight with the feds is wasteful and childish. 1%? Is this a joke?

This requirement is the perfect cover for the republicans to push for  new infrastructure development and updates to
 our state that even the most ignorant cavemen will admit NC badly needs. NC should be a leader, like Tennessee,
 and not crumple under the weight of the energy lobby.

Tennessee noted that their current power upgrade plans already are set to meet 88% of this national carbon reduction
 target without additional measures. What Plans does NC already have in place and what percent of the national
 target were we about to meet anyway? None? Sad.

Below are all the canned comments but I am sure you have heard them enough by now. Please keep us in touch with
 updates to NC's latest comedy act.

Thank you,
-Quint David, Boone NC

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

V-12376 A-12466

mailto:q5quint@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


Quint

Quint David
175 Ridgewood Dr
Boone, NC 28607

V-12377 A-12467



From: Marjorie Carson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:29:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marjorie Carson

812 Wood Dale Dr
Kernersville, NC 27284

V-12378 A-12468

mailto:Maccarson48@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristin Knudsen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:34:05 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kristin Knudsen

600 Maple Street
Brevard, NC 28712

V-12379 A-12469

mailto:kbknudsen@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John O"Connor
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:38:31 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

John O'Connor
171 Remus Farm Dr.
Statesville, NC 28625

V-12380 A-12470

mailto:littlejack@yadtel.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Handy
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:40:15 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Cathy Handy
2524 Covington Loop
Graham, NC 27253

V-12381 A-12471

mailto:carrjoe@aol.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Cynthia Weeks
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:41:05 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Weeks
P.O. Box 1672
Apt 614
Newport, NC 28570

V-12382 A-12472

mailto:cweeks@ec.rr.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Kazek
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:43:38 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Teresa Kazek
498 Willis cove road
Canton, NC 28716

V-12383 A-12473

mailto:Terrynur@bellsouth.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Becki Broda
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:54:48 AM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Becki Broda
PO Box 37668
Raleigh, NC 27627-7668
beckibroda@gmail.com

V-12384 A-12474

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Brewer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:55:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Brewer

11216 Arthur Auten Rd
Huntersville, NC 28078

7048758424

V-12385 A-12475

mailto:mb@brewercoinc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vivian McGowan
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:55:30 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Vivian McGowan

2621 Lennoxville Rd
Beaufort, NC 28516

252-838-1082

V-12386 A-12476

mailto:vivianmcgowan@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: drew moore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:55:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

drew moore

Springdale way
chapel hill, NC 27517

V-12387 A-12477

mailto:drew.moore@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Debbie Hanke
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:59:36 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Debbie Hanke

132 Albemarle Dr
Ahoskie, NC 27910

V-12388 A-12478

mailto:hankedebbie@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charles Gill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:01:37 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles Gill

6708 Risdon Ct
Raleigh, NC 27616

V-12389 A-12479

mailto:cjgill306@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: jean johnston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:01:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

jean johnston

2038 White Pond Court
apex, NC 27523

V-12390 A-12480

mailto:johnstonapex@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Reshower
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:04:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Reshower

3 Glade Creek Acres
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768

8288628362

V-12391 A-12481

mailto:skyzyx@comporium.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:07:25 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Smith

11 Forest Berry Rd
Fletcher, NC 28732

V-12392 A-12482

mailto:lizs99@bellsouth.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Roethlinger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:16:16 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sarah Roethlinger

105 Tynecastle Ct
Greensboro, NC 27455

3364023777

V-12393 A-12483

mailto:slroethlinger@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Karolynne Mobley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:55:05 AM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Karolynne Mobley
821 Walnut St
Belmont, NC 28012-3919
karbearloves@aim.com

V-12394 A-12484

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lorrie Belew
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:55:13 AM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lorrie Belew
313 Windy Hill Rd
Wendell, NC 27591-8323
lnlbelew1210@gmail.com

V-12395 A-12485

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Vivian Swaenepoel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:57:44 AM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Vivian Swaenepoel
503 S Lafayette St
Shelby, NC 28150-5838
vivian.swaenepoel@yahoo.com

V-12396 A-12486

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: linda coley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:57:56 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

linda coley

6419 Sharon Hills Rd
charlotte, NC 28210

7045520802

V-12397 A-12487

mailto:mlc755@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susan Wood
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:07:39 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Susan Wood
7177 Tickle Road
Elon, NC 27244

V-12398 A-12488

mailto:nature2designgirl@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Ellen Arnold
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:17:56 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Ellen Arnold
1247 Stoney Brook Ln
Boone, NC 28607

V-12399 A-12489

mailto:earnold47@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Randall Outland
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:18:09 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Randall Outland
54 Blink Bonny Dr
Waynesville, NC 28786

V-12400 A-12490

mailto:outlandrd@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: madeline scheer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:22:14 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

madeline scheer

160 barnard ave. apt 11
asheville, NC 28804

V-12401 A-12491

mailto:mscheer@unca.edu
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dwight Grissom
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:22:17 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dwight Grissom

4515 tamaron dr
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-12402 A-12492

mailto:Dwightdgrissom@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Padgett
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:28:29 AM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Beth Padgett
131 Glen Eagle Dr
Waynesville, NC 28786-8165
padgett.beth08@gmail.com

V-12403 A-12493

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katie Harris
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Please consider one woman"s opinion on 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:38:31 AM

Dear Governor,

I moved from Tennessee to North Carolina four years ago. I am proud of my former state, Tennessee, and its status
 as the first state to effectively ban mountain top removal. I am also proud of its green power plan with TVA. I'd like
 to feel equally proud of my new state allegiance--- to North Carolina, which possesses mountains and rivers far
 more grand and also crucial to the public health than what lies in Tennessee.

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,
Katie Harris

Katie Harris
43 Hart Road, Pisgah Forest, NC, United States
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768

V-12404 A-12494

mailto:katie.rowe.harris@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: marcia gest
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:47:28 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

marcia gest

1160 Fearrington post
Pittsboro, NC 27312

V-12405 A-12495

mailto:tosummerhere@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Williams
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:49:43 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Judith Williams
16 Vance Circle
Lexington, NC 27292

V-12406 A-12496

mailto:judithjw@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Ryan Gaglianese-Woody
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:55:49 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely, Ryan Gaglianese-Woody

Ryan Gaglianese-Woody
186 Cecil Miller Rd.
Boone, NC 28608

V-12407 A-12497

mailto:gaglianesewoodyra@appstate.edu
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: jean johnston
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)clean power plan
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:57:06 AM

jean johnston from apex, NC writes:

this plan doesn't begin to fix the power problems in our state. You know what needs to be done! Do it.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): johnstonapex@nc.rr.com

First Name: jean

Last Name: johnston

City: apex
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27523-6272

V-12408 A-12498

mailto:johnstonapex@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Matthew Reusch
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:57:21 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Matthew Reusch
10313 Battle Ct
Charlotte, NC 28215

V-12409 A-12499

mailto:Mreusch@uncc.edu
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: June Wilkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Environment clean up
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:00:41 PM

June Wilkins from Cape Carteret, NC writes:

It's way past time for NC to clean up our water and our air quality in NC. No more delays--it has gone on until all of
 us need to start buying our water. Also climate change is real!

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): jwilkins@ec.rr.com

First Name: June

Last Name: Wilkins

City: Cape Carteret
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28584

V-12410 A-12500

mailto:jwilkins@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: William Albrecht
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:07:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Albrecht

367 Battleground Rd
Atkinson, NC 28421

V-12411 A-12501

mailto:albrechtwj@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Stephanie Langston
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:08:42 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Please take our concerns seriously!

Sincerely,
Stephanie Langston

Stephanie Langston
562 Jakes Mountain Road
Deep Gap, NC 28618

V-12412 A-12502

mailto:langstonsc@appstate.edu
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Lisa Shue
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:19:45 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lisa Shue

222 durgin springs rd
Sanford,  27330

V-12413 A-12503

mailto:archie102613@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emma Greenbaum
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:26:07 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Emma Greenbaum
53 Congress Street
Asheville, NC 28801

V-12414 A-12504

mailto:emma.greenbaum@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Billy Wise
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:28:03 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Billy Wise
385 Howards Creek Mill Rd
Vale, NC 28168-8641
billylbradley@gmail.com

V-12415 A-12505

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anita Goldschmidt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:45:52 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anita Goldschmidt

450 Sugar Creek Dr
Cedar Mountain, NC 28718

V-12416 A-12506

mailto:agcreates@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James Stone
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 12:53:38 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

James Stone
647 Town Mountain Road
#201
Asheville, NC 28804

V-12417 A-12507

mailto:jimsto@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Sue Benoist
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:30:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sue Benoist

100 Spruce pine lane
Mill Spring, NC 28756

V-12418 A-12508

mailto:Suebenoist@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Dyer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:31:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Donna Dyer

6244 Towles Road
Wilmington, NC 28409

V-12419 A-12509

mailto:donnaldyer@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Gerald Parker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:31:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gerald Parker

165 Everidge Road
Winston Salem, NC 27103

3366084275

V-12420 A-12510

mailto:kahuna-7@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Mitchell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:34:03 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Mitchell

1010 japonica court
Knightdale, NC 27545

V-12421 A-12511

mailto:Jennifer.mitchell1229@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Henry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:37:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Henry

3066 Stoneybrook Road
Charlotte, NC 28205

V-12422 A-12512

mailto:Bethhenry54@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: karl stupka
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:43:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP).

You should also.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

karl stupka

300 west hargett st
APT 326
raleigh, NC 27601

2523673720

V-12423 A-12513

mailto:metalangus@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marissa Kaufman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:43:46 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Marissa Kaufman

16 WESTWOOD DR
CANDLER, NC 28715

V-12424 A-12514

mailto:marissakaufman@icloud.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Brenda Farnham
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:44:26 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Brenda Farnham

10400 John Price Rd
Lot 38
Charlotte, NC 28273

V-12425 A-12515

mailto:blf0616@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Randal Pride
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 1:48:37 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Randal Pride
PO Box 25
PO Box 25
Arden, NC 28704

V-12426 A-12516

mailto:randalpride@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Hauser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:01:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

Dear Governor McCrory,

You are responsible for exposing North Carolinians to toxic waste.  You care nothing for the welfare of North
 Carolinians, only for the profits of your campaign contributors.  You have gutted DENR to purposefully let industry
 cut corners at the expense of the health of North Carolinians and our neighbors.  You action on this clean air bill to
 oppose the federal regulations by purposefully failing to meet the federal standards are foolish and squander the tax
 payers' money. 

CS Lewis speaks of those who claim the mantle of the church for political gain in The Screwtape Letters.  You have
 obviously fallen under the temptation of a demon to by saying you are a man of faith and then working against
 God's people at every turn for your own personal and political profit.  Your actions will be held against you on the
 Dreadful Day when all secrets are know, and in the next election, in which I hope you are soundly beaten.

Sincerely,

Thomas Hauser

241 Petree Rd
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

919-357-2614

V-12427 A-12517

mailto:thauser3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Wendy Horne
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:01:47 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wendy Horne

1192 McCaskill Road
Carthage, NC 28327

V-12428 A-12518

mailto:whorne2006@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Steffany Maus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:03:01 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Steffany Maus
7904 Lighthouse Way
Indian Trail, NC 28079-8638
steffanymaus@yahoo.com

V-12429 A-12519

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Aarthi n
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:04:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Aarthi n

Morrisville
MORRISVILLE, NC 27560

V-12430 A-12520

mailto:aarthiaravind10@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Christy Sanders
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:04:22 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Christy Sanders
7825 Calibre Crossing Dr
Charlotte, NC 28227-7737
csanders@carolina.rr.com

V-12431 A-12521

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christopher Edwards
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:06:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christopher Edwards

P.O. Box 647
Farmville, NC 27828

2527535111

V-12432 A-12522

mailto:cedwards@farmvillenclaw.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret Townsend
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:07:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margaret Townsend

8112 Bluffridge Drive
Raleigh, NC 27615

V-12433 A-12523

mailto:omaforever@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mitchell McGuire
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:08:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mitchell McGuire

1203 Windsor Drive
wilmington, NC 28403

9103987110

V-12434 A-12524

mailto:dogface148@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Christian Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:09:20 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Christian Baker
7904 Lighthouse Way
Indian Trail, NC 28079-8638
bakerc2009@gmail.com

V-12435 A-12525

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cathy Narron
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:10:34 PM

Cathy Narron from Kenly, NC writes:

I’m greatly disappointed with this draft “plan” from the NC Department of Environmental Quality. It does not go far
 enough to ensure a clean air and clean energy future for North Carolina. Even worse, this draft “plan” wastes
 taxpayer dollars and precious time. We need to address unregulated carbon pollution for our families and our future.
 We need to shift away from dangerous fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and natural gas, and continue to make
 investments in renewable energy and energy-efficiency technologies. This draft “plan” does none of that, even
 though our state is a leader in the Southeast and nation when it comes to solar energy. It’s time NCDEQ take this
 process seriously and make decisions that will actually make a difference for our state. I implore the Governor and
 the administration to draft a real plan that meets federal guidelines and protects the health and safety of our state’s
 people, economy, and environment.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): spencerjunk57@gmail.com

First Name: Cathy

Last Name: Narron

City: Kenly
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27542

V-12436 A-12526

mailto:spencerjunk57@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Louise Cottrell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:20:35 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Louise Cottrell
206 Clearwater Dr
Morganton, NC 28655-9693
lsldcottrell@aol.com

V-12437 A-12527

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Michael hogg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:21:04 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michael hogg
97 Stone Place Rd
Dunn, NC 28334-1789
m.hogg@rmt.org.uk

V-12438 A-12528

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Philip Maier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:21:20 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Philip Maier
278 Rosswood Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516-9535
fiilco@gmail.com

V-12439 A-12529

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: maria allu
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:22:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

maria allu

12 Flycatcher Way
arden, NC 28704

V-12440 A-12530

mailto:celesteallu@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: phyllis greene
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:24:56 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. phyllis greene
3220 Wellingford Dr
High Point, NC 27265-2244
phyllis.greene@qorvo.com

V-12441 A-12531

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sardie Izzard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:28:59 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sardie Izzard
1102 Kindley St
Greensboro, NC 27406-4213
sardieizzard@yahoo.com

V-12442 A-12532

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katie Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:31:25 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Katie Jackson
4045 Lamond Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27101-6303
ktea91595@hotmail.com

V-12443 A-12533

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carol Greenman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:34:32 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Carol Greenman

4805 Breakers Lane
Asheville,  28806

V-12444 A-12534

mailto:carolgreenman@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Richard Vanderpool
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:37:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Richard Vanderpool

5014  Candlenut Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28312

V-12445 A-12535

mailto:rmvanderpool56@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Thomas Quinn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:37:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Thomas Quinn

1313 meadston dr
Durham, NC 27712

V-12446 A-12536

mailto:monkeytq90@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eric Larsen
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:38:51 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Eric Larsen
1567 Crestlawn Trail
Pfafftown, NC 27040

V-12447 A-12537

mailto:revericlarsen@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Kenneth Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:46:04 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Williams

6012 Bur Trl
Raleigh, NC 27616

919-516-0491

V-12448 A-12538

mailto:PriusHybridster@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christian Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Energy Plan
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:54:04 PM

Christian Smith from Kinston, NC writes:

The NCDEQ, the Governor, and our representative lawmakers are all responsible for honestly adopting a plan to
 truly work for clean energy, clean air and water, and to stop playing political games with our lives and our state
 financial resources. Please ditch your poor draft plan and make a proper one!

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): databasemaker@mac.com

First Name: Christian

Last Name: Smith
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From: Emily Walker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 2:54:58 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Emily Walker
2705 Lowell Rd
Gastonia, NC 28054-1431
emilymariewalker2@gmail.com

V-12450 A-12540

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristen Kurczak
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:01:43 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kristen Kurczak

112 Monthomery st
Raleigh, NC 27607

V-12451 A-12541

mailto:Kristenkurczak@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diane Beger
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:02:16 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Diane Beger
918 balcombe Rd
Rocky point, NC 28457

V-12452 A-12542

mailto:Dianebeger1@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: William Rule
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Environment
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:03:43 PM

William Rule from Beaufort, NC writes:

Let North Carolina not only co-operate but go extra lengths to insure conversion to clean power, clean air and clean
 pure water--put our grandchildren ahead of short term business interests at every choice we make

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): stan_rule@yahoo.com

First Name: William

Last Name: Rule

City: Beaufort
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28516

V-12453 A-12543

mailto:stan_rule@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Todd Fife
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:03:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Todd Fife

221 Richmond Rd
Salisbury, NC 28144

7752234449

V-12454 A-12544

mailto:toddreddington@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eilene Jacobs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:07:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eilene Jacobs

111 Arbor Dr
Washington, NC 27889

V-12455 A-12545

mailto:etjacobs68@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ronnie Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:13:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I fully support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the
 Clean Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense. No sense at all for us and future generations.

Clean air is good and essential for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the
 right thing and protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ronnie Smith

103 Robin Lane
Edenton, NC 27932

V-12456 A-12546

mailto:splitshotr@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Marty Pegram
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:14:01 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Marty Pegram
2420 E. Brief Road
Monroe, NC 28110

V-12457 A-12547

mailto:downsouth5207@aol.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Bob Rackley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:17:19 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bob Rackley
911 S 4th St
Wilmington, NC 28401-5615
bobrackley86@gmail.com

V-12458 A-12548

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: marie zakos
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:31:04 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. marie zakos
5305 Hwy 117 S.
Burgaw, NC 28425
banoshipchk421@aol.com

V-12459 A-12549

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Paul Hawkins
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:31:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Paul Hawkins

316 Heather Cir
Brevard, NC 28712

V-12460 A-12550

mailto:mrhawkins@comporium.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Georgia Roach
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:34:20 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Georgia Roach
4312 Voss Ave
Greensboro, NC 27405-2835
gmroach57@yahoo.com

V-12461 A-12551

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Howachyn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:49:35 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Teresa Howachyn

315 Lookout Terrace
Black Mountian, NC 28711

V-12462 A-12552

mailto:tekla@teklasculpture.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Melissa Cannon
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:52:51 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Melissa Cannon
1632 Abbott Farm Rd
Winterville, NC 28590-7712
Melissaecannon@gmail.com

V-12463 A-12553

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Rose Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 3:55:48 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rose Davis

10350 w bay harbor dr
Miami, FL 33154

V-12464 A-12554

mailto:Beetricewd@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Penny Allen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:00:04 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Penny Allen
1109 Mable Ave
Kannapolis, NC 28083-2846
want2bebythec@aol.com

V-12465 A-12555

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laurie nardokunst
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:14:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laurie nardokunst

103 white swan way
Swansboro, NC 28584

V-12466 A-12556

mailto:LD12@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sonia Wrather
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:27:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sonia Wrather

210 Millet Dr
Morrisville, NC 27560

V-12467 A-12557

mailto:sonia-w@nc.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Helms
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:31:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Helms

582 McAlpin Ln
Taylorsville, NC 28681

V-12468 A-12558

mailto:katnissstar@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jeanette Sarbo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:31:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeanette Sarbo

931 Providence Glen Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

V-12469 A-12559

mailto:jeanettesarbo@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katharine Gentry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:31:39 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katharine Gentry

4909 Eris Lane
Gso, NC 27301

V-12470 A-12560

mailto:kagey1952@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kelsie Taylor
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:33:50 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kelsie Taylor
141 Clark Snider Rd
Lexington, NC 27295-6523
mamaw19621@gmail.com

V-12471 A-12561

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christine McCready
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:39:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christine McCready

4106 Columbine Circle
Charlotte, NC 28211

7043669944

V-12472 A-12562

mailto:christine.mccready@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Judith Brockelman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:49:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Judith Brockelman

1109 Lake Breeze Court
Leland, NC 28451

9103833409

V-12473 A-12563

mailto:jdbrockelman@sbcglobal.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Felisa Meier
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 4:55:34 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Felisa Meier

6328 Monterrey Creek Dr
Durham, NC 27713

V-12474 A-12564

mailto:felisa.meier@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Wanda Mckinney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 5:01:41 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Wanda Mckinney
4223 Lawrence Daniel Dr
Matthews, NC 28104-4956
wandad03@windstream.net

V-12475 A-12565

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Chelsea Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 5:05:26 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Chelsea Johnson
12011 Shandon Cir
Charlotte, NC 28226-3821
chelseaisag@aol.com

V-12476 A-12566

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Milly Guill
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 5:13:54 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Milly Guill

8127 County Home Road
Ayden, NC 28513

V-12477 A-12567

mailto:mguilly@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Teresa Engel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 5:26:30 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Teresa Engel
760 Murdocksville Rd
West End, NC 27376-8806
teresa.engel@gmail.com

V-12478 A-12568

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Margaret McDonald
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 5:51:29 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Margaret McDonald
2802 Moorings Way SE
Southport, NC 28461-8328
pegngreg48@gmail.com

V-12479 A-12569

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: James French
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:12:21 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. James French
7 Ector St
Asheville, NC 28806-1902
French_t3@hotmail.com

V-12480 A-12570

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Feraco
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:31:50 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Patricia Feraco
1226 Willow Rd
Hendersonville, NC 28739-5646
feracorocks@gmail.com

V-12481 A-12571

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christie Goodman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:33:39 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Christie Goodman
3303 Winburn Dr
Greensboro, NC 27410-8366
goodmac@gcsnc.com

V-12482 A-12572

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Mary Sherman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 6:42:21 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mary Sherman
69 Morgan Paige Dr
Hendersonville, NC 28792-9404
marykaycamp27@gmail.com

V-12483 A-12573

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Burkovich
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:06:41 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Donna Burkovich
1002 Bikar Ct
Indian Trail, NC 28079-6592
dtburkovich@gmail.com

V-12484 A-12574

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: April Wiblitzhouser
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:06:51 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. April Wiblitzhouser
14108 Praxis Way
Cary, NC 27519-0040
alwiblitzhouser@gmail.com

V-12485 A-12575

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lauren Hoover
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:07:30 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lauren Hoover
114 Deerfield Dr
King, NC 27021-9235
laurenrlloyd@gmail.com

V-12486 A-12576

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Anne Jones
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:07:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Anne Jones

158 Buckingham Road
Winston Salem,  27104

V-12487 A-12577

mailto:Annejones414@comcast.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Grant Millin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111 (d) and CleanTech innovation
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:08:05 PM

Dear NC DEQ,

I can honestly say I recognize the density of the EPA Clean Power Plan as is presents a variety of challenges. Yet as
 an NC citizen with a Sustainability and Security Studies degree and a wealth of information on CleanTech
 innovation issues I can say with confidence that the opportunities in managing these complexities and delivering on
 a range of sustainability innovations in North Carolina—and most importantly exploiting and building on North
 Carolina’s existing innovation capabilities as a globally recognized region leading on sustainability innovation in
 the face of challenges like anthropogenic climate change—developing a proper NC Clean Power Plan is relevant
 and important strategy.

More citizens and political leaders are understanding where Duke Energy stands and what’s next in terms of the
 actual CleanTech innovation market is part of what’s already happening in the Asheville area. It’s pointless to
 retard these innovations and the opening up of how we responsibly render value through energy here in North
 Carolina, across the nation and globe.

It is difficult to understand why NC DEQ is focusing only on ‘inside the fence’ coal-fired electricity generation
 CO2e mitigation when good planning baselines exist for innovative mass-based CO2e mitigation strategy. I look
 forward to collaborating with NC DEQ soon in better developing our statewide CleanTech innovation capabilities.

Best wishes,

Grant Millin, Innovation Strategist and Owner
InnovoGraph LLC - Strategic Innovation Services and Management Consulting
PO Box 9446
Asheville, NC 28815
Cell: 828.423.2266
Office: 828.298.5706
Email: grant@innovograph.com
URL: www.innovograph.com
AboutMe Page: http://about.me/grantmillin

InnovoGraph makes strategic innovation work.

This message (including any attachments) contains confidential information intended for a specific individual and
 purpose, and is protected by law.  If you are not the intended recipient, you should delete this message and are
 hereby notified that any disclosure, copy, or distribution of this message, or the taking of any action based on it, is
 strictly prohibited.

V-12488 A-12578

mailto:grantmillin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://about.me/grantmillin


From: Kimberly Zimmerman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:13:21 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kimberly Zimmerman
6116 Riverside Dr
Wake Forest, NC 27587-9540
catmagnet@earthlink.net

V-12489 A-12579

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Claudia MacDonald
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:13:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Claudia MacDonald

8819 Firestreak Dr
Charlotte, NC 28216

V-12490 A-12580

mailto:dobimacd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: t messimer
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:14:22 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. t messimer
mark edwards
goldsboro, NC 27534
abmessimer@hotmail.com

V-12491 A-12581

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kristin Hawk
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:23:23 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Kristin Hawk

4156 Breezewood Drive
Wilmington, NC 28412

V-12492 A-12582

mailto:Kristin.elaine.hawk@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Heidi Haehlen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:43:13 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Heidi Haehlen

PO Box 1950
Clyde, NC 28721

V-12493 A-12583

mailto:flutecat8@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Madelon Capozziello
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:51:50 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Madelon Capozziello
21 Lakeview Rd
Asheville, NC 28804-2324
madeloncapozziello@yahoo.com

V-12494 A-12584

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
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From: Care2 on behalf of Amber Merenda
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 7:54:43 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amber Merenda
764 Crestview Dr
Leicester, NC 28748-7430
anmerenda@gmail.com

V-12495 A-12585

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cheri Nipper
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:00:44 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Cheri Nipper
76 Debra Lane
Asheville, NC 28806

V-12496 A-12586

mailto:cprocker3@live.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Marilyn Cozart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:03:53 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marilyn Cozart
713 Wilmont St SW
Lenoir, NC 28645-9452
cozart_marilyn@yahoo.com

V-12497 A-12587

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Marina Ortiz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:06:05 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Marina Ortiz
2115 21st St SE
Hickory, NC 28602-3578
marinaog971@gmail.com

V-12498 A-12588

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Harry Thompson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:07:49 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Harry Thompson

2108-B Dovedale Drive
Greenville, NC 27834

2523556659

V-12499 A-12589

mailto:harryt451@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Andrea Hodges
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:16:33 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Andrea Hodges
4095 Canal St
Linden, NC 28356-9730
ahodges843@gmail.com

V-12500 A-12590

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Elizabeth Millican
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:18:08 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Elizabeth Millican
1680 Hendersonville Rd
Asheville, NC 28803-3216
elizabethamillican@students.abtech.edu

V-12501 A-12591

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Patricia Rister
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:19:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Patricia Rister

323 Winding Woods Way
Beaufort, NC 28516

V-12502 A-12592

mailto:mistydawn@ec.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Holly Conlin
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:25:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Holly Conlin

232 Yorkshire Drive
sylva, NC 28779

V-12503 A-12593

mailto:hollyconlin@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barbara Lembo
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:31:51 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Lembo

3941 Arborway
Charlotte, NC 28211

V-12504 A-12594

mailto:Bhl144@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Zoe Dion
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:40:01 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Zoe Dion

1829 Reaves Dr
Raleigh, NC 27608

V-12505 A-12595

mailto:zoedion7@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Susie Bell
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:40:14 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susie Bell

339 Ridge View Dr
Asheville, NC 28803

V-12506 A-12596

mailto:chupaflor77@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Dana Reynolds
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:43:01 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Dana Reynolds
3212 Stoneburg Ct
Greensboro, NC 27409-8835
danareynolds313@gmail.com

V-12507 A-12597

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: janis epton
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:46:02 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

janis epton

3005 woods pl
raleigh, NC 27607

V-12508 A-12598

mailto:motherofserpents@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Mary Maness
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:47:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Green energy is our future. Other states and countries around the world recognize this. This plan to fail makes our
 state look backward and ignorant. Promoting damaging fossil fuel technology at the risk of our clean air and water
 shows Big Oil influence on our state government.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mary Maness

111 Walnut Creek Dr
Goldsboro, NC 27534

9197789859

V-12509 A-12599

mailto:mitzi671@suddenlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Hughes
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:47:32 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Donna Hughes
139 NC Hwy 141
Murphy, NC 28906

V-12510 A-12600

mailto:djmartinhughes@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Teresa Baker
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 8:55:31 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Teresa Baker

PO Box 1008
Creedmoor, NC 27522

919-632-8523

V-12511 A-12601

mailto:mommaresax3@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Donna Bullock
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:03:51 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Donna Bullock
6112 Sabine Dr
Fayetteville, NC 28304

V-12512 A-12602

mailto:dbullock911@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: hilary m knause
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:03:56 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

hilary m knause

11 Canterbury Rd
_
Asheville, NC 28805

V-12513 A-12603

mailto:hilarymk@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Kathryn Raevuori-Wilson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:06:51 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kathryn Raevuori-Wilson
PO Box 266
Edneyville, NC 28727-0266
Keraevuori@aol.com

V-12514 A-12604

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Azsa Davis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:13:14 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Azsa Davis
11920 Song Sparrow Ln
Charlotte, NC 28269-0658
adavis61@email.cpcc.edu

V-12515 A-12605

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sheri Tindall
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:13:28 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Sheri Tindall

13247 Robert Walker Dr
Davidson, NC 28036

7048953967

V-12516 A-12606

mailto:sheritindall@hotmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Bernadine Houck
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:15:38 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Bernadine Houck
407 Mountain Ave
West Jefferson, NC 28694-8900
tannb4me@yahoo.com

V-12517 A-12607

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Pauline Hoff
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:33:57 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pauline Hoff

7816 Portia Pl
Charlotte, NC 28227

7045360057

V-12518 A-12608

mailto:paulinedh9@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Kenneccia Woolard
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:45:05 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Kenneccia Woolard
4221b Deer Meadow Ct
Ayden, NC 28513-1713
kenneccia@gmail.com

V-12519 A-12609
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From: Mark Southern
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:45:50 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mark Southern

643 Barrocliff Rd
Clemmons, NC 27012

3367129955

V-12520 A-12610

mailto:msouthern6@triad.rr.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: ruth lovinsohn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:53:21 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ruth lovinsohn

58 hutchins road
black mountain, NC 28711

828 669-1193

V-12521 A-12611

mailto:rlovinsohn@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Emma Eldridge
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:03:28 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Emma Eldridge
2 Overlook Dr
Marion, NC 28752-8862
emmaie892000@gmail.com

V-12522 A-12612

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christina Young
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:03:55 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christina Young

212 Inglewood dr
Morganton, NC 28655

V-12523 A-12613

mailto:vegavader999@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Jennifer Jackson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:09:02 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Jennifer Jackson
511 Balsey St
Clinton, NC 28328-2901
ginwanda@yahoo.com

V-12524 A-12614

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Dell Huffman
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:12:55 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Dell Huffman
282 White St
Mooresville, NC 28115

V-12525 A-12615

mailto:dellhuffman@live.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of TAYLOR SULVA
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:17:58 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. TAYLOR SULVA
3605 Lydford Ct
Wilmington, NC 28409-2843
taylorsulva@gmail.com

V-12526 A-12616

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Rosie Williams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:19:59 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rosie Williams
357 Heath Rd
Four Oaks, NC 27524-8409
rosew10@hotmail.com

V-12527 A-12617

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: John Tetel
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:27:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

John Tetel

1719 N Roxboro St
Durham, NC 27701

V-12528 A-12618

mailto:gerardtetel@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Briana Van Dorpe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:28:05 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.p

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Briana Van Dorpe

1670 Heather Trace Lane
Winston-Salem, NC 27127

V-12529 A-12619

mailto:BPhotographics@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Christina Dickson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:32:11 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christina Dickson

109 Tabernacle Rd
Black Mountain, NC 28711

8286640116

V-12530 A-12620

mailto:christy@surfnetusa.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Currie
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:36:33 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Amy Currie
2003 Sweet Gum Ct
Monroe, NC 28110-9187
amycurriecm@yahoo.com

V-12531 A-12621

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Samantha Short
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:44:06 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Samantha Short
277 Miller Farm Rd
Statesville, NC 28625-8700
samshort210@gmail.com

V-12532 A-12622

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Lick Myballs
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:49:06 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lick Myballs
204 Edsel Way
Statesville, NC 28625-4467
emnooe89@hotmail.com

V-12533 A-12623

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Meleah Veshkina
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 10:57:58 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Meleah Veshkina
5300 Bracy Ridge Ct
Pfafftown, NC 27040-9326
meleah00@hotmail.com

V-12534 A-12624

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Adelaida Luman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:07:33 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Adelaida Luman

1124 Somersby Ln
Matthews, NC 28105

V-12535 A-12625

mailto:PochyLuan@Windstream.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Pamela Boger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:10:27 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Pamela Boger
135 Watt St
Cooleemee, NC 27014-0255
blondebombshellkitten@gmail.com

V-12536 A-12626
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mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Orlando MartinezQuinteros
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:11:14 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Orlando MartinezQuinteros
107 Prescott Dr
Olin, NC 28660-9501
orlandomartinez229@gmail.com

V-12537 A-12627

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Robert Cherry
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:12:41 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Robert Cherry
301 Perkins St.
Boone, NC 28607

V-12538 A-12628

mailto:bcherry001@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Alvin Nickerson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:13:38 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Alvin Nickerson

P.O. Box 1035
Burlington, NC 27216

V-12539 A-12629

mailto:nickersonad@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Michelle Smith
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:29:56 PM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Michelle Smith
319 Reese Wilson Rd
Belmont, NC 28012-7771
michellevance186@yahoo.com

V-12540 A-12630

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Diana Garcia
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 11:40:19 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Diana Garcia

107 Lilac Drive
Carrboro, NC 27510

V-12541 A-12631

mailto:digarciamc@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Klaudya Cain
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:04:06 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Klaudya Cain

2133 Lee St
Clayton, NC 27520

V-12542 A-12632
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From: Care2 on behalf of Heaven-Leigh Banks
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:04:19 AM

Jan 14, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Heaven-Leigh Banks
124 NE 38th St
Oak Island, NC 28465-5631
hlsrbanks@gmail.com

V-12543 A-12633
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From: William Coxe
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:07:58 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

William Coxe

908 Pelican Drive
New Bern, NC 28560

V-12544 A-12634

mailto:wlcoxe@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sharon House
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:32:15 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Sharon House
1712 Damascus Church Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516

V-12545 A-12635

mailto:sphouse@email.unc.edu
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Caleb Stewart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:37:27 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Caleb Stewart

175 Carriage Club Drive
Mooresville, NC 28117

V-12546 A-12636

mailto:Javeratam2@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Eileen Gabellini
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 1:01:38 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Eileen Gabellini

2920 Richard St
Charlotte, NC 28208

V-12547 A-12637

mailto:Eyewomantoo@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Volarte" (Catherine) Ziurella
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 2:35:13 AM

Volarte' (Catherine) Ziurella from Horse Shoe, NC writes:

I DEFINITELY WANT A CLEAN ENERGY PLAN TO INCLUDE LOTS OF SOLAR AND WIND ENERGY
 AND PERHAPS HELP FOR ALL CITIZENS TO HAVE BACK-UP PEDDLE ENERGY FOR BACK-UP
 GENERATORS:

http://www.econvergence.net/product-p/pawa-1.htm

I WOULD LIKE IT TO ADDRESS SAFETY FOR NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS AS WELL.  IF THEY GO
 DOWN HILL THEY ARE THE DIRTIEST AND DEADLIEST ENERGY AROUND.  I WOULD LIKE ALL
 PLANTS TO HAVE BOARDS OF CITIZENS FROM A 200 MILE RADIUS IN ALL DIRECTIONS.  ON THAT
 NOTE, NC NEEDS CITIZENS ON THE BOARD OF THE OCONEE SC PLANT, BECAUSE IT IS OLD AND
 HAS THE POTENTIAL FOR HAZARD IF THE NEARBY DAM FLOODS:

"Lake Keowee flooding could trigger multiple meltdowns...for Oconee Nuclear Plant in South Carolina. In this
 article after information about earthquake risk with plants": http://climateviewer.com/2013/11/13/american-
fukushima-south-carolinas-oconee-unit-1-shutdown-due-to-radioactive-leak/                                          

 The Oconee Plant is #8 on the top 10 riskiest nuclear plants in America.

http://www.care2.com/greenliving/10-riskiest-nuclear-power-plants-in-america.html

The engineer is among several nuclear experts who remain particularly concerned about the Oconee plant in South
 Carolina, which sits on Lake Keowee, 11 miles downstream from the Jocassee Reservoir. Among the redacted
 findings in the July 2011 report — and what has been known at the NRC for years, the engineer said — is that the
 Oconee facility, which is operated by Duke Energy, would suffer almost certain core damage if the Jocassee dam
 were to fail. And the odds of it failing sometime over the next 20 years, the engineer said, are far greater than the
 odds of a freak tsunami taking out the defenses of a nuclear plant in Japan.

http://www.washingtonsblog.com/2012/09/nuclear-regulartory-commission-engineers-charge-government-coverup-
reactor-meltdown-absolute-certainty-if-dam-fails-100s-of-times-more-likely-than-tsunami-that-hit-fukushima

Back to Climate Change and the  energy plan.  There is definitely grave consequences for not moving to green clean
 energy quickly.  GEOLOGISTS (FROM THE NATIONAL GEOGRAPHIC CHANEL) HAVE FOUND THAT
 WHEN THE POLAR ICE CAPS MELTED IN THE PAST, THE OCEAN CURRENTS---WHICH ARE KEPT
 GOING FROM PERIODIC BREAKING OFF OF POLAR ICE INTO THE OCEAN--STOPPED AND:

all life in the ocean died..........then the poisonous gas from all the dead sea life killed all life on the land..............SO
 WE NEED TO HELP CITIZENS, POWER COMPANIES AND OIL AND GAS AND COAL COMPANIES TO
 FIND FINANCIALLY FEASABLE WAYS TO SHIFT to clean green energy solutions such as solar, wind, peddle

V-12548 A-12638

mailto:volarte@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov
http://www.econvergence.net/product-p/pawa-1.htm
http://climateviewer.com/2013/11/13/american-fukushima-south-carolinas-oconee-unit-1-shutdown-due-to-radioactive-leak/
http://climateviewer.com/2013/11/13/american-fukushima-south-carolinas-oconee-unit-1-shutdown-due-to-radioactive-leak/
http://www.care2.com/greenliving/10-riskiest-nuclear-power-plants-in-america.html
http://www.washingtonsblog.com/2012/09/nuclear-regulartory-commission-engineers-charge-government-coverup-reactor-meltdown-absolute-certainty-if-dam-fails-100s-of-times-more-likely-than-tsunami-that-hit-fukushima
http://www.washingtonsblog.com/2012/09/nuclear-regulartory-commission-engineers-charge-government-coverup-reactor-meltdown-absolute-certainty-if-dam-fails-100s-of-times-more-likely-than-tsunami-that-hit-fukushima


 power, geothermal, hydroelectric.

(AND OBIOUSLY,, BECAUSE OF THE DEADLY CONSEQUENCES OF ACCIDENTS AT NUCLEAR
 POWER PLANTS I AM NOT ADVOCATING THAT ROUTE.)

THANK YOU

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): volarte@care2.com

First Name: Volarte' (Catherine)

Last Name: Ziurella

City: Horse Shoe
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28742

V-12549 A-12639



From: David Voorhees
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 4:06:46 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

David Voorhees
2212 Green River Rd
Zirconia, NC 28790

V-12550 A-12640

mailto:Davidaeeee@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Karie Van Vliet
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 5:59:19 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Karie Van Vliet
15402 Saxon Trace Ct
Huntersville, NC 28078-3757
karie7769@yahoo.com

V-12551 A-12641
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From: Amy Whitfield
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 6:26:01 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Whitfield

11 D Quakeridge dr
Greensboro, NC 27410

V-12552 A-12642

mailto:anwhitfi@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lauren Nunn
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 7:28:59 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Lauren Nunn
703 Twyckenham Dr
Greensboro, NC 27408-8625
lenunn@ncsu.edu

V-12553 A-12643
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From: MARY CALLOWAY
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 7:31:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

MARY CALLOWAY

528 ROCK CLIFF COURT
WINSTON SALEM, NC 27104

V-12554 A-12644

mailto:MCALLOWAY123@ATT.NET
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Trish Losee
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 8:04:23 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Trish Losee
2030 Woodwater Dr
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526-5165
trish0522@twc.com

V-12555 A-12645
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From: Nathan Holder
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 8:05:11 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Nathan Holder
919 Shellbrook CT
Apt 8
Raleigh, NC 27609

V-12556 A-12646
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From: Richard Duffy
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 8:46:01 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Richard Duffy
5047 Wyngate Village Dr
Winston Salem, NC 27103

V-12557 A-12647
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From: Rand Phares
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:00:06 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Rand Phares
13126 Ashford Park Dr
Raleigh, NC 27613-4141
rsphares@yahoo.com

V-12558 A-12648
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From: Stembi M
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:02:09 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Stembi M
516 Townbranch Rd
Graham, NC 27253-3149
stembi2000@gmail.com

V-12559 A-12649
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From: Francisco Gutierrez
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:03:39 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Francisco Gutierrez
419 Hill St
Monroe, NC 28110-3151
dec6fy@gmail.com

V-12560 A-12650
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From: George Lloyd
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:04:33 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

George Lloyd

1007 Crabtree Ct
Knightdale, NC 27545

V-12561 A-12651

mailto:gvlloyd@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Keith Krueger
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:13:32 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Keith Krueger

2000 Olde Eastwood Village Blvd
C203
Asheville, NC 28803

8285752201

V-12562 A-12652
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From: Charles Stopford
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:23:35 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Charles Stopford
3321 New Sharon Church Road
Hillsborough, NC 27278
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From: William Chatfield
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:27:11 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

William Chatfield
100 D Charles St.
Greenville, NC 27858
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From: Patricia Kinsella
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:31:12 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Patricia Kinsella
710 Merrimon Ave
Asheville, NC 28804-2449
Pkins57@aol.com

V-12565 A-12655

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Charlie Gilman
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:32:20 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Charlie Gilman
2193 Vass Carthage Rd
Carthage, NC 28327-7261
gilmanac@hotmail.com

V-12566 A-12656

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: A Swihart
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:34:00 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. A Swihart
5 Hawk View Dr
Asheville, NC 28804-1971
bublzmaphoney@gmail.com
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From: Larry Dolamore
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:34:10 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Larry Dolamore

152 Harmony on the Ivy
Marshall, NC 28753

8286456607
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From: Gayle Stone
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:47:09 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Gayle Stone
1304 Turnhaven Drive
Holly Springs, NC 27540
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From: Melody Miracle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:57:46 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Melody Miracle

9933-F Oakbrook Drive
apt F
Charlotte, NC 28210

9802368888
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From: Christine Yablonski
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 10:02:12 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Christine Yablonski
266 Hillside St
Asheville, NC 28801-1357
christineyablonski@gmail.com
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From: Victoria Hess
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 10:04:02 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Victoria Hess
2632 Asher View Ct
Raleigh, NC 27606-4853
torihess92@gmail.com
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From: Edward Walls
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 10:04:09 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Edward Walls

342 Mill Street
Belhaven,           N. C
Belhaven, NC 27810
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From: Wynne Queen
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 10:10:29 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Wynne Queen

340 Davis Rd
Forest City, NC 28043
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From: Susan Roderick
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 10:28:03 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Roderick

265 Pearson Drive
Asheville, NC 28801
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From: Brenda Seagle
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 10:29:50 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Brenda Seagle
5915 Meadow Ln
Salisbury, NC 28147-8305
tarheel4ever@hotmail.com
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From: Alyson Schmidt
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 10:32:12 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Alyson Schmidt
309 E Morehead St Apt 811
Charlotte, NC 28202-2312
nos33@hotmail.com
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From: Care2 on behalf of Connee Fox
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 10:34:05 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Connee Fox
401 Colington Dr
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948-9568
conneefox@gmail.com
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From: Peggy Fry
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 10:51:36 AM

Peggy Fry from Wilmington, NC writes:

To: Joelle Burleson

      NC Division of Air Quality

My name is Peggy Fry and this is my written comment concerning the NC Department of Environmental Quality's
 primary plan for complying with new federal rules for controlling carbon emissions.

I am a NC native, born in Wilmington. I have also had the pleasure of living in WNC, including Asheville, Boone
 and Sylva. At other times during my 58 years, I have also resided in Raleigh, Greensboro, Durham and Spindale. So
 yes, you can say I have more than an average interest in the health and welfare of my state, including her mountains
 and mountain streams, her beautiful, natural coastline, the wide variety of birds and wildlife, the varied natural
 topography as you travel across the state, and of course, the wonderful and unique people that inhabit the
 communities small, medium and large of this home we call North Carolina.

I attended the public hearing conducted by the DEQ in Wilmington. I stayed through the entire hearing and not once
 did I hear any of those who spoke offer support for the current course you are pursuing. The citizens represented
 that night came from a wide variety of backgrounds, interests and professions. But they were all united in their
 comments: the plan you propose will not only stop in its tracks NC's leadership in the nation of devising a
 workable, economically feasible and environmentally more sustainable transition to alternative energy, it will
 actually put NC in a reverse tailspin, making this state's future much darker than much brighter.

But how can this be? When the clear and vast majority of citizens (including at the hearing  I attended  New
 Hanover County's official in charge of Economic Development for God's sake!) are telling your agency they want
 our state to not only drop the lawsuit against the EPA, but also voice strong support for NC to work with the EPA's
 Clean Power Plan as the wise and prudent thing to do, especially since our state has already made so much progress
 already on this front, why would our government officials turn a deaf ear to all of this?

That is the real issue, isn't it? The Governor, the NC General Assembly, the government agencies like this one that
 have been entrusted by the citizens of this state to listen to them and consider ALL of us when making these
 profoundly important decisions don't really care what we think, do they? To these elected and appointed officials,
 power, prestige and personal greed now always trump the democratic process. I really don't understand why these
 officials want to be in government when they profess such a hatred of it, both privately and publicly. But for what
 it's worth, I find this reprehensible: one shouldn't enter public service and then use the power and position you've
 been entrusted with for your own private gain and the gains of your powerful benefactors who want government to
 do what THEY want, not what is best for all citizens. This is not how democracy is supposed to work: when you are
 a government office holder, whether elected or appointed, you haven't been granted some "divine right" to wield
 power any way you see fit. NO! You are a PUBLIC SERVANT. You are SERVING, not RULING!! But anyone in
 government who doesn't understand or care about this is really beyond any moral, reasonable or ethical argument I
 can make.

Just please remember, NONE of us ultimately has any power. Because whether you make the wrong decision, which
 your current plan represents, or make the right decision, which would be to abandon your objections and work
 cooperatively with the EPA so North Carolinians can help lead this nation to a better, safer future, NATURE will
 have the last word, the last judgment. And her judgment, whether harsh or not, will not only affect the citizens you
 so brazenly and arrogantly dismiss, it will affect you, your children and your future generations as well.
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I ask you to listen to the citizens of this state and support the EPA's Clean Power Plan in its entirety. Please support
 this plan for cleaner air, more investment in renewable energy and giving a voice to ALL the stakeholders in this
 great state.

Respectfully,

Peggy Fry

P.S. Do we want our cities in the future to face the awful situation going on right now in Flint, Michigan?

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): real_folkie@yahoo.com

First Name: Peggy

Last Name: Fry

City: Wilmington
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28409
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From: Liz Adams
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:02:08 AM

To Whom it May concern,

Please accept my public comments on NC's Clean Power Plan.

The CPP for NC needs to reduce our reliance on costly, outdated, inefficient, dirty and toxic waste
 generating energy systems and spur smart local clean energy innovations. I drive an EV, own a
 HERS rated EE Home with solar panels and have reduced both our utility bills and CO2 emissions
 by 20% since 2003. I choose to work, shop and invest with companies that have a 100% RE and
 EE Strategies. Solar powered Electric buses, E-trains, E-homes, and E-vehicles and Smart Grids
 are technologies with unlimited potential to solve urban and rural problems. NC’s Clean Power Plan
 should invest heavily in renewable energy, energy efficiency, demand response and encourage
 utilities to increase the availability of electric vehicle charging stations for zero-emission vehicles as
 this will improve public health by reducing air pollution and greenhouse gas emissions. The CPP for
 NC needs to focus on empowering communities, businesses and individuals to transition to a
 clean, renewable, energy efficient economy, creating local green jobs. NC should be a Climate
 Leader in quickly reducing GHG emissions while also cutting costs and risks for NC citizens and
 businesses. Rate-payers should not be absorbing the high costs and risks of new nuclear or behind
 the fence-line efficiency improvements.

Additional resources and links:

CPP Draft Comments to NC DEQ from Elizabeth Adams 12/17/2015
NC CPP should include:

1. Renewable energy
a. Allow community solar in NC http://www.seia.org/policy/distributed-solar/shared-

renewablescommunity-solar
b. renew the State Renewable energy tax credit
c. allow third-party solar companies to install rooftop solar systems and sell the power produced to

 homeowners and businesses
d. Help businesses and communities invest in wind farms

 http://www.informationweek.com/cloud/infrastructure-as-a-service/amazon-bolsters-green-power-
investment-with-ohio-wind-farm/d/d-id/1323289 https://aws.amazon.com/about-aws/sustainability/

e. EIA small scale solar PV Capacity and Generation Reports:
 http://www.eia.gov/todayinenergy/detail.cfm?id=23972

f. DOE Wind Vision Report:
http://www.energy.gov/sites/prod/files/wv_executive_summary_overview_and_key_chapter_findings_final.pdf
http://www.energy.gov/sites/prod/files/wv_chapter4_the_wind_vision_roadmap.pdf

http://www.utilitydive.com/news/how-wind-can-become-americas-biggest-single-energy-source-by-mid-
century/375245/

2. Clean Development
a. Energy Efficient Buildings http://ncenergystar.org/

i. Energy Star Homes
ii. LEED standards
iii. Green MLS

b. Smart Lighting Systems, LED and the Internet of things
 http://www.eenews.net/energywire/2015/12/15/stories/1060029487

c. Light Rail and E-Bus powered by solar (solar trains and solar buses)
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http://ncenergystar.org/
http://www.eenews.net/energywire/2015/12/15/stories/1060029487


 http://www.mprnews.org/story/2015/12/15/solar-expands-light-rail
 http://www.greentechmedia.com/articles/read/railway-solar-may-be-a-sweet-spot-for-green-
transportation

d. Charging Infrastructure for EVs. http://energy.gov/eere/articles/driving-progress-through-ev-
everywhere-utility-partnership

http://newsroom.edison.com/stories/state-commission-ruling-allows-electric-utilities-to-invest-in-
electric-car-charging

e. Energy Storage http://cleantechnica.com/2015/10/16/energy-storage-issues-north-carolina-key-
barriers-identified/

5. Big Data, Energy Innovation and Grid Modernization
a. Open access to energy data - request that Duke Power join other industry leaders in the Green

 Button Initiative http://energy.gov/data/green-button
b. Allow cities, businesses, apartments and families to benchmark their buildings and electric vehicles to

 calculate pay-back on EE Retrofit investments
c. Automated Demand Response - a family of technologies that enable buildings to respond agilely to

 utility requests to temporarily reduce energy use at times of peak stress on the grid.
6. Scale up all of the above: http://regions20.org/images/ScalingUp.pdf
7. Renewable energy costs continue to go down. https://www.lazard.com/perspective/levelized-cost-of-

energy-analysis-90/ https://www.lazard.com/media/2390/lazards-levelized-cost-of-energy-analysis-90.pdf
NC CPP - NO Nuclear Power

1. Nuclear Dead-End http://www.thenation.com/article/nuclear-dead-end-its-economics-stupid/

COP21 Commitments
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2015/12/12/us-leadership-and-historic-paris-
agreement-combat-climate-change?platform=hootsuite

CPP reduces the Risk of Extreme Weather Events by lowering GHG emissions
An amount of warming that doesn’t seem so dramatic — say, from 1.5°C above pre-industrial temperatures
 to 2°C — will double the number of extreme events.”
http://wxshift.com/news/extreme-heat-heavy-rain-expected-to-double

CPP Rate or Mass based?, Go it alone, or participate in trading regions?
 http://www.betterenergy.org/sites/www.betterenergy.org/files/Rate%20v%20Mass%201-Pager_0.pdf
https://nicholasinstitute.duke.edu/sites/default/files/publications/ni_wp_15-02_full_pdf.pdf
http://www.publicpower.org/media/daily/ArticleDetail.cfm?ItemNumber=44685

Sincerely,
Elizabeth Adams
103 Larkspur Lane
Cary, NC 27513
(919) 678-1513

V-12582 A-12672

http://www.mprnews.org/story/2015/12/15/solar-expands-light-rail
http://www.greentechmedia.com/articles/read/railway-solar-may-be-a-sweet-spot-for-green-transportation
http://www.greentechmedia.com/articles/read/railway-solar-may-be-a-sweet-spot-for-green-transportation
http://energy.gov/eere/articles/driving-progress-through-ev-everywhere-utility-partnership
http://energy.gov/eere/articles/driving-progress-through-ev-everywhere-utility-partnership
http://newsroom.edison.com/stories/state-commission-ruling-allows-electric-utilities-to-invest-in-electric-car-charging
http://newsroom.edison.com/stories/state-commission-ruling-allows-electric-utilities-to-invest-in-electric-car-charging
http://cleantechnica.com/2015/10/16/energy-storage-issues-north-carolina-key-barriers-identified/
http://cleantechnica.com/2015/10/16/energy-storage-issues-north-carolina-key-barriers-identified/
http://energy.gov/data/green-button
http://regions20.org/images/ScalingUp.pdf
https://www.lazard.com/perspective/levelized-cost-of-energy-analysis-90/
https://www.lazard.com/perspective/levelized-cost-of-energy-analysis-90/
https://www.lazard.com/media/2390/lazards-levelized-cost-of-energy-analysis-90.pdf
http://www.thenation.com/article/nuclear-dead-end-its-economics-stupid/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2015/12/12/us-leadership-and-historic-paris-agreement-combat-climate-change?platform=hootsuite
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2015/12/12/us-leadership-and-historic-paris-agreement-combat-climate-change?platform=hootsuite
http://wxshift.com/news/extreme-heat-heavy-rain-expected-to-double
http://www.betterenergy.org/sites/www.betterenergy.org/files/Rate%20v%20Mass%201-Pager_0.pdf
https://nicholasinstitute.duke.edu/sites/default/files/publications/ni_wp_15-02_full_pdf.pdf
http://www.publicpower.org/media/daily/ArticleDetail.cfm?ItemNumber=44685


From: Brooke Ackert
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:02:26 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Brooke Ackert
5143 Old Hillsborough Rd
Durham, NC 27705-5909
ilove.alldogs@aol.com

V-12583 A-12673

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Carolyn Furney
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:04:41 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Carolyn Furney
10545 Nc Hwy 105 S
Banner Elk, NC 28604-6624
cfurney55@gmail.com

V-12584 A-12674

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Cristin Shaw
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:05:16 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Cristin Shaw
125 moutain forest dr
Lansing, NC 28694
cristin600@yahoo.com

V-12585 A-12675

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Tricia Tesh
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:10:02 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tricia Tesh

201 NC hwy 62 west
Randleman, NC 27317

3367067401

V-12586 A-12676

mailto:ryastorm@aol.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Ld Kranz
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:11:10 AM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Ld Kranz
pobox 13
Whittier, NC 28789

V-12587 A-12677

mailto:kranzla@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Vicki Phillips
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:31:08 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Vicki Phillips
1017 Rocky Meadows Ln
Concord, NC 28025-1601
enaid0409@gmail.com

V-12588 A-12678

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Monica Driscoll
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:41:26 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Monica Driscoll

67 Kimzey Circle, #522
Apt 522
Brevard, NC 28712

V-12589 A-12679

mailto:mdorg@yahoo.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Cindy Kienitz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:55:34 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cindy Kienitz

408 Columbia Ave
arolina Beach, NC 28428

910-520-9241

V-12590 A-12680

mailto:cpkienitz@earthlink.net
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Amy Johnson
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:58:07 AM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Amy Johnson

205 N. Gulf St
sanford, NC 27331

V-12591 A-12681

mailto:amyt5253@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: tonya brown
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:58:25 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. tonya brown
1220 Mears St
Wilmington, NC 28401-5926
tonyajayshawn86@yahoo.com

V-12592 A-12682

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Katelynn Manz
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:59:20 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Katelynn Manz
508 E Tremont Ave
Charlotte, NC 28203-5334
katie.manz@wsu.edu

V-12593 A-12683

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: penny padley
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:59:26 AM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. penny padley
285 Midland Dr
Asheville, NC 28804-1449
padley4pm@att.net

V-12594 A-12684

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sarah Ogletree
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:01:50 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Sarah Ogletree
100 Jackson Street
Sylva, NC 28779

V-12595 A-12685

mailto:Ogletreese@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of ursula spangenberg
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:05:44 PM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. ursula spangenberg
407 Nc Highway 97
Wendell, NC 27591-9495
ursula407@aol.com

V-12596 A-12686

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: desiree summerd
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:11:22 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

desiree summerd
63blessed wsy
sparta, NC 28623

V-12597 A-12687

mailto:wufchyld@yahoo.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Beth Whithaus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:13:59 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Beth Whithaus

1015 Woodside Park Ln
Durham, NC 27704

9192254600

V-12598 A-12688

mailto:beth.whithaus@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Sue McManus
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:28:58 PM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Sue McManus
5503 Turtle Cove Ct
Greensboro, NC 27410-9083
suemcmanus44@yahoo.com

V-12599 A-12689

mailto:info@care2.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Barry Anderson
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:31:58 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Barry Anderson
111 W Oregon Ave
Kill Devil Hills, NC 27948

V-12600 A-12690

mailto:barry@gcp.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Care2 on behalf of Mika Lovingood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:34:19 PM

Jan 15, 2016

Joelle Burleson
NC

Dear Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed
limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean Power Plan (CPP). As
childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the
effects and threat of climate change continue to increase, we should be
working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are
purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail with the federal
requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ''designed to
fail,' the Department of Environmental Quality is denying North
Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing
bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is best for our state.
Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North
Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and protect our clean
air.

Sincerely,

M. Mika Lovingood
115 Maple Ave
Thomasville, NC 27360-4239
Mika.lovingood@yahoo.com

V-12601 A-12691

mailto:petitionquestions@care2team.com
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From: Garnet Fisher
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:53:24 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Garnet Fisher

PO Box 615
Mountain Home, NC 28758

8286065619

V-12602 A-12692

mailto:nettiefisher@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Lanee Wright
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 1:14:32 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Lanee Wright
500 Cheryl Drive
Lumberton, NC 28358

V-12603 A-12693

mailto:diamond1441071@hotmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Katherine Nesbit
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 1:37:37 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Katherine Nesbit

4801 Atlantis Court #7
Wilmington, NC 28403

V-12604 A-12694

mailto:kate.nesbit1992@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: LISA TAYLOR
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 1:59:25 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

LISA TAYLOR

185 CARTER LOOP ST
ROCKWELL, NC 28138

V-12605 A-12695

mailto:LISAMARIEKOONTZ@GMAIL.COM
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Burnitt Bealle
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 2:36:18 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Burnitt Bealle
440 Marshall View Court
Winston-Salem, NC, NC 27101

V-12606 A-12696

mailto:bbealle@aol.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: janet wood
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111 (d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 2:39:16 PM

Please stop Titan from coming to Wilmington, NC.

Sincerely,
Janet Wood

V-12607 A-12697

mailto:planetj4@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Caara Stoney
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 3:30:00 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Caara Stoney
423 Upoer Shut In Road
Hot Springs, NC 28743

V-12608 A-12698

mailto:Fritzheimer@gmail.com
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: DEBRA WARD
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 4:25:30 PM

Dear Joelle Burleson,

I support the Environmental Protection Agency's recently proposed limits on carbon pollution, known as the Clean
 Power Plan (CPP). As childhood asthma rates continue to rise in North Carolina and the effects and threat of
 climate change continue to increase, we should be working towards reducing our carbon emissions.

I am very disappointed that you and your environmental agency are purposefully setting North Carolina up to fail
 with the federal requirements under the CPP. By championing a plan that is ‘'designed to fail,' the Department of
 Environmental Quality is denying North Carolina the opportunity to create a plan that works best for North
 Carolina, our community, our energy mix, and instead allowing bureaucrats in Washington to determine what is
 best for our state. Nothing about this makes sense.

Clean air is good for our families, our environment and for North Carolina's economy. Please do the right thing and
 protect our clean air.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

DEBRA WARD

1866 OLD FARMER RD
ASHEBORO, NC 27205

V-12609 A-12699

mailto:djw959@twc.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Laurie Mettam
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)"Clean" Power Plan
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 4:59:21 PM

Laurie Mettam from Chapel Hill, NC writes:

This plan will cost more money in the future and does not include investments in renewable energy or energy
 efficiency.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): lhmettam@gmail.com

First Name: Laurie

Last Name: Mettam

City: Chapel Hill
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27516

V-12610 A-12700

mailto:lhmettam@gmail.com
mailto:DAQ.publiccomments@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Bruce
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 7:05:09 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Angela Bruce
333Mallard Dr.
Columbus, NC 28722

V-12611 A-12701

mailto:Abruce2127@charter.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Angela Bruce
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 7:05:09 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,

Angela Bruce
333Mallard Dr.
Columbus, NC 28722

V-12612 A-12702

mailto:Abruce2127@charter.net
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Hannah Petersen
To: Burleson, Joelle
Subject: Re: 111(d) Draft Rule Comments
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 7:32:25 PM

I support a strong state Clean Power Plan. Unfortunately, the N.C. Department of Environmental Quality’s current
 proposed rules do not come close to achieving the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency goals, have failed to
 engage stakeholders as required, and fail to include clean energy resources in the proposal. Please accept the
 following comments on the draft clean power plan:

• Drafting a weak plan that the EPA is certain to reject increases the likelihood that North Carolina will have a
 federal plan implemented. That takes away an opportunity for North Carolina businesses and communities to
 provide input.

• The Clean Power Plan is an opportunity for every state to chart its clean energy future and rapidly expand
 renewable energy generation. North Carolina’s goal is to reduce carbon pollution by 12.5% (from 2012 levels) by
 2030 and the state is well-positioned to meet this target with increases in energy efficiency and renewable energy.

• North Carolina is well-positioned to meet the goals set forth in the Clean Power Plan if we build upon our solar
 and energy efficiency successes. Currently, there is no clean energy in the proposal written by the DEQ. Renewable
 energy and energy efficiency should be a core part of developing the state’s Clean Power Plan.

• The EPA offers a Clean Energy Incentive Program, which provides incentives to develop clean energy and energy
 efficient projects that benefit low income communities. North Carolina should prioritize participation in this EPA
 program, rather than ignoring it.

• DEQ should provide transparent and meaningful engagement for minority populations, low-income populations,
 tribes, and indigenous peoples during the drafting of the state’s plan, as required by the EPA.

Sincerely,
Hannah

Hannah Petersen
116 Estes Dr. Ext
Carrboro, NC 28607

V-12613 A-12703

mailto:hannahmp@live.unc.edu
mailto:joelle.burleson@ncdenr.gov


From: Stacey Curtis
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean power for nc
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 7:34:40 PM

Stacey Curtis from Siler city, NC writes:

Stop wasting taxpayer dollars on frivolous opposition to cost-effective, clean energy. You're destroying the planet,
 and you will be judged.

Stacey Curtis

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): staceycurtis@yahoo.com

First Name: Stacey

Last Name: Curtis

City: Siler city
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27344
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From: William Bush
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Clean Air
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 9:49:11 PM

William Bush from Ruffin, NC writes:

NC has no need to stall on clean air and renewable energy and conservation and efficiency and planning for lower
 energy demands.  NC needs to preserve its environment and Stop fracking and seismic testing.  Go for increased
 solar!!!  We are rid of Vos, and we need to be rid of McCrony.

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): billbush44@hotmail.com

First Name: William

Last Name: Bush

City: Ruffin
State: NC
ZIP Code: 27326

V-12615 A-12705
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From: Charlie Reece
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:37:16 PM

To Whom it May Concern,

My name is Charlie Reece, and I am a member of the Durham City Council. I am writing
 to urge the North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality to implement the Clean
 Power Plan here in North Carolina. The benefits to North Carolina’s environment, to our
 working families, to our power system and electricity costs – all these significant benefits far
 outweigh the costs. Moreover, North Carolina’s failure to implement the Clean Power Plan
 would put our state on a collision course with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency – a
 path which will lead to litigation that will cost taxpayers millions of dollars and which will do
 nothing to make our water or air cleaner, our communities less polluted, or our citizens
 healthier.

As an inducement to states to implement the Clean Power Plan, the federal EPA has
 provided states with considerable flexibility in developing plans that meet the plan’s
 carbon pollution targets while simultaneously taking into account each state’s own
 distinctive energy needs and economic conditions. Moreover, North Carolina could
 earn “extra credit” under the plan by making additional investments renewable
 energy as well as energy efficiency in low income neighborhoods. Those sorts of
 investments in energy efficiency could save thousands of Durham residents millions
 of dollars on their electric bills, dramatically improve Durham’s air quality due to
 reductions in fossil fuel emissions, make many of Durham’s homes healthier and
 more comfortable, and reduce the load on our power grid, especially in peak hours.
 For the people of Durham, North Carolina’s implementation of the Clean Power Plan
 would be a huge win and would represent a real increase in our quality of life.

Instead, North Carolina regulators have signaled that they will submit a plan that is
 not in compliance with the federal rule, that merely addresses emissions at coal-fired
 power plants (and inadequately at that), and that includes none of the investments in
 renewable energy and energy efficiency in low income communities that would help
 so many people in Durham and across our state.

I urge the North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality to implement the Clean
 Power Plan here in North Carolina. My constituents here in Durham – and families all across
 North Carolina – deserve to reap the benefits that compliance with the Clean Power Plan can
 provide. The alternative is more air unfit to breathe, more water unfit to drink, and more
 costly litigation between North Carolina and federal regulators. Durham deserves better, and
 so does North Carolina.

V-12616 A-12706
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Sincerely,

Charlie Reece

Member, Durham City Council

V-12617 A-12707



From: Marsha Earp
To: SVC_DENR.DAQ.publiccomments
Subject: 111(d)Protecting health /safety of NC
Date: Friday, January 15, 2016 11:38:09 PM

Marsha Earp from Vanceboro, NC writes:

It is imperative that  the people of NC have leaders that  work for clean water, clean air and clean energy. Please
 work to formulate a plan that incorporates renewable energy and energy efficient technologies  . Please formulate a
 plan to meet federal guidelines so you put the health and safety of the people first. Thank you, Marsha Earp

----------
Form Data:

Email 1 (Primary): marshaearp@gmail.com

First Name: Marsha

Last Name: Earp

City: Vanceboro
State: NC
ZIP Code: 28586

V-12618 A-12708
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ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT COMMISSION 

FISCAL AND REGULATORY ANALYSIS FOR PROPOSED ADOPTION STANDARDS 

OF PERFORMANCE FOR EXISTING ELECTRIC GENERATING UNITS UNDER 

CLEAN AIR ACT SECTION 111(D). 

 

Rule Adoption:   15A NCAC 02D Section .2700 (see proposed rule text in Appendix 1) 

  

Rule Topic: Standards of Performance for Existing Electric Generating Units under 

Clean Air Act Section 111(d). 

 

NCDEQ Division: Department of Environmental Quality, Division of Air Quality 

 

Agency Contact:  Joelle Burleson, Rule Development Branch Supervisor 

Division of Air Quality (DAQ) 

(919) 707-8720 

Joelle.Burleson@ncdenr.gov 

 

Analyst: Glenn Sappie, Economist 

 Division of Air Quality (DAQ) 

 (919) 707-8705 

 Glenn.Sappie@ncdenr.gov 

 

Impact Summary: State government: No 

 Local government: No 

 Substantial impact: Yes 

  

Statutory Authority: G.S. 143-215.3(a)(1); 143-215.107(a)(1), (3), (4), (5); 143-215.108; 

143B-282;. 

 

Necessity: To Implement requirements for Existing Sources under Section 111(d). 

 

I. Executive Summary 

 

On October 23, 2015 the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) finalized emission guidelines 

for states to follow in developing plans to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from existing 

fossil fuel-fired electric generating units (EGUs). Specifically, EPA is establishing Carbon 

dioxide (CO2) emission performance rates representing the best system of emission reduction 

(BSER) for two subcategories of existing fossil fuel-fired EGUs—fossil fuel-fired electric utility 

steam generating units and stationary combustion turbines. EPA included state-specific 

CO2 goals, reflecting the CO2 emission performance rates, and guidelines for the development, 

submittal and implementation of state plans that establish emission standards or other measures 

to implement the CO2 emission performance rates, which may be accomplished by meeting the 

state goals. The State of North Carolina, Department of Environmental Quality (NCDEQ), 

Division of Air Quality (DAQ) is proposing rules to reduce CO2 emissions from affected EGUs 

while maintaining consistent with Clean Air Act Section 111(d) and 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart B 

requirements. 
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15A NCAC 02D Section .2700, Standards of Performance for Existing Electric Generating Units 

under Clean Air Act Section 111(d), are proposed rules for adoption to comply with federal 

requirements that facilities limit their emissions of CO2. Table 1, Impact Summary of the State 

Plan by North Carolina, presents the estimated economic impacts to affected parties due to these 

rule adoption. The private sector impacts reflect the changes facilities may see as a result of the 

proposed rule from the baseline scenario. The proposed rules are expected to affect 10 coal-fired 

units at 5 facilities, out of 24 existing coal-fired units at 9 facilities and 32 existing natural gas 

combined cycle units at 8 facilities. Private sector sources are required to make changes due to 

these proposed rules, which are beyond the measures that have already occurred because of 

previous and ongoing efforts to reduce GHG emissions. 

 

No direct state government impacts occur to the State of North Carolina are estimated as the 

difference in annual costs between the projected baseline and the proposed rules. Similarly, DAQ 

expects no fiscal impacts for the three units of local government (Mecklenburg County Air 

Quality, Western NC Regional Air Quality Agency, and Forsyth County Office of 

Environmental Assistance and Protection) that operate air quality programs in North Carolina.  

 

Table 1, Impact Summary of the State Plan by North Carolina, shows details of the  

$5.89 million benefit (net present value, NPV) of the state plan. Beginning in 2019, the annual 

impacts grow from a net positive of $923,000 to a net positive of $471,000 by 2030. The 

estimated annual costs and benefits of these proposed rules meet the threshold of substantial 

economic impact, as defined in North Carolina’s Administrative Procedures Act, NC General 

Statute 150B-21.4 (i.e., an aggregate financial impact on all persons affected of at least one 

million dollars in a 12-month period).  

 

Table 1. Fiscal Impact Summary of the State Plan by North Carolina 

Year 

Local 

Government 

State 

Government 

Private Sector 

(Costs) 

Private Sector 

(Savings) 

Total Impact  

(+ Cost, - Savings)  

2016 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

2017 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

2018 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

2019 $0 $0 $6,394,000 -$7,317,000 -$923,000 

2020 $0 $0 $6,510,000 -$7,397,000 -$887,000 

2021 $0 $0 $6,626,000 -$7,479,000 -$853,000 

2022 $0 $0 $6,746,000 -$7,561,000 -$815,000 

2023 $0 $0 $6,868,000 -$7,644,000 -$776,000 

2024 $0 $0 $6,992,000 -$7,728,000 -$736,000 

2025 $0 $0 $7,117,000 -$7,813,000 -$696,000 

2026 $0 $0 $7,245,000 -$7,899,000 -$654,000 

2027 $0 $0 $7,375,000 -$7,986,000 -$611,000 

2028 $0 $0 $7,509,000 -$8,074,000 -$565,000 

2029 $0 $0 $7,643,000 -$8,163,000 -$520,000 

2030 $0 $0 $7,781,000 -$8,252,000 -$471,000 

NPV* $0 $0 $55,337,000 -$61,225,000 -$5,888,000 

* NPV – Net Present Value – is as of July 1, 2015, and uses the statutorily mandated 7% discount rate. 
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II. Background 

 

1. Introduction  

  

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) finalized Carbon Pollution Emission 

Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units1 on October 23, 

2015, and codified them in 40 CFR Subpart UUUU.   

 

The affected electric utility steam generating units (EGUs) under these emission guidelines are 

steam generating units, integrated gasification combined cycle units (IGCC), and stationary 

combined cycle or combined heat and power (CHP) combustion turbines that commenced 

construction on or before January 8, 2014.  

 

The emission guidelines include uniform, nationwide emission standards, which are 

performance-based rates for emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) expressed as CO2 (lbs. 

CO2/net MWh), as follows: 

 

Table 2. Uniform Emission Performance Rates (lbs. CO2/ net MWh) 

 Interim, average of 2022-29 Final, starting 2030 

Fossil fuel-fired steam generating units 

or IGCC 
1,534 1,305 

Natural gas-fired stationary combined 

cycle combustion turbines (including 

CHP combustion turbines) 

832 771 

 

 

In lieu of the above uniform rates, each EGU can comply with state-specific goal (lbs. CO2/net 

MWh). The other option is that all affected units in the state, in aggregate, comply with the mass-

based state goal (short tons/yrs.).  

 

Table 3. North Carolina Specific Goals 

 
Interim, average of 2022-29 

Final, starting 

2030 

NC Aggregate Rate Goal (lbs. CO2/ net 

MWh) 
1,311 1,136 

NC Aggregate Mass Goal (tons/year) 56,986,025 51,266,234 

 

 

The above standards (whether uniform nationwide rates or state-specific goals) are based upon 

the determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction (BSER) consisting of following three 

building blocks:   

                                                 
1 US EPA. Emission Guidelines for Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Compliance Times for Electric Utility 

Generating Units. August 3, 2015. http://www2.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-08/documents/cpp-final-rule.pdf 
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o Building Block 1 (BB1) - reducing the carbon intensity of electricity generation by 

improving the heat rate of existing coal-fired power plants; 

 

o Building Block 2 (BB2) - substituting increased electricity generation from lower-emitting 

existing natural gas plants for reduced generation from higher-emitting coal-fired power 

plants; and 

 

o Building Block 3 (BB3) - substituting increased electricity generation from new zero-

emitting renewable energy sources (like wind and solar) for reduced generation from existing 

coal-fired and natural gas-fired power plants. 

 

The emission guidelines require that each state submit its plan complying with all applicable 

requirements by September 6, 2016. One of the requirements consists of development of an 

emission standard (“standard of performance”) and establishment of compliance time for each 

EGU. 

 

The Clean Air Act (CAA) Section 111(a)(1) defines “standard of performance” as: “a standard 

for emissions of air pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable 

through the application of the best system of emission reduction which (taking into account the 

cost of achieving such reduction and any nonair quality health and environmental impact and 

energy requirements) the Administrator determines has been adequately demonstrated”.  

 

2. History of Development of Emission Guidelines under CAA 

 

Over the last 40 years, under Section 111(d), the EPA has regulated four pollutants from five 

source categories, by promulgating associated emission guidelines. These source categories are 

phosphate fertilizer plants (fluorides), sulfuric acid plants (acid mist), Kraft pulp plants (total 

reduced sulfur (TRS)), primary aluminum plants (fluorides), and municipal solid waste landfills 

(landfill gas emissions as non-methane organic compounds (NMOCs)).2  The following general 

principles and/or rationales were used by EPA in establishing BSER for these emission 

guidelines: 

 

 The degree of emission reduction achievable through the application of various demonstrated 

control technologies; 

 

 The technical feasibility of applying various demonstrated technologies to existing sources 

considering variability in sizes and designs; 

 

                                                 
2 See Footnote 18 at 79 FR 41776, July 17, 2014, including ‘‘Phosphate Fertilizer Plants; Final Guideline Document 

Availability,’’ 42 FR 12022 (March 1, 1977); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources; Emission 

Guideline for Sulfuric Acid Mist,’’ 42 FR 55796 (October 18, 1977); ‘‘Kraft Pulp Mills, Notice of Availability of 

Final Guideline Document,’’ 44 FR 29828 (May 22, 1979); ‘‘Primary Aluminum Plants; Availability of Final 

Guideline Document,’’ 45 FR 26294 (April 17, 1980); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources and 

Guidelines for Control of Existing Sources: Municipal Solid Waste Landfills, Final Rule,’’ 61 FR 9905 (March 12, 

1996).  
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 The impact of various demonstrated technologies on national energy consumption, water 

pollution, waste disposal, and ambient air concentrations of a designated pollutant; and  

 

 The cost of adopting the emission guidelines, after considering control costs for various 

demonstrated technologies and taking into account the level of any existing controls. 

 

Each of these emission guidelines indicate that the cost of applying various control technologies 

can have a considerable impact in selection of a BSER for any designated pollutant for existing 

facilities. They also indicate that the age, size, type, class, and process design of the facility, 

influence not only the BSER selection process, but can also support a decision-making for 

whether different emission guidelines are to be established for differing sizes, types, or classes of 

equipment. 

 

The emission guidelines for the above referenced source categories have been established for 

principal points of emissions (point and fugitive emissions sources) located within the facility 

and, not for any emissions sources located outside of the facility. Finally, in these emission 

guidelines, with respect to determining the emission guideline, EPA has consistently recognized 

that not only the control technology needs to be demonstrated on existing sources, but the degree 

of emission reduction (performance level) needs to be readily achievable by the control 

technology. 

 

3. The Division of Air Quality (DAQ)’s Approach for Determination of BSER  

 

The DAQ considered the above general principles in determining BSER for CO2 emissions 

reduction from each EGU. But, importantly, DAQ determined BSER for each EGU based upon 

BB1-type measures only (i.e., measures which can be accomplished within the fence-line of the 

facility), conforming to the Section 111(d) of the CAA and the requirements of 40 CFR 60 

“Adoption and Submittal of State Plans for Designated Facilities”. Thus, DAQ’s approach 

comprises of improving the operational efficiency of the EGUs in order to reduce CO2 emissions 

from the 2012 baseline levels. 

 

The DAQ specifically based its BSER evaluation upon the following: 

 

 type of EGU, 

 remaining useful life of the EGU, 

 unit’s baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, annual capacity factor, and CO2 

emissions),  

 unit’s projected future capacity factor,  

 feasibility of applying specific heat rate improvement (HRI) measure on a given unit,  

 whether the measure is “adequately demonstrated”,3  

 degree of heat rate reduction potential for feasible HRI measures,  

 site-specific limitations,  

                                                 
3 See page 296 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary 

Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units Clean Power Plan, August 3, 2015.  
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 associated costs (capital, fixed and variable operational and maintenance (O&M), and 

fuel and reagent savings), and 

 cost per ton of CO2 reduction. 

 

The evaluation is also based on literature review4 of technical feasibility for various HRI 

measures, degree of heat rate reduction potential, and costs data (capital, and fixed and variable 

O&M).  

 

It needs to be emphasized here that DAQ’s determination for each EGU is not based upon some 

pre-determined HRI target, such as EPA’s selection of a 4.3 percent HRI potential for EGUs in 

the Eastern interconnection,5 as discussed in the emission guidelines.    

 

The DAQ’s approach includes those adequately demonstrated, cost-effective measures that 

assure that the electricity is generated with lower CO2 emissions, thus improving public health 

and welfare. The selected HRI measures would be expected to produce non-air environmental 

co-benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, 

reductions in emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury. However, it 

should be noted that as the EGU becomes more cost-competitive due to HRIs, it may be utilized 

more frequently and/or at higher loads. If the EGU is utilized more often, some increases in 

emissions of GHG (as CO2) and non-GHG pollutants (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury) are 

possible, and those could partially offset the emissions reductions achieved through the HRI of 

the EGU. 

 

EPA has determined a cost estimate of $23 per ton6 reasonable for CO2 emissions reduction from 

EGUs under BB1 implementing HRI measures. EPA has further determined that this cost is 

reasonable because it achieves “an appropriate balance between cost and amount of reductions.”7  

According to the EPA, a cost of $23 per ton of CO2 associated with building block one falls 

within the range of EPA’s social cost of carbon estimates at a 5% discount rate. 8 The EPA uses 

the social cost of carbon as a broad range of estimated monetary value of impacts associated with 

marginal changes in CO2 emissions in a given year. The DAQ used the cost effectiveness 

                                                 
4 “Coal-fired Power Plant Heat Rate Reductions”, Final Report, Sargent & Lundy, Chicago, IL, January 22, 2009. 

“Analysis of Heat Rate Improvement Potential at Coal-Fired Power Plants”, US Energy Information Administration, 

Washington, DC, May 2015. 

S. Corellis, “Range and Applicability of Heat Rate Improvements”, Technical Update, Electric Power Research 

Institute, Palo Alto, CA, April 2014.  
5 Applies to coal-fired EGUs only. 
6 See page 446 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary 

Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units Clean Power Plan, August 3, 2015.  

Based on nation-wide coal fleet capacity of 213 GW, heat rate improvement capital cost of $100/KW, capital charge 

rate of 14.3%, fleet-wide baseline net heat rate of 10,250 Btu/KWh, heat rate improvement of 4% for coal-fired EGUs, 

annual capacity factor of 78%, and future (2030) average coal delivered cost of $2.70 per million Btu. See page 2-65, 

Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures, Technical Support Document (TSD) for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for 

Existing Power Plants”, August 3, 2015.  
7 See page 457 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
8 US EPA. Climate Change. The Social Cost of Carbon. 

http://www3.epa.gov/climatechange/EPAactivities/economics/scc.html.  
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threshold of $23 per ton to determine reasonableness of cost for each of the technically feasible 

measure in determining BSER for a particular EGU. 

 

4. BSER Evaluation 

 

The information DAQ used in determining BSER included:  

 Baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, generation-based annual capacity factor, and 

CO2 emissions) for 2012,  

 Projected heat input for 2019,  

 Cost data (capital cost and annual O&M),9 and  

 Project life, degradation factor, and HRI potential for each measure considered for 

implementation at a EGU. 

In the final Clean Power Plan rule (40 CFR 60 Subpart UUUU) for existing EGUs, EPA 

“considered heat rate improvement opportunities at oil- and gas-fired steam EGUs and NGCC 

units and found that the available emission reductions would likely be more expensive or too 

small to merit consideration as a material component of the BSER.” Based on the EPA 

determinations and considering the nature of operations, DAQ believes that efficient NGCC 

technology combined with the use of clean fuels (natural gas and distillate fuel) is BSER. 

Therefore, the proposed rule does not require NGCC units to implement additional BSER 

measures. 

 

DAQ then considered the following measures for possible implementation on all EGUs of NC-

based coal-fired fleet: 

o Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency) [CLR], 

o Sliding Pressure Operation [SPO], 

o Lower FGD Efficiency (as SO2 permit limits allow) [FGD], 

o Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB], 

o Air Heater Leakage Reduction [ALR], 

o Combustion Optimization - CCM / Excess Air / Neural Network [CO], 

o Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC], 

o Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive [IBD], 

o Air Heater Exit Gas Temperature Reduction [AHE], 

o Flue Gas Desulfurization (FGD) Auxiliary Load Reduction through 

Variable Frequency Drives [FGD], 

o Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven Variable Frequency Drive [BFP], 

o Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR], 

o Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive [FDF], 

o Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, and Rebuilds [CRR], 

o Electrostatic Precipitator (ESP) (Power management, T/R set upgrades) 

[ESP], 

o Turbine Upgrades (HI, IP, LP) [TUR], and 

o Helper Cooling Tower [HCT] . 

 

  

                                                 
9 High level estimate in the range of -20% to +75% in 2015 dollars. 
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In evaluating the different measures, DAQ also considered a number of factors that impact the 

feasibility and efficacy of heat rate improvement measures: 

 

 In general, HRIs decrease over time because the equipment associated with each measure 

degrades over time due to normal wear and tear;  

 

 Some of the efficiency projects cannot be performed, or the full HRI benefits may not be 

realized, due to unique configuration or physical limitation of a given EGU;  

 

 Operation of any EGU at less than the full load, or if cycled between full and partial load, can 

adversely impact an EGU’s heat rate. Reduced utilization of the coal-fired fleet in North 

Carolina has been seen in recent history in response to lower natural gas prices, resulting in 

some coal-fired units, once operated as base-load units (i.e. high capacity units), now 

operating as intermediate duty cycling units; and 

 

 Any post combustion environmental controls (activated carbon for mercury control, dry 

bottom and fly ash conversion for coal ash disposal, selective catalytic reduction for NOx 

control, and Zero Liquid Discharge (ZLD) for wastewater treatment) also adversely impact 

the heat rate of the EGU.  

With respect to evaluation, the DAQ has utilized or considered the following data, upon 

verifying or through calculations, for estimating heat rate reduction (Btu/kWh), CO2 emission 

reduction (short tons/year), and cost per unit reduction of CO2 ($ per ton) for each measure: 

 

 Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions,  

 Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate,  

 Baseline (2012) Net Generation,  

 Baseline (2012) Heat Inputs,  

 Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor - (heat input basis),  

 Future (2019) Projected Annual Capacity Factor – (heat input basis), 

 Future (2019) Projected Coal Delivered Cost, and   

 Remaining Useful Life of the Unit. 

 

DAQ used the average actual coal delivered prices for 2014 from Duke Energy Carolinas of $3.84 

per million of Btu10 and Duke Energy Progress of $3.57 per million Btu,11 and estimated the coal 

delivery price for 2019 based on forecasted delivery prices from the US Energy Information 

Administration (EIA) to be $3.92 per million Btu (see Appendix 2 for the calculations).12   

 

                                                 
10 Duke Energy Carolinas, actual, average cost of fuel burned for 12 months ending December 2014 (See NCUC 

Docket No. E-7, Sub 1047, Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC Monthly Fuel Report, February 11, 2015). 
11  Duke Energy Progress, actual, average cost of coal burned for 12 months ending January 2015 (See NCUC Docket 

No. E-2, Sub 1064, Duke Energy Progress, INC. Monthly Fuel Report, March 12, 2015). 
12 Forecast delivery prices were based on the US Energy Information Administration’s Annual Energy Outlook 2015, 

available at: http://www.eia.gov/forecasts/aeo/pdf/0383(2015).pdf . 
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As mentioned above, DAQ eliminated some candidate measures from consideration for 

particular facilities due to technical infeasibility. The agency also removed from consideration 

measures that would result in collateral increases of emissions of other pollutants. DAQ did not 

consider as a candidate BSER measure for a facility any measures implemented at that facility 

prior to the 2015 start of DAQ evaluation of BSER. 

 

On a unit-by-unit basis, DAQ evaluated the remaining measures (all except, technically 

infeasible measures, measures implemented prior to 2012, measures implemented between 2012 

and July 31, 2015, and measures which increase collateral emissions) using the methodology 

described below. 

 

First, using the project life (yr) for a given measure, DAQ transformed capital investment ($) 

into an indirect annual (capital) cost ($ per yr) by simply dividing capital investment by the 

project life. Then, it added it to the direct annual (fixed O&M) cost to determine the total annual 

cost.  

 

Next, using the coal delivered price, baseline year (2012) generation and capacity factor, future 

capacity factor, and average HRI percent (calculated assuming the HRI for a given measure 

degrades linearly over the project life based on degradation factor); coal fuel savings were 

estimated for 2019. DAQ deducted fuel savings due to heat rate improvements from the total 

annual cost to determine net annual cost for implementation of a measure. 

 

Then, using baseline CO2 emissions, baseline and future capacity factors, and average 

improvement of heat rate for EGU (again, assuming a decrease in HRI linearly over the 

measure’s life based on degradation factor) from baseline net heat rate, DAQ estimated the 

reduction in CO2 emissions associated with a given measure.  

 

Finally, the agency estimated the cost per unit reduction in CO2 by taking net annual cost and 

dividing it by CO2 emissions, both determined as above. 

 

Average HRI percent (calculated using degradation factor across the project life) and not the 

maximum HRI percent, was applied to determine fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions for 

a given measure.  

 

Some of the units are projected to operate at a very low annual capacity factors.  Thus, for those 

units many of the measures included for HRIs are expected to present significant costs, 

exceeding the reasonable cost threshold.  If any of those EGUs were to operate at a higher annual 

capacity factor, then the cost per unit reduction of CO2 would be reduced.  

 

In summary, DAQ concluded that the estimated costs in $ per ton for some of the measures is 

unreasonable using the cost threshold of $23 per ton CO2. Thus, DAQ determined that none of 

those measures are BSER. The other measures with an estimated cost for a particular EGU under 

the threshold were included as a required BSER for that particular EGU in the proposed rule 

adoptions.  
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III. Proposed Rules  

 

NCDEQ is proposing to adopt rules in 15A NCAC 02D Section .2700, Standards of Performance 

for Existing Electric Generating Units under Clean Air Act Section 111(d), to satisfy similar 

federal requirement of the regulation of GHG emissions. Section 111(d) requires EPA to identify 

the “best system of emission reduction” (BSER) that is adequately demonstrated and available to 

limit pollution and to set guidelines for states to reflect BSER. Based on its evaluation of BSER 

for existing EGUs, the EPA proposed regulation provides state specific goals for reducing carbon 

dioxide (CO2) emissions for the power sector. States are then required to develop a plan 

including necessary rules to meet those goals.  

 

The proposed rules are in Section .2700 – Standards of Performance for Existing Electric 

Generating Units under Clean Air Act Section 111(d) – as follows: 

 

 15A NCAC 02D .2701, Purpose and Applicability, is proposed for adoption to implement the 

Clean Air Act (CAA) Section 111(d) guidelines for existing EGUs under 40 CFR 60 Subpart 

UUUU Emission Guidelines for Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Compliance Times for 

Electric Utility Generating Units (EGU). This rule specifies which fossil fuel-fired steam 

EGUs are subject to regulation under the Clean Air Act Section 111(d); 

 

 15A NCAC 02D .2702, Definitions, is proposed for adoption to define terms that are used; 

 

 15A NCAC 02D .2703, Standards of Performance Requirements for Carbon Dioxide, is 

proposed for adoption to identify the BSER measures for carbon dioxide emissions at 

affected EGUs located in North Carolina. This rule also contains a compliance schedule for 

implementing the identified BSER measures; 

 

 15A NCAC 02D .2704, Permitting, is proposed for adoption to define the permit 

requirements for affected EGUs; and 

 

 15A NCAC 02D .2705, Monitoring, Recordkeeping and Reporting, is proposed for adoption 

to specify the monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting requirements for each BSER measure 

implemented under 15A NCAC 02D .2703. 

The following measures describe the Best System of Emission Reduction: 

 

 Air heater leakage reduction (ALR). By preheating combustion air with heat transfer from 

exiting flue gas, less coal is required to produce the same amount of steam. Air in-leakage 

occurs and, as a result, reduce the pre-combustion air temperature and increases the exiting 

flue gas, requiring greater coal consumption. An AHR measure consists of replacing the 

original seals with newer high performance seals;   

 

 Combustion optimization with neural network system (CO). The complexity of monitoring, 

control and optimization of a coal-fired power plant over its normal operating conditions is 

best achieved by a digital control system. Advancements have produced computer models, 

known as neural networks that simulate the power plant at various conditions, with the 
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predicted performance results correlated to several real time process measurements. A CO 

system is designed to receive combustion-related and boiler performance data inputs, which 

are then processed to evaluate real-time performance to maximize boiler efficiency and 

minimize air pollutant emissions;  

 

 Controllable loss reduction (CLR). There are many activities related to operations and 

maintenance known as best practices, which offer significant opportunity for heat rate 

improvement. Such activities involve a comprehensive effort collecting information unable 

to be readily collected through computerization. CLR consists of collecting and reporting 

information on the ongoing performance of all equipment in a power plant;  

 

 Forced draft fan variable frequency drive (FDF). Replacing a fixed speed electric motor and 

a flow control damper for a forced draft fan with a variable frequency drive reduces the 

auxiliary power requirement by reducing the drive’s speed when maximum gas flowrate is 

not required during part load conditions. A forced draft fan FVF controls gas flowrate 

electrically and consists of a static controllable rectifier to control electrical frequency and 

voltage and, thereby, the fan speed and gas flowrate; and 

 

 Intelligent sootblowing (ISB). Sootblowers remove built-up ash by injecting high pressure 

steam or air onto heat transfer surfaces to restore performance. Intelligent sootblowers (ISB) 

monitor furnace exhaust gas temperatures and steam temperatures and activate when boiler 

operation indicates the need to remove ash rather than activating sootblowing at presumed 

time intervals. 

 

IV. Changes from the Regulatory Baseline 

  

Beyond the accomplishments of the Clean Smokestacks Act, there are no current requirements in 

North Carolina that form the basis of the regulatory baseline. Significant accomplishments have 

occurred due to those ongoing efforts related to the Clean Smokestacks Act, which are 

documented in annual reports filed with NCDEQ.13 As proposed, 15A NCAC 02D Section .2700 

establishes work practice standards for EGU in North Carolina using a case-by-case approach 

that considers the cost effectiveness of any required measure as well as the remaining useful life 

of the EGU.  

 

One possible prediction of the future without the proposed rules, referred to as the regulatory 

baseline, includes requirements under the EPA’s regulation known as the Clean Power Plan 

(CPP). That plan relies on three building blocks that include measures that reach beyond the 

fence line of the electrical generating units that are regulated under the Clean Air Act. A portion 

of that proposal, known as Building Block 1, calls for heat rate improvements at existing power 

plants. However, the EPA’s proposed approach is facing legal challenges and it is possible that it 

may not survive in the courts. Therefore, for the purposes of this fiscal and regulatory analysis, 

DAQ measured changes from the baseline against a future condition without any federal plan. 

Taking this approach accounts directly for the impacts of the proposed state plan.  

 

                                                 
13 NCDEQ. Division of Air Quality. Clean Air Legislation. http://daq.state.nc.us/news/leg/ 
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V. Estimating the Fiscal and Regulatory Analysis Impacts to Affected Sources 

 

Any facility that is required to reduce GHG emissions may incur capital costs expressed as an 

annualized expenditure, as well as annual operation and maintenance costs and monitoring, 

reporting, and recordkeeping costs. Most of these expenses will be to obtain heat rate 

improvements (HRI) because these are cost effective methods to comply with these regulations.  

 

State and Local Government Impacts 

 

Neither the State’s Division of Air Quality nor any of the three local air quality programs would 

experience any changes in costs or revenues due to these GHG reductions at facilities because 

Title V fees (large permitted sources) are not assessed for CO2 emissions.  

DAQ’s review of the evaluations of heat rate improvements would occur as part of the regular 

permitting process, and given that the Division has already run the analysis on the BSERs as part 

of this rulemaking, the agency estimates that any impact on DAQ permitting staff time would be 

minimal. DAQ also does not expect that the time to inspect the affected EGUs would be affected 

in any significant way. Therefore, the DAQ does not expect additional impacts from the 

proposed rules.  

The proposed rules do not affect any EGU that falls under the jurisdiction of any of the three 

local air quality program; thus, the agency expects there to be no impact on any local 

government unit as a result of the proposed rules. 

Private Sector Impacts 

Table 4 presents the cost estimate for collecting and reporting the records required to satisfy the 

annual reporting requirements in 15A NCAC 02D .2705.  The estimates are based on DAQ plans 

to design requirements for piggybacking any state monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting 

requirements onto those already established and practiced by the facilities to meet the 

requirements of the federal energy (U.S. Department of Energy) and environmental agency 

(EPA).  The estimates are also based on the facts that all the data monitoring is achieved: 

 by state-of-the-art computer technology with automated data processing at all the 

facilities,  

 with an economy-of-scale in that the regulatory requirements are essentially similar at the 

coal-fired and natural gas-fired EGUs for reporting heat inputs, electrical generation, heat 

rates, and carbon dioxide emissions,  

 under existing federal requirements to monitor, collect and report the data for heat input, 

electrical generation, and carbon dioxide emissions, and  

 under the existing practice to report heat rate data, given that heat rate is the metric most 

often used in the electric power generation industry to track and report the performance 

of fossil fuel-fired power plants. 

  

There are nine coal-fired EGU facilities and eight natural gas-fired EGU facilities in North 

Carolina covered under the 111(d) rule. The agency is using conservative estimates as the basis 

for the overall effort to collect and report the same data that the facilities have already been 

reporting to federal agencies for years.  DAQ expects that staff at each facility would spend no 
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more than an additional 50 hours a year at a labor cost of $100/hour to report the same data to 

DAQ as they have been reporting to federal agencies. The basis for these assumptions is 

information the agency collected on hourly cost estimates for similar engineering services 

provided by private contractors, which the Division has used in previous fiscal and regulatory 

impact analyses from 2015.  Table 4 shows that the total cost estimate for such reporting is 

approximately $85,000 annually.   

 

Table 4. Private Sector Cost Estimate for Monitoring, Recordkeeping and Reporting 

Requirements under 15A NCAC 02D .2705  

Estimates for Form A4 Submittals Facilities 
Labor hours 

per facility 

Labor cost, 

$/hr 
Cost, $ 

Coal fired EGU facilities 9 50 100  45,000 

NGCC EGU facilities  8 50 100 40,000 

Total for all EGU facilities   85,000 

 

 

Table 5, Total Annual Cost of the Proposed Rules, presents the calculated expected impacts on 

the affected EGUs due to the proposed rules. Using the methodology described in section II.4., 

DAQ estimated the annualized total capital expenditure at $51.82 million for all affected EGUs 

in 2019 and the annual fixed and variable operation and maintenance costs at $3.01 million in 

2019. The regulated community provided information in 2015 dollars regarding the likely capital 

and operation and maintenance costs they would incur from implementing a certain BSER 

measure. The DAQ supporting documentation for this rulemaking, available on the agency’s 

website, contains information, data, and calculations of the costs EGUs would incur for different 

BSER measures.14  For the purposes of this analysis, DAQ assumes that these costs incorporate 

any staff time costs (opportunity costs) and interest costs related to loans necessary to invest in a 

required measure. To the extent that the regulated community may have additional costs than 

those reported, the estimated annual costs below may be higher. Table 5 also included the 

monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting costs, on an annual basis, as discussed above.  

The analysis assumes that the annualized capital expenditures, annual operation and maintenance 

costs, and the compliance costs related to monitoring, reporting, and recordkeeping would grow 

at a rate of 1.8 percent annually from 2019 through 2030 (based on the forecast for the GDP 

chain-type price index EIA used in the Annual Energy Outlook 2015).15 

  

                                                 
14 Supporting Basis for Determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction for Carbon Dioxide (CO2) Emissions 

from Existing Electric Utility Generating Units 

http://daq.state.nc.us/Calendar/Planning/November2015AQC/Agenda_3.2.pdf  
15 US Energy Information Administration. Annual Energy Outlook 2015. Table A20. 

http://www.eia.gov/forecasts/aeo/pdf/0383(2015).pdf  
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Table 5. Total Annual Cost of the Proposed Rules 

Year 

Total Capital 

Recovery Costs, 

Annual Basis 

Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance 

Cost, Monitoring, Recordkeeping and 

Reporting, Annual Basis 

Total Costs, 

Annual Basis 

2016 $0 $0 $0 

2017 $0 $0 $0 

2018 $0 $0 $0 

2019 $3,302,000 $3,092,000 $6,394,000 

2020 $3,362,000 $3,148,000 $6,510,000 

2021 $3,422,000 $3,204,000 $6,626,000 

2022 $3,484,000 $3,262,000 $6,746,000 

2023 $3,547,000 $3,321,000 $6,868,000 

2024 $3,611,000 $3,381,000 $6,992,000 

2025 $3,676,000 $3,441,000 $7,117,000 

2026 $3,742,000 $3,503,000 $7,245,000 

2027 $3,809,000 $3,566,000 $7,375,000 

2028 $3,878,000 $3,631,000 $7,509,000 

2029 $3,947,000 $3,696,000 $7,643,000 

2030 $4,018,000 $3,763,000 $7,781,000 

 

 

As mentioned in section II, these rules would create fuel cost savings due to reduced fuel usage. 

The estimated benefits assumed that the price of fuel grows at 1.1 percent annually from $3.92 

per MMBtu in 2019 to $4.42 in 2030 at the end of the period of analysis related to these cost 

savings. The Division based the annual growth assumption on the EIA’s Annual Energy Outlook 

2015 data. These rules also create environmental benefits resulting from increased energy 

efficiency as measured by heat rate improvements. Table 6 presents the result of the state plan 

for North Carolina, based on 2015 projected prices, and values. 

 

Table 6. Environmental Benefits of the State Plan by North Carolina  

Fuel Savings, Annual Basis 

(Beginning in 2019) 

Total CO2 Emissions 

Reductions  (tons/year) 

-$7,317,000  191,826 

 

Table 7, Estimated Fiscal Impact Summary of the State Plan by North Carolina, presents a 

summary of the fiscal impacts of the proposed rules, known as the State Plan by North Carolina. 

It includes the private sector costs and included the cost-savings due to reductions in fuel usage 

that are a result of heat rate improvements. The value of the net fiscal impacts is  

-$5,888,000. 
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Table 7. Estimated Fiscal Impact Summary of the State Plan by North Carolina 

Year 

Local 

Government 

State 

Government 

Private Sector 

(Costs) 

Private Sector 

(Savings) 

Total Impact  

(+ for Net Cost, 

- for Net Savings) 

2016 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

2017 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

2018 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

2019 $0 $0 $6,394,000 -$7,317,000 -$923,000 

2020 $0 $0 $6,510,000 -$7,397,000 -$887,000 

2021 $0 $0 $6,626,000 -$7,479,000 -$853,000 

2022 $0 $0 $6,746,000 -$7,561,000 -$815,000 

2023 $0 $0 $6,868,000 -$7,644,000 -$776,000 

2024 $0 $0 $6,992,000 -$7,728,000 -$736,000 

2025 $0 $0 $7,117,000 -$7,813,000 -$696,000 

2026 $0 $0 $7,245,000 -$7,899,000 -$654,000 

2027 $0 $0 $7,375,000 -$7,986,000 -$611,000 

2028 $0 $0 $7,509,000 -$8,074,000 -$565,000 

2029 $0 $0 $7,643,000 -$8,163,000 -$520,000 

2030 $0 $0 $7,781,000 -$8,252,000 -$471,000 

NPV $0 $0 $55,337,000 -$61,225,000 -$5,888,000 

 

VI. Consideration of Alternatives, uncertainty and sensitivity in the economic analysis 

 

The agency considered the following options while drafting the rules but found them less 

desirable: 

 

1. Maintaining status quo. This option would not have met the agency’s obligations under 

the Clean Air Act Section 111(d). Additionally, the proposed option results in net 

benefits and reduced CO2 emissions in comparison to the status quo (baseline scenario). 

 

2. Requiring the affected units to implement the BSER measures prescribed in the rule 

without the option of developing alternatives. The rules as proposed allow sources to 

develop alternatives to the BSER that provides equal or better control of CO2 emissions 

for any unit described in 15A NCAC 02D .2703. The previous option did not recognize 

factors that could affect that determination and change prior to the compliance deadline 

of September 1, 2019. Therefore, the proposed rule change may result in higher benefits 

that are presented in this fiscal and regulatory impact analysis. 

 

3. Requiring EGUs to implement additional BSER measures. All of the measures discussed 

in the BSER evaluation were alternatives for any of the coal-fired electrical generating 

units; however, only those that were cost-effective remained in the final rule. See the 
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DAQ supporting documentation for this rulemaking, available on the agency’s website, 

for the calculation of the costs EGUs would have incurred from different BSER 

measures.16   
 

There are a number of uncertainties that may affect the estimate net benefit of $5.89 million in 

the next 15 years. There may be costs that the plants would incur if they choose to provide an 

alternative BSER demonstration. It is difficult to know what that exact cost may be, but it would 

likely be offset by any marginal benefit incurred from the alternative. An affected electrical 

generating unit could incur some additional costs for the HRI evaluations needed to submit for 

permitting and the monitoring and recordkeeping requirements. DAQ may also incur some 

opportunity cost for reviewing the alternative. Allowing such flexibility may reduce the costs 

estimates of the rules presented in this fiscal and regulatory analysis. 

 

There is uncertainty in this analysis because of the range of costs that could occur. Some singular 

BSER measures may be different when combined. The consideration of alternative outcomes 

may depend on the future price of coal, which may affect fuel-savings. Evaluating these factors 

throughout the process may ensure the goal of requiring cost effective alternatives now and in 

the future. 

 

The expected change from the regulatory baseline predicted in this economic analysis is unlikely 

to increase electrical utility rates. At the time of this analysis, DAQ is predicting an overall net 

cost-savings due to the heat rate improvements that have been discussed. However, the 

sensitivity of these predictions is highly dependent on uncertainty due to some cost estimates. 

The affected facilities provided a range for the estimated capital expenditures and annual 

operation and maintenance costs that in some cases varied between -20 percent to +75 percent of 

the most likely scenario the facilities identified. That wide range of cost estimates may result in 

net impacts that differ from those estimated above. Performing a sensitivity analysis around the 

capital and operation and maintenance costs is complicated by the fact that the most likely cost 

estimate, as indicated by the regulated community, is for some BSER measures at the lower end 

of the range, while for others at the high end or anywhere in between. If the marginal costs 

ultimately are much higher than predicted and outweigh the fuel savings, then the size of that 

change has the potential to cause the electrical generators to pass along those costs to the 

consumers of electricity. It is impossible to predict how those factors could effect that decision in 

advance. A mechanism exists to make a rate case before the North Carolina Utility Commission 

if that becomes necessary in the future. 

 

This analysis also assumed that the annualized capital expenditures and the annual costs for 

operation, maintenance, monitoring, reporting, and recordkeeping would increase at a rate of 1.8 

percent per year. Also, in estimating potential future fuel savings as a result of the proposed 

rules, DAQ used a projected delivery cost of coal price of $3.92 per million Btu in 2019 and then 

assumed a 1.1 percent annual growth until 2030. There are inherent uncertainties related to using 

a forecast that goes far into the future, and the fuel cost savings estimated may be impacted by 

                                                 
16 Supporting Basis for Determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction for Carbon Dioxide (CO2) Emissions 

from Existing Electric Utility Generating Units 

http://daq.state.nc.us/Calendar/Planning/November2015AQC/Agenda_3.2.pdf  
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unforeseen changes in the coal or natural gas markets. Additionally, the net benefit estimate of 

$5.89 million through 2030 (see NPV value in Table 7) may be smaller if the analysis used the 

estimate of $3.64 per million Btu coal delivery prince in 2019 based on the Duke Energy 

Progress cost information (see in Appendix 2). Table 8 below shows how the estimated net 

benefit of $5.89 million from the proposed rules would differ if these assumptions were to vary.  

 

Table 8. Sensitivity Analysis around Annual Cost Growth Assumptions 

 

Impact (+ for Net Cost, - for 

Net Savings) 

Assumption on Annual Growth Rate of Capital, O&M, and 

MR&R Costs 

1.75% 1.80% 2% 2.50% 3% 3.50% 

Assumption on 

Annual Growth 

Rate of Delivery 

Price of Coal 

0.75% -$5.03 -$4.89 -$4.35 -$2.98 -$1.56 -$0.11 

1.00% -$5.74 -$5.60 -$5.06 -$3.69 -$2.27 -$0.82 

1.10% -$6.03 -$5.89 -$5.35 -$3.98 -$2.56 -$1.11 

1.25% -$6.47 -$6.33 -$5.79 -$4.43 -$3.00 -$1.55 

 

 

Additionally, given that some of the BSER measures required by the rules have clear net 

benefits, the facilities may decide to implement them regardless of whether the proposed rules 

are enacted or not. If such a case were to be true, then these measures would not be an impact 

from these rules, but rather part of the baseline for this analysis, potentially causing the impacts 

of the rules to change. The Division does not have the necessary information to determine which 

measures for each EGU affected would be part of the baseline scenario. 

 

There is a lot of uncertainty related to the legal aspects of a federal plan that might come into 

play if the EPA finds the NC state plan to be inadequate, and therefore it is difficult to discuss 

the outcome of that possibility. A narrow perspective that only focuses on the building block 1 

that allows for emission trading seems to lead to conclusions that such an alternative offers a 

more cost-effective solution than a state plan that does not allow emission trading. Measuring the 

fiscal impacts compared with some federal alternative would likely lead to a conclusion that the 

proposed state plan is less costly compared to a future without a federal plan. There are even 

more uncertainties in estimated economic impacts around that prediction, and the chosen 

approach avoided those problems.     

 

Also, the legal uncertainties surrounding the federal guidelines contained in 40 CFR 60 Subpart 

UUUU may further affect the estimates discussed above. The proposed rules include text that 

would render all or part of the requirements in the rules invalid if legal proceedings find against 

the federal emission guidelines. In such a case, the requirements that would be invalidated would 

cause the estimated costs and benefits in this analysis to decrease or not occur at all.    

 

There is inherently a need for consideration of maintaining reliability in the electrical power grid 

sector when developing state plans, and allowing a safety value triggered when there is conflict 

between requirements of a state plan and maintenance of reliable electrical power.  

 

  

VI-18 A-12726



 

 

18 
 

VII. Conclusions 

Federal law requires the proposed rules, however North Carolina has the option to adopt a state 

plan that uses a case-by-case approach, which considers cost-effective measures to reduce CO2 

emissions as well as the useful remaining life of any facility. These proposed rules are expected 

to become effective by September 1, 2016, and the compliance date is September 1, 2019. This 

analysis identified private sector measures for work practice standards that require the 

expenditure of capital, as well as annual operation and maintenance expenses. It also identifies 

benefits from using less coal with cost-savings due to heat rate improvements. No impacts on 

either the State of North Carolina nor any units of local governments occurred during the period 

of analysis of the proposed rules.  

 

Beginning in 2019, the annual net positive impacts to the private sector are estimated from 

change from $923,000 to $471,000 by 2030. The estimated annual costs and benefits of these 

proposed rules is substantial as defined in North Carolina’s Administrative Procedures Act in NC 

General Statute 150B-21.4, Fiscal and Regulatory Impact Analysis on Rules. The term 

“substantial economic impact” means an aggregate financial impact on all persons affected of at 

least one million dollars ($1,000,000) in a 12-month period. 

VI-19 A-12727



Appendix 1 

Proposed Rule Text 

 

Appendix 1-1 
 

 

 
15A NCAC 02D .2701 is proposed for adoption as follows: 

 

SECTION .2700 – STANDARDS OF PERFORMANCE FOR EXISTING ELECTRIC UTILITY 

GENERATING UNITS UNDER CLEAN AIR ACT SECTION 111(d)  

15A NCAC 02D .2701  PURPOSE AND APPLICABILITY 

(a)  Purpose. The purpose of this Section is to implement the provision(s) in Clean Air Act Section 111(d) for Best 

System of Emission Reduction for Existing Electric Generating Units to reduce the emissions of carbon dioxide 

through heat rate improvement. 

(b)  Applicability. This Section applies to the following,that are fossil fuel-fired steam electric utility generating 

units (EGUs) to the extent they are subject to regulation in 40 CFR Part 60.5845 that: 

(1) Serve a generator connected to a utility power distribution system with a nameplate capacity of 25 

MW-net or greater and capable of selling greater than 25 MW of electricity;  

(2)  Have a base load rating or design heat input capacity greater than 250 MMBtu/hr or greater heat 

input of fossil fuel either alone or in combination with any other fuel; and 

(3) Are stationary combustion turbines that meet the definition of either a natural gas combined cycle 

or combined heat and power combustion turbine.  

(c)  Excluded units.  This Section does not apply to the fossil fuel-fired steam EGUs that are excluded under 40 CFR 

Part 60.5850. 

(d)  Retired unit exemption. Any unit that is permanently retired shall be exempted from this Section as of its 

retirement date.  

(e)  Effect on other authorities. No provision of this Section, any application submitted or any permit issued pursuant 

to 15A NCAC 02D .2704 of this Section shall be construed as exempting any unit or source covered under this 

Section or the owner or operator from complying with any other requirements of this Subchapter or Subchapter 15A 

NCAC 02Q. 

(f)  In the event all or any portion of 40 CFR 60 Subpart UUUU containing the guidelines is: 

(1) Declared or adjudged to be invalid or unconstitutional or stayed by the United States Court of 

Appeals for the Fourth Circuit, by the District of Columbia Circuit, or by the United States 

Supreme Court: or  

(2) Withdrawn, repealed, revoked or otherwise rendered of no force and effect by the United States 

Environmental Protection Agency, Congress, or Presidential Executive Order. 

Such action shall render the regulation as incorporated herein, or that portion thereof that may be affected by such 

action, as invalid, void, stayed, or otherwise without force and effect for purposes of this rule upon the date such 

action becomes final and effective; provided, further, that such declaration, adjudication, stay, or other action 

described herein shall not affect the remaining portions, if any, of the regulation as incorporated herein, which shall 

remain of full force and effect as if such portion so declared or adjudged invalid or unconstitutional or stayed or 
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otherwise invalidated or effected were not originally a part of this rule.  The Environmental Management 

Commission declares that it would not have incorporated the remaining parts of the federal regulation if it had 

known that such portion thereof would be declared or adjudged invalid or unconstitutional or stayed or otherwise 

rendered of no force and effect. 

 

History Note:  Authority G.S. 143-215.3(a); 143-215.107(a)(5), (10); 

Amended Eff. September 1, 2016. 

 

15A NCAC 02D .2702 is proposed for adoption as follows: 

 

15A NCAC 02D .2702  DEFINITIONS 

For the purpose of this Section, the following definitions apply.  

(1) "Affected electric generating unit (EGU)" means a fossil fuel fired steam generating unit that: 

(A) serves a generator connected to a utility power distribution system with a nameplate 

capacity of 25 MW-net or greater and capable of selling greater than 25 MW of 

electricity;  

(B)  has a base load rating or design heat input capacity greater than 250 MMBtu/hr or greater 

heat input of fossil fuel either alone or in combination with any other fuel;  

(C) is a stationary combustion turbine that meets the definition of either a natural gas 

combined cycle or combined heat and power combustion turbine; and  

(D) includes, and shall not extend beyond, the following systems: fuel combustion system, 

combustion air system, steam system, draft system, turbine system, air pollution control 

system, cooling system, and auxiliary equipment contained within the facility that uses 

electrical power. 

(2) “Air heater leakage reduction (ALR)” means to reduce air leakage between the combustion air and 

the exhaust gas of Lungstrom, or rotary air heaters by removal of existing air preheater seals and 

replacing them with newer high performance seals.  

(3) “Best system of emission reduction (BSER)” means a design, equipment, work practice, or 

operational standard, or combination thereof, which reflects the best technological system of 

continuous emission reduction taking into consideration the cost of achieving such reduction, and 

any non-air quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements. 

(4)        “Combustion optimization with neural network (CO)” means a system that conducts real-time 

monitoring and controls fuel and air flow distribution, furnace exhaust gas temperatures, and 

boiler steam temperatures to maximize heat recovery and minimize carbon monoxide emissions 

and nitrogen oxides emissions.  CO systems are based on nonlinear, multivariable steady-state 

models derived from historical unit operating data that identify the best combination of 
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independent operating variables that produce optimum combustion and thermal efficiency with 

low emissions. 

(5) “Condenser rebundle, retube, rebuild (CRR)” means to replace, repair or reconfigure tube 

elements, tube sheets, the condenser shell and other condenser components in order to correct 

leaks, plugging and debris build up to increase effective heat transfer surface area, or to otherwise 

improve heat transfer and fluid flow in the condenser.  CRR results in greater and more consistent 

condenser vacuum under the range of boiler operating conditions and available cooling water 

temperatures.   

(6) “Controllable loss reduction (CLR)” means developing and implementing a site-specific plan for 

best operations and maintenance practices (O&M) to maintain performance.  CLR involves a 

comprehensive effort to collect information that may not be readily collected through existing 

sensors and data collection systems, interpret all data collected, and make decisions regarding 

actions to be taken to improve or maintain performance.  CLR consists of implementing a plan and 

instructing staff in the value and practice of collecting and reporting information regarding the 

ongoing performance of all the pieces of equipment comprising the power plant and implementing 

changes to operating or maintenance practices that are determined to improve heat rate.  

(7) “Forced draft fan variable frequency drive (FDF)” means equipment used to reduce fan power 

consumption by electronically controlling combustion air flowrate.  FDF utilizes a silicon 

controlled rectifier or equivalent device to control electrical frequency and voltage to the fan 

motor, thereby matching fan speed and combustion air flowrate with operating load. 

(8)  “Heat input” from fuel is determined by multiplying the higher heating value of the fuel times the 

amount of fuel consumed over that time.   

(9) “Heat rate" means the amount of fuel thermal energy or heat input in million Btu (MMBtu) used 

by an electrical generator or power plant to generate one kilowatt-hour (kWh) of electricity.  For 

this rule, heat input is expressed in units of Btu heat input per net kWh generated.   

(10) “Induced draft fan or booster fan variable frequency drive (IBD)” means equipment used to reduce 

fan power consumption by electronically controlling exhaust gas flowrate.  IBD utilizes a silicon 

controlled rectifier or an equivalent device to control electrical frequency and voltage to the fan 

motor, thereby matching fan speed and exhaust gas flowrate with operating load.  

(11) “Intelligent soot blowing (ISB)” means the use of software, instrumentation, sensors, and 

automated controls to achieve more effective cleaning of furnace wall and convective section heat 

transfer surfaces.  The ISB system may consist of devices for monitoring furnace exhaust gas 

temperatures, steam temperatures, and furnace wall temperatures at different locations, a control 

system, and furnace cleaning devices.  The ISB’s control system digitally processes the received 

information to evaluate the effects of real-time heat transfer performance in order to allocate high 

pressure steam or high pressure air to cleaning devices in specified heat transfer zones.  The ISB 

activates furnace cleaning devices (also known as “soot blowers”) when  measurement sensors 
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indicate the need to remove ash or slag deposits from the furnace location where it is most 

effective to do so, resulting in improved boiler efficiency as well as reduced energy demand from 

soot blower and furnace cleaning systems. 

(12) "Nameplate capacity” means nameplate capacity as defined in 40 CFR 60.5880.  

(13) "Natural gas” means natural gas as defined in 40 CFR 60.5880. 

(14)   “Natural gas combined cycle (NGCC)” means an electric generating unit that uses a stationary 

combustion turbine firing natural gas from which the heat from the combustion turbine exhaust 

gas is recovered by a heat recovery steam generating unit to generate additional electricity.  

(15) “Net generation” means net-electric output as defined in 40 CFR 60.5880. 

(16) “Steam generating unit” means any furnace, boiler or other device used for combusting fossil fuel 

and producing steam plus any integrated equipment that provides electricity or useful thermal 

energy output to the affected unit or auxiliary equipment.  

(17) “Variable speed drives” means a system to increase and decrease the operating speed of fluid 

moving equipment such as fans or pumps by reducing the drives’ rotational speed in revolutions 

per minute to meet required changes in fluid flow rates. 

 

History Note:  Authority G.S. 143-215.3(a); 143-215.107(a)(5), (10); 

Amended Eff. September 1, 2016. 

 

15A NCAC 02D .2703 is proposed for adoption as follows: 

 

15A NCAC 02D .2703  STANDARDS OF PERFORMANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR CARBON DIOXIDE  

(a)  This Section applies to affected electric generating units (EGUs) listed below.  The owner or operator shall apply 

the following heat rate improvement measures, identified as Best System of Emission Reduction (BSER) measures 

for carbon dioxide emissions at the affected EGU or an alternative BSER approved pursuant to Paragraph (e) of this 

Rule at the affected EGU. 

 

Affected Units - Coal-fired EGUs 

Utility Company -  Facility  Unit ID Best System of Emission Reduction Measure(s) 

Duke Energy - Asheville 1 none 

Duke Energy - Asheville 2 none 

Duke Energy - Belews Creek 1 CLR and FDF 

Duke Energy - Belews Creek 2 CLR and FDF  

Duke Energy - Cliffside 5  none 

Duke Energy - Cliffside 6  ALR, CO, FDF, and ISB 

Duke Energy - G G Allen 1 none 
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Duke Energy - G G Allen 2 none 

Duke Energy - G G Allen 3 none  

Duke Energy - G G Allen 4 none 

Duke Energy - G G Allen 5 none  

Duke Energy - Marshall 1  ISB 

Duke Energy - Marshall 2  ISB 

Duke Energy - Marshall 3  ALR, CO, FDF and ISB  

Duke Energy - Marshall 4  ALR, CO, FDF and ISB 

Duke Energy - Mayo 1A & 1B none  

Duke Energy - Roxboro 1 none  

Duke Energy - Roxboro 2  FDF, IBD and ISB 

Duke Energy - Roxboro 3A & 3B ISB 

Duke Energy - Roxboro 4A & 4B ISB 

Edgecombe Genco - Battleboro 1 none  

Edgecombe Genco - Battleboro 2 none  

Westmoreland Partners - Roanoke Valley 

Energy Facility I 
1 none 

Westmoreland Partners - Roanoke Valley 

Energy Facility II 
1 none  

 

 

Affected Units -Natural Gas Combined Cycle EGUs  

Utility Company -  Facility  Unit ID Best System of Emission Reduction Measure(s)      

Dominion Resources - Rosemary  GEN1 

 

NGCC operation firing natural gas 

 

 

Dominion Resources - Rosemary   GEN2 

Dominion Resources - Rosemary  GEN3 

Duke Energy - Buck CT11 

Duke Energy - Buck CT12 

Duke Energy - Buck ST10 

Duke Energy - Dan River CT8 

Duke Energy - Dan River CT9 

Duke Energy - Dan River ST7 

Duke Energy - H F Lee  1A 

Duke Energy - H F Lee  1B 

Duke Energy - H F Lee  1C 

Duke Energy - H F Lee  ST1 
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Duke Energy - L V Sutton 1A 

Duke Energy - L V Sutton 1B 

Duke Energy - L V Sutton ST1 

Duke Energy - Sherwood H Smith Jr  7 

Duke Energy - Sherwood H Smith Jr  8 

Duke Energy - Sherwood H Smith Jr  9 

Duke Energy - Sherwood H Smith Jr  10 

Duke Energy - Sherwood H Smith Jr  ST4 

Duke Energy - Sherwood H Smith Jr  ST5 

Public Works Commission – Butler Warner  1 

Public Works Commission – Butler Warner  2 

Public Works Commission – Butler Warner  3 

Public Works Commission – Butler Warner  6 

Public Works Commission – Butler Warner  7 

Public Works Commission – Butler Warner  8 

Public Works Commission – Butler Warner  9 

Southern Company - Rowan 4 

Southern Company - Rowan 5 

Southern Company - Rowan STG 

 

(b)  The following work practice standards shall be applied for each BSER measure identified for the affected 

EGUs:  

(1) Air heater leakage reduction (ALR), Forced draft fan variable frequency drive (FDF), Induced 

draft fan and/or booster fan variable frequency drive (IBD), and Condenser rebundle, retube, 

rebuild (CRR).    

(A)  Installation shall be performed according to each manufacturer’s installation procedures.  

The owner or operator shall follow each manufacturer’s performance acceptance test 

procedures, assure the performance test acceptance criteria are met, and document the 

acceptance test results.   

(B)  Ongoing maintenance shall be performed according to each manufacturer’s 

recommended maintenance procedures at the prescribed frequency levels.  

(2)  Intelligent soot blowing (ISB) and Combustion Optimization and Neural Networks (CO). 

(A) Installation shall be performed in accordance with each manufacturer’s specification and           

site-specific design.  The owner or operator shall verify performance of each BSER 

measure in accordance with each manufacturer’s performance acceptance test procedures, 

assure the performance acceptance test criteria are met, and document the acceptance test 

results.   
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(B) Plant personnel responsible for the operation of each BSER measure shall follow 

procedures to best utilize the measure per each manufacturer’s operating guidelines and 

to best achieve the goal of reducing heat rate.  

(C) Ongoing maintenance shall be performed according to each manufacturer’s 

recommended maintenance procedures at the prescribed frequency levels. 

(3)  Controllable loss reduction (CLR).   

(A) The owner or operator shall develop an EGU-specific CLR plan and submit an electronic 

copy of the plan to the Director of the Division of Air Quality within one year of the 

initial effective date of this rule.  This plan shall include the devices and methods for 

measuring performance parameters; requirements for the frequency of data collection; 

method(s) for collecting and reporting the data; procedures for identifying a loss in EGU 

efficiency including any calculations; actions identified to improve EGU heat rate 

including equipment optimization or maintenance or changes to EGU operating methods; 

and a schedule for implementation of the actions to be taken. 

(B)  The owner or operator shall implement actions identified by the CLR plan within the    

timeframe specified by the plan.  The owner or operator shall maintain all sensors, 

instrumentation, information technology, or other equipment used by the CLR plan in 

accordance with the equipment manufacturers’ maintenance procedures and schedule. 

(4) Natural gas combined cycle operation (NGCC).   

(A) The owner or operator shall operate the NGCC unit, including the combustion turbine 

and the associated heat recovery steam generator, using natural gas as fuel during normal 

operation in accordance with the manufacturers’ recommended procedures.     

(B) Ongoing maintenance shall be performed according to the manufacturer’s recommended 

maintenance procedures at the prescribed frequency levels. 

(c)  Alternative BSER. The owner or operator of an affected unit may apply one or more alternative measures that 

constitute the best system of emissions reduction for carbon dioxide emissions from coal-fired EGUs on a unit- 

specific basis upon approval by the Director by demonstrating to the Director that application of the alternative 

measures on a unit-specific basis would achieve an equivalent or greater heat rate improvement than application of 

the measures identified in Paragraph (a) of this Rule. 

(d)  Any alternative BSER demonstration shall be submitted no later than six months after the initial effective date of 

this Rule and shall include: 

(1) the name and address of the company and the name and telephone number of a company officer 

over whose signature the demonstration is submitted; 

(2) a description of all operations conducted at the location to which the demonstration applies and the 

purpose that the equipment serves within the operations; 

(3) the type of EGU;  

(4) the remaining useful life of the EGU ; 
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(5) the unit’s calendar year 2015 baseline data including net heat rate, net generation, annual capacity 

factor, and carbon dioxide emissions; 

(6) the unit’s projected 2019 capacity factor based on heat input and net generation; 

(7) reference to the specific operational and equipment controls or measures in the Tables in 

Paragraph (a) of this Rule for which alternative operational or equipment controls or measures are 

proposed; 

(8) a description of the proposed alternative operational or equipment controls or measures, the 

magnitude of carbon dioxide emission reduction that will be achieved, and the quantity of carbon 

dioxide that will be emitted if the alternative operational or equipment controls or measures are 

instituted;  

(9) whether the proposed measure is adequately demonstrated pursuant to Clean Air Act Section 

111(a)(1) to reduce heat rate;  

 (10) the feasibility of applying a specific heat rate improvement measure on a given unit; 

 (11) the degree of heat rate reduction potential for a specific feasible heat rate improvement measure; 

 (12) a description of any site-specific limitations;  

(13) the associated costs of the proposed alternative equipment or measure including capital, fixed and 

variable operational and maintenance (O&M) costs and fuel savings; 

 (14) the cost per ton of carbon dioxide emissions reduction; 

 (15) any non-air quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements; 

(16) a schedule for the installation or institution of the alternative operational or equipment controls or 

measures to achieve compliance by the date specified in Paragraph (g) of this Rule including 

increments of progress specified in 40 CFR 60.21(h); and 

(17) certification in the form of a written statement signed by the responsible official as defined in 15A 

NCAC 02Q .0502 that emissions of all other air contaminants from the subject source are in 

compliance with all applicable local, state and federal laws and regulations. 

(18)  the company’s basis of the alternative control capability to achieve equivalent or greater carbon 

dioxide emission reductions than the measure included in Paragraph (a) of this Rule. 

The demonstration may include a copy of the permit application and need not duplicate information in the permit 

application. 

(e)  The Director shall approve a demonstration for alternative control if: 

(1) The demonstration is submitted in accordance with Paragraph (d) of this Rule; 

(2) All other air contaminant emissions from the facility are in compliance with, or under a schedule 

for compliance with, all applicable local, state, and federal regulations;  

(3) Based on the Division’s technical analysis of the unit-specific information provided under 

Paragraph (d) of this Rule, the Director determines that application of the alternative measures on 

a unit-specific basis would achieve an equivalent or greater heat rate improvement than 

application of the measures identified in Paragraph (a) of this Rule; and 
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(4) The demonstration contains a schedule, including increments of progress specified in 40 CFR 

60.21(h), for the installation or institution of the alternative operational or equipment controls or 

measures to achieve the heat rate improvement by the compliance date specified in Paragraph (g) 

of this Rule. 

(f)  When measures different from those specified in the Tables in Paragraph (a) of this Rule are approved by the 

Director, the permit shall contain a condition stating such controls and associated monitoring, recordkeeping, and 

reporting requirements to verify implementation of the measures.  

(g)  Compliance schedule. Owners and operators of the affected facilities in Paragraph (b) of this Rule shall 

implement the identified BSER measures or alternative BSER approved pursuant to Paragraph (e) of this Rule by 

September 1, 2019 that were not in place prior to the following date for the corresponding affected utility 

company(s):  

 (1) July 31, 2015 for all affected EGUs for Duke Energy, 

(2) August 31, 2015 for all affected EGUs for both Edgecombe Genco - Battleboro and Westmoreland 

Partners - Roanoke Valley Energy Facility.  

(h)  All alternative BSER demonstrations, and any modifications or changes to those determinations, approved or 

determined by the Division pursuant to Paragraphs (c) through (e) of this Rule shall be submitted by the Division to 

the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) as a revision to the state plan. No alternative BSER demonstration, 

nor any modification or change to a demonstration, approved or determined by the Division pursuant to Paragraphs 

(c) through (e) of this Rule shall revise the state plan or be used as a state plan credit, until it is approved by the U.S. 

EPA as a state plan revision. 

 

History Note:  Authority G.S. 143-215.3(a); 143-215.65; 143-215.66; 143-215.107(a)(5), (10); 

Amended Eff. September 1, 2016. 

 

15A NCAC 02D .2704 is proposed for adoption as follows: 

 

15A NCAC 02D .2704   PERMITTING 

(a)  The owner or operator of any source covered under this Section shall submit permit applications as required 

containing heat rate improvement evaluations for each affected unit to comply with the requirements of this Section 

following the procedures and requirements in 15A NCAC 02Q .0500 containing Title V permitting procedures for 

each affected source.  The owner or operator may determine that an alternative BSER measure would achieve an 

equivalent or greater heat rate reduction than achieved under the requirements of the BSER measures identified in 

15A NCAC 02D .2703(a).  In such a situation the owner or operator shall follow the procedures contained in 15A 

NCAC 02D .2703(c) and (d). 

(b)  The Director shall review applications submitted under Paragraph (a) of this Rule and issue permits for 

compliance with this Section following the procedures and requirements in 15A NCAC 02Q .0500 (Title V 

permitting procedures) for each affected source.  In the event that the owner or operator submits a permit application 
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with an alternative BSER following the procedures contained in 15A NCAC 02D .2703(c) and (d), the Director shall 

review applications submitted under Paragraph (a) of this Rule and issue permits for compliance with this Section 

following the procedures and requirements contained in 15A NCAC 02D .2703(e). 

 

History Note:  Authority G.S. 143-215.3(a); 143-215.107(a)(5), (10); 143-215.108; 

Amended Eff. September 1, 2016. 

 

15A NCAC 02D .2705 is proposed for adoption as follows: 

 

15A NCAC 02D .2705 MONITORING, RECORDKEEPING AND REPORTING 

(a)  For measures implemented under 15A NCAC 02D .2703(a), the following monitoring, recordkeeping and 

reporting activities shall be performed for each air heater leakage reduction (ALR), forced draft fan variable 

frequency drive (FVD), induced draft fan or booster fan variable frequency drive (IBD) and condenser rebundle, 

retube, rebuild (CRR):   

(1)  The owner or operator shall record installation activities completed, including the corresponding 

dates of completion, maintain the installation records on site, and the records shall be available for 

review by the Division of Air Quality.  Installation records refers to work orders, invoices, 

permits, photographs, engineering drawings or specifications and other documentation routinely 

developed to install or modify equipment or otherwise make plant improvements. 

(2)  The owner or operator shall record maintenance activities completed, including the corresponding 

dates, maintain the records on site for ten years, and the records shall be available for review by 

the Division of Air Quality. 

(b)  For measures implemented under 15A NCAC 02D .2703(a), the following monitoring, recordkeeping and 

reporting activities shall be performed for each intelligent soot blowing (ISB) and combustion optimization with 

neural network (CO): 

(1)  The owner or operator shall record installation activities completed, including the corresponding 

dates of completion, maintain the installation records on site for ten years, and the records shall be 

available for review by the Division of Air Quality. Installation records refers to work orders, 

invoices, permits, photographs, engineering drawings or specifications and other documentation 

routinely developed to install or modify equipment or otherwise make plant improvements.  

(2) The owner or operator shall monitor and record all operating parameters associated with each 

BSER measure required in 15A NCAC 02D .2703(a) and their respective control systems in 

accordance with the manufacturer’s recommended operating procedures.  The owner or operator 

shall record forced or operational outages of the BSER measures, the corresponding time period 

and the reason(s) why.  The owner or operator shall maintain the operating records on site for ten 

years and the operating records shall be available for review by the Division of Air Quality. 
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(3)  The owner or operator shall record maintenance activities completed, including the corresponding 

dates, maintain the records on site for ten years, and the records shall be available for review by 

the Division of Air Quality. 

(c)  The following monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting activities shall be performed for controllable loss 

reduction (CLR): 

(1) The owner or operator shall submit an electronic copy of the CLR plan to the Director of the 

Division of Air Quality within one year of the initial effective date of this rule.   

(2) The owner or operator shall monitor and record all parameters defined in the CLR plan in 

accordance to the procedures defined in the plan.  The owner operator shall maintain electronic 

records of the data collected and any calculations associated with the CLR plan and the records 

shall be available for review by the Division of Air Quality. 

(3) The owner or operator shall record instances where the CLR plan identified a loss in EGU heat 

rate and any actions taken or the rationale and related information as to why action was not taken.   

(d)  The following monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting activities shall be performed for natural gas combined 

cycle (NGCC): 

(1) The owner or operator shall monitor and record all operating parameters associated with NGCC 

and its respective control systems in accordance with the manufacturer’s recommended operating 

procedures.  The owner or operator shall maintain the operating records on site for ten years and 

the operating records shall be available for review by the Division of Air Quality. 

(2) The owner or operator shall record maintenance activities completed, including the corresponding 

dates, maintain the records on site for ten years, and the records shall be available for review by 

the Division of Air Quality. 

(e)  In the event that the owner or operator submits a permit application with an alternative BSER following the 

procedures contained in 15A NCAC 02D .2703(c) and (d), then the owner or operator shall submit a permit 

application that includes monitoring, recordkeeping and reporting activities for the installation, operation and 

maintenance of the alternative BSER measure in accordance with the manufacturer’s recommended procedures.  

(f)  The owner or operator shall submit an annual compliance report to the Director of the Division of Air Quality 

each year starting one year from the initial effective date of this Rule.  The annual compliance report shall include:  

(1)  The following parameters on an annual average basis: 

(A) Carbon dioxide emissions in short tons; 

(B) Net electrical generation in MWh-net; 

(C) Heat input in MMBtu; 

(D) Gross electrical generation in MWh-gross; 

(E) Calculated heat rate in Btu/kWh-net; and   

(F) Calculated carbon dioxide emission rate in lb/MWh-net.  

  (2) Activities resulting from compliance with this Rule and the corresponding date(s) including:   

(A) Installation of equipment related to the BSER measures; 
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(B) Forced or operational outages of equipment lasting longer than ten days related to the 

BSER measures, the corresponding time period and the reason(s) why; 

(C) Instances where operational procedures associated with the BSER measures were not 

observed for an period lasting longer than ten days and the reason(s) why; and 

(D) Instances where a loss in EGU heat rate was identified in the CLR plan and the resulting 

actions taken or, the rationale and related information as to why no action was taken. 

 

History Note:  Authority G.S. 143-215.3(a); 143-215.65; 143-215.66; 143-215.107(a)(5), (10); 

Amended Eff. September 1, 2016. 
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Appendix 2 

Estimation of Coal Delivery Price 

 

The US Energy Information Administration estimated/ projected nationwide coal delivered prices 

to be: 

 

 2013: $2.50 per million Btu 

 2015: $2.41 per million Btu 

 2020: $2.54 per million Btu 

By interpolation, DAQ computed the nationwide coal delivered prices for 2014 and 2019 to be 

approximately $2.46 per million Btu and $2.51 per million, respectively; thus an increase of 2 

percent of coal price was projected from 2014 to 2019.  Applying this percentage to the Duke 

Energy Carolina’s fleet, the average coal delivered price in 2019 would be 1.02 * $3.84 per million 

Btu = $3.92 per million Btu. Applying the same ratio to the Duke Energy Progress fleet, the 

average coal delivered price in 2019 would be 1.02 * $3.57 per million Btu = $3.64 per million 

Btu.  

 

Since only three of the 10 affected units are part of the Duke Energy Progress fleet, DAQ is using 

the larger value of $3.92 per million Btu from the above for the coal delivery cost in 2019, for the 

entire NC fleet of affected coal-fueled units. 
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Comments and Responses Related to the Fiscal Note 

Commenter Comment Response 

Mark McIntire, Duke 
Energy 

Change the definitions of heat rate 
improvement measures consistent 
with Duke Energy’s comments 
related to 15A NCAC 02D .2702. 

This comment is addressed in 
Chapter 1 of the Hearing Record 
under the title, Public Comments and 
Responses Thereto:  Comments 
Related to 15A NCAC 02D .2702 
Definitions.  
 
 

Pg. 23-24 
Under “Best system of Emission 
Reduction Measure(s)”, change 
“NGCC operation firing natural gas” 
to “NGCC operation firing natural 
gas and/or distillate.” 
 
 

These comments are addressed in 
Chapter 1 of the Hearing Record 
under the title, Public Comments and 
Responses Thereto:  Comments 
Related to 15A NCAC 02D .2703 
Standards of Performance.  
 
 

Pg. 24-25 
Insert “or best engineering practices 
derived” after every instance of “in 
accordance with the manufactures’ 
procedures”… 

Pg. 15, 18, 27 
Implementation date should be 
changed to be consistent with those 
outlined in the federal Clean Power 
Plan.  The September 1, 2019 date 
does not allow for adequate time for 
proper project planning scheduling, 
and implementation based on 
outage cycles. 
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Federal Register Notice 

 

The text of the following document is not included in the hearing record. It can be found at the following 

link: 

40 CFR Part 60, Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: Electric Utility 

Generating Units 

80 FR 64661 – 65120 

October 23, 2015 

https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2015-10-23/pdf/2015-22842.pdf 
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Introduction 
 

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) signed a new rule on August 3, 2015 for Carbon Dioxide 
Emission Guidelines for Existing EGUs.  NCDEQ is proposing to adopt rules in 15A NCAC 02D .2700, 
Standards of Performance for Existing Electric Utility Generating Units under Clean Air Act (CAA) Section 
111(d), to satisfy a similar federal requirement.  Section 111(d) requires EPA to identify the Best System 
of Emissions Reduction (BSER) that is adequately demonstrated and available to limit pollution and to 
set guidelines for states to reflect BSER.  Based on its evaluation of BSER for existing EGUs, the EPA 
regulation provides state specific goals for reducing carbon dioxide emissions for the power sector. 
States are then required to develop a plan including necessary rules to meet those goals. 

This document contains a compilation of the supporting basis for North Carolina's Clean Air Act Section 
111(d) determination of the Best System of Emission Reductions for carbon dioxide emissions for 
existing electric utility generating units.  
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North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality  
Division of Air Quality  

 
Supporting Basis  

Determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction for CO2 Emissions from  
Existing Electric Utility Generating Units  

 
October 30, 2015 

 
Facility 
Duke Energy Carolinas LLC, Belews Creek Steam Station, Walnut Cove, NC 
Facility ID: 8500004 
Current Air Quality Permit No. 01983T29 
  
Affected Electric Utility Generating Units (EGUs) 
One No. 2 fuel oil/coal-fired electric utility boiler (12,253 million Btu per hour heat input capacity) 
equipped with alkaline-based fuel additive (ID No. ES-1 (U1 Boiler)).  Generator rated at 1080.1 MW 
(nameplate capacity). 
 
One No. 2 fuel oil/coal-fired electric utility boiler (12,632 million Btu per hour heat input capacity) 
equipped with alkaline-based fuel additive (ID No. ES-2 (U2 Boiler)).  Generator rated at 1080.1 MW 
(nameplate capacity). 
 

1. Introduction  
 
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has adopted Emission Guidelines for 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Compliance Times for Electric Utility Generating Units on August 3, 
2015 and codified it in 40 CFR Subpart UUUU.    
 
The affected electric utility steam generating units (EGUs) under these emission guidelines (EG) are 
steam generating units, integrated gasification combined cycle units (IGCC), and stationary combined 
cycle or combined heat and power (CHP) combustion turbines that commenced construction on or before 
January 8, 2014.   
 
The EG includes uniform, nationwide emission standards, which are performance-based rates for 
emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) expressed as CO2 (lb CO2/net MWh), as follows: 
 
 Fossil fuel-fired steam generating units or IGCC: 1,534 lb CO2/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-

2029), 1,305 lb CO2/net MWh (final, starting 2030) 
 

 Natural gas-fired stationary combined cycle combustion turbines (including CHP combustion 
turbines): 832 lb/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-2029), 771 lb/MWh (final, starting 2030) 

 
In lieu of the above uniform rates, each EGU can comply with state-specific goal (lb CO2/net MWh).  
The other option is that all affected units in the state, in aggregate, comply with the mass-based state 
goal (short tons/yr).   
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For North Carolina (NC), the rate-based interim and final goals are 1,311 lb CO2/net MWh and 1,136 lb 
CO2/net MWh, respectively.  Similarly, NC’s mass-based interim and final goals are 56,986,025 short 
tons/yr and 51,266,234 short tons/yr, respectively.  
 
The above standards (whether uniform nationwide rates or state-specific goals) are based upon the 
determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction (BSER) consisting of following three building 
blocks:   
 
 Building Block 1 (BB1) - reducing the carbon intensity of electricity generation by improving the 

heat rate of existing coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 2 (BB2) - substituting increased electricity generation from lower-emitting existing 
natural gas plants for reduced generation from higher-emitting coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 3 (BB3) - substituting increased electricity generation from new zero-emitting 
renewable energy sources (like wind and solar) for reduced generation from existing coal-fired and 
natural gas-fired power plants. 

 
The EG requires that each state submit its plan complying with all applicable requirements by the 
deadline included therein.   One of the requirements consists of development of an emission standard 
(“standard of performance”) and establishment of compliance time for each EGU. 
 
The Clean Air Act (CAA) §111(a)(1) defines “standard of performance” as “a standard for emissions of 
air pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through the application of the 
best system of emission reduction which (taking into account the cost of achieving such reduction and 
any nonair quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements) the Administrator 
determines has been adequately demonstrated”.  
 

2. History of Development of Emission Guidelines under CAA 
 
Over the last 40 years, under §111(d), the EPA has regulated four pollutants from five source categories, 
by promulgating associated EG.  These source categories are phosphate fertilizer plants (fluorides), 
sulfuric acid plants (acid mist), Kraft pulp plants (total reduced sulfur (TRS)), primary aluminum plants 
(fluorides), and municipal solid waste landfills (landfill gas emissions as non-methane organic 
compounds (NMOCs))1.  The following general principles and/or rationales were used by EPA in 
establishing BSER for these EGs: 
 
 The degree of emission reduction achievable through the application of various demonstrated control 

technologies. 
 

 The technical feasibility of applying various demonstrated technologies to existing sources 
considering variability in sizes and designs. 
 

                                                            
1  See Footnote 18 at 79 FR 41776, July 17, 2014, including ‘‘Phosphate Fertilizer Plants; Final Guideline Document 
Availability,’’ 42 FR 12022 (March 1, 1977); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources; Emission Guideline 
for Sulfuric Acid Mist,’’ 42 FR 55796 (October 18, 1977); ‘‘Kraft Pulp Mills, Notice of Availability of Final Guideline 
Document,’’ 44 FR 29828 (May 22, 1979); ‘‘Primary Aluminum Plants; Availability of Final Guideline Document,’’ 45 FR 
26294 (April 17, 1980); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources and Guidelines for Control of Existing 
Sources: Municipal Solid Waste Landfills, Final Rule,’’ 61 FR 9905 (March 12, 1996).  
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 The impact of various demonstrated technologies on national energy consumption, water pollution, 
waste disposal, and ambient air concentrations of a designated pollutant.  
 

 The cost of adopting the emission guidelines, after considering control costs for various demonstrated 
technologies and taking into account the level of any existing controls. 

 
Each of these EGs indicates that the cost of applying various control technologies can have a 
considerable impact in selection of a BSER for any designated pollutant for existing facilities.   They 
also indicate that the age, size, type, class, and process design of the facility, influence not only the BSER 
selection process, but can also support a decision-making for whether different EGs are to be established 
for differing sizes, types, or classes of equipment. 
 
The EGs for the above referenced source categories have been established for principal points of 
emissions (point and fugitive emissions sources) located within the facility and, not for any emissions 
sources located outside of the facility.  Finally, in these EGs, with respect to determining the EG, EPA 
has consistently recognized that not only the control technology needs to be demonstrated on existing 
sources, but the degree of emission reduction (performance level) needs to be readily achievable by the 
control technology. 
 

3. The Division of Air Quality (DAQ)’s Approach for Determination of BSER  
 
The DAQ will consider the above general principles in determining BSER for CO2 emissions reduction 
from each EGU.  But, importantly, DAQ will determine BSER for each EGU based upon BB1-type 
measures only (i.e., measures which can be accomplished within the fence-line of the facility), 
conforming to the §111(d) of the CAA and the requirements of 40 CFR 60 “Adoption and Submittal of 
State Plans for Designated Facilities”.  Thus, DAQ’s approach will comprise of improving the 
operational efficiency of the EGUs in order to reduce CO2 emissions from the 2012 baseline levels. 
 
The DAQ’s BSER evaluation will specifically be based upon the following: 
 
 type of EGU 
 remaining useful life of the EGU 
 unit’s baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions)  
 unit’s projected future capacity factor  
 feasibility of applying specific heat rate improvement (HRI) measure on a given unit  
 whether the measure is adequately demonstrated  
 degree of heat rate reduction potential for feasible HRI measures  
 site-specific limitations  
 associated costs (capital, fixed and variable operational and maintenance (O&M), and fuel 

savings) 
 cost per ton of CO2 reduction 

 
The evaluation is also based on literature review2 of technical feasibility for various HRI measures, 
degree of heat rate reduction potential, and costs data (capital, and fixed and variable O&M).   
                                                            
2 “Coal-fired Power Plant Heat Rate Reductions”, Final Report, Sargent & Lundy, Chicago, IL, January 22, 2009. 
“Analysis of Heat Rate Improvement Potential at Coal-Fired Power Plants”, US Energy Information Administration, 
Washington, DC, May 2015. 
S. Corellis, “Range and Applicability of Heat Rate Improvements”, Technical Update, Electric Power Research Institute, 
Palo Alto, CA, April 2014.  
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It needs to be emphasized here that DAQ’s determination for each EGU will not be based upon some 
pre-determined HRI target, such as EPA’s selection of a 4.3% HRI potential for EGUs in the Eastern 
interconnection3, as discussed in the EG.      
 
The DAQ’s approach will include those adequately demonstrated, cost-effective measures that assure 
that the electricity is generated with lower CO2 emissions, thus improving public health and welfare. The 
selected HRI measures would be expected to produce non-air environmental co-benefits in the form of 
reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, reductions in emissions of non-GHG 
pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  However, it should be noted that as the EGU becomes more 
cost-competitive due to HRIs, it may be dispatched more frequently and/or at higher loads.  If the EGU 
is utilized more often, some increases in emissions of GHG (as CO2) and similarly, for non-GHG 
pollutants (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury) are possible, and those could partially offset the emissions 
reductions achieved through the HRI of the EGU. 
 
EPA has determined a cost estimate of $23 per ton4 reasonable for CO2 emissions reduction from EGUs 
under BB1 implementing HRI measures.  EPA has further determined that this cost is reasonable because 
it achieves “an appropriate balance between cost and amount of reductions.”5 In addition, EPA has used 
another benchmark in the form of social cost of carbon (SC-CO2) at $40 per ton (2020) to $48 per ton 
(2030)6 to conclude that the above $23 per ton cost is reasonable.   
 
In determining a BSER for a particular EGU, DAQ will use the above cost effectiveness threshold of 
$23 per ton to determine reasonableness of cost and whether one or more technically feasible measure(s) 
can be implemented, as long as, collectively, the total cost does not exceed this threshold. 
 

4. BSER Evaluation 
 
Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC, Belews Creek Steam Station (DEC) has provided information through 
submittals of July 31 and September 11, 2015, to aid in DAQ’s efforts in determining BSER for CO2 
emissions from Units 1 and 2.  Additional information was provided through face-to-face meetings and 
email communication.   
 
The submitted information consists of baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, generation-based 
annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions) for 2012, projected heat input for future years such as 2019; 
and cost data (capital cost and annual O&M)7, project life, degradation factor and HRI potential for each 
of the following measures, for possible implementation on all EGUs of NC-based coal fleet: 

                                                            
3 Applies to coal-fired EGUs only. 
4 See page 446 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: 
Electric Utility Generating Units Clean Power Plan, August 3, 2015.  
 
Based on nation-wide coal fleet capacity of 213 GW, heat rate improvement capital cost of $100/KW, capital charge rate of 
14.3%, fleet-wide baseline net heat rate of 10,250 Btu/KWh, heat rate improvement of 4% for coal-fired EGUs, annual 
capacity factor of 78%, and future (2030) average coal delivered cost of $2.70 per million Btu. See page 2-65, Greenhouse 
Gas Mitigation Measures, Technical Support Document (TSD) for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants”, 
August 3, 2015. 
  
5 See page 457 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
6 See pages 458 and 459 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
 
7 High level estimate in the range of -20% to +75% in 2015 $s. 
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 Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency) [CLR] 
 Sliding Pressure Operation [SPO] 
 Lower FGD Efficiency (as SO2 permit limits allow) [LFGD] 
 Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB] 
 Air Heater Leakage Reduction [ALR] 
 Combustion Optimization - CCM / Excess Air / Neural Network [CO] 
 Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC] 
 Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive [IBD] 
 Air Heater Exit Gas Temperature Reduction [AHE] 
 Flue Gas Desulfurization (FGD) Auxiliary Load Reduction through Variable Frequency Drives 

[FGDA] 
 Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 
 Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR] 
 Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive [FDF] 
 Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, and Rebuilds [CRR] 
 Electrostatic Precipitator (ESP) (Power management, T/R set upgrades) [ESP] 
 Turbine Upgrades (HI, IP, LP) [TUR] 
 Helper Cooling Tower [HCT]  

 
DEC has claimed the submitted information on cost, project life, and degradation factors, as 
“confidential”.  The DAQ will treat this specific information (cost data and information on project life 
and the associated degradation factors) “confidential” until the Director decides that it is not confidential 
in accordance with NCAC 2Q .0107 “Confidential Information”.  Thus, DAQ will not include such 
information in this document.    
 
In general, through these submittals, DEC characterizes the HRI decreasing over time because the 
equipment associated with each measure degrades over time due to normal wear and tear, requiring 
recurrent implementation of HRI projects or measures.  DEC further mentions that some of the efficiency 
projects cannot be performed or the full HRI benefits may not be realized due to unique configuration 
or physical limitation of a given EGU.   
 
In addition, DEC states that operation of any EGU at less than the full load or if cycled between full and 
partial load will adversely impact EGU’s heat rate.   DEC also discusses reduced utilization of its coal-
fired fleet in the recent history in response to lower natural gas prices, resulting in some of its coal-fired 
units, once operated as base-load units, now operating as intermediate duty cycling units. 
 
Finally, DEC adds that any post combustion environmental controls (activated carbon for mercury 
control, dry bottom and fly ash conversion for coal ash disposal, selective catalytic reduction for NOx 
control, and Zero Liquid Discharge (ZLD) for wastewater treatment) also adversely impact the heat rate 
of the EGU, in addition to any other environmental control which might be installed in future (any project 
implemented since its BSER submittal deadline date of July 31, 2015).   
 
With respect to the BSER evaluation, the DAQ has utilized the following data upon verifying or through 
calculations, for  estimating heat rate reduction (Btu/kWh), CO2 emission reduction (short tons/yr), and 
cost per unit reduction of CO2 ($ per ton) for each measure: 
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Table 1 
 

Unit No. 1 2 
Baseline (2012) Net 
Generation (MWh) 7,685,065 6,305,060 

Baseline (2012) Net Heat 
Rate (Btu/kWh) 9,102 9,279 

Baseline (2012) CO2 
Emissions (Tons/yr) 7,170,093 6,105,967 

Baseline (2012) Annual 
Heat Input (million Btu) 69,949,462 58,504,652 

Baseline (2012) Annual 
Capacity Factor (heat 
input basis) 

0.652 0.529 

Future (2019) Projected 
Annual Capacity Factor 
(heat input basis) 

0.660 0.430 

Future (2019) Projected 
Coal Delivered Cost ($ 
per million Btu) 

3.92 3.92 

Commencement of 
Operation Year 1974 1975 

Planned Retirement Year 2045 2045 
 
It needs to be clarified here that, for all NC-based EGUs, owned by Duke Energy (both under DEC and 
Duke Energy Progress (DEP)), DAQ used the actual coal delivered prices for 2014 and scaled them for 
20198 to estimate the above coal delivered price of $3.92 per million Btu.  DAQ will adjust the capital 

                                                            
8 Duke Energy Carolinas 
 
The actual, average cost of fuel burned for 12 months ending December 2014 (Jan 2014-Dec 2014) was $3.84 per million 
Btu (See NCUC Docket No. E-7, Sub 1047, Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC Monthly Fuel Report, February 11, 2015). 
 
Duke Energy Progress  
 
The actual, average cost of coal burned for 12 months ending January 2015 (Feb 2014-Jan 2015) was $3.57 per million Btu 
(See NCUC Docket No. E-2, Sub 1064, Duke Energy Progress, INC. Monthly Fuel Report, March 12, 2015). 
 
Using the EIA (Annual Energy Outlook 2015) [www.eia.gov/beta/aeo/], 
 
Nationwide coal delivered prices were / projected to be: 
 
2013 $2.50 per million Btu 
2015 $2.41 per million Btu 
2020 $2.54 per million Btu 
 
By interpolation, nationwide coal delivered prices for 2014 and 2019 would be approximately $2.46 per million Btu and 
$2.51 per million, respectively; thus an increase of 2 percent of coal price was projected from 2014 to 2019.   
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and annual O&M costs estimates, provided by DEC in 2015 dollars, to 2019 dollars, using the growth 
factor of 1.8 percent compounded annually.9 
 
BSER Measure-by-Measure Analysis 
For Units 1 and 2, DEC has determined that measures identified above as IDFR, CRR, FGDA, BFP and 
HCT are either technically infeasible or each have very negligible HRI opportunity.  In addition, DEC 
has reasoned that measure SPO increases electric grid reliability risks due to boiler tube or drum damage 
and unstable operation, and recommended that this measure be removed from BSER evaluation for all 
coal-fired EGUs (both DEC and DEP).  Further, for Unit 1 and Unit 2, measures TUR, IBD and ISB 
were accomplished prior to 2012 (baseline year); and measures OCC and CO were implemented between 
2012 and July 31, 2015.   
 
The DAQ agrees with DEC and deems the measures IDFR, CRR, FGDA, BFP, HCT and SPO 
technically infeasible; and hence, will not include them in the BSER evaluation for Units 1 and 2.  In 
addition, DAQ will not include any other measure in its evaluation, if there is any possibility of an 
increase in collateral emissions, such as measures LFGD and ESP for Units 1 and 2.  
 
Thus, DAQ has evaluated the remaining measures for Units 1 and 2 using the methodology described 
below: 
 
First, using the project life (year) for a given measure, DAQ has transformed capital investment ($) into 
an indirect annual (capital) cost ($ per year) by simply dividing capital investment by the project life.  
Then, it added it to the direct annual (fixed O&M) cost to determine the total annual cost.  
 
Then, using the coal delivered price, baseline year (2012) generation and capacity factor, future capacity 
factor, and average HRI percent (calculated assuming the HRI for a given measure degrades linearly 
over the project life based on degradation factor); coal fuel savings have been estimated for 2019.  Fuel 
savings due to improved heat rate have been deducted from the total annual cost to determine net annual 
cost for implementation of a measure. 
 
Next, using baseline CO2 emissions, baseline and future capacity factors, and average improvement of 
heat rate for each EGU (again, assuming a decrease in HRI linearly over the measure’s life based on 
degradation factor) from baseline net heat rate, reduction in CO2 emissions associated with a given 
measure has been estimated.  
 
Finally, cost per unit reduction in CO2 is simply estimated by taking net annual cost and dividing it by 
CO2 emissions, both determined as above. 
 

                                                            
Applying this ratio to the DEC’s fleet, the average coal delivered price in 2019 would be 1.02 * $3.84 per million Btu = $3.92 
per million Btu. 
   
Applying the same ratio to the DEP fleet, the average coal delivered price in 2019 would be 1.02 * $3.57 per million Btu = 
$3.64 per million Btu. 
 
Using the larger value from the above, for conservative calculations, for the entire fleet (both DEC and DEP), the 2019 coal 
delivered cost is projected to be $3.92 per million Btu. 
 
9 See both GDP Chain-Type Price Index and Metals and Metal Products Indicator, Table A20. Macroeconomics Indicators, 
USEIA Annual Energy Outlook 2015.  
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It needs to be emphasized that the average HRI percent (calculated using degradation factor across the 
project life) and not the maximum HRI percent, has been applied to determine fuel savings and CO2 
emissions reductions for a given measure.  
 
Table 2 (one table for each unit) includes heat rate reduction (Btu/kWh), CO2 emission reduction (tons 
per year), and cost per unit CO2 reduction ($ per ton) for each of the remaining measures for Units 1 and 
2: 

Table 2 

Belews Creek Unit 1 

Measure 

Heat Rate 
Reduction 
(Btu/kWh) 

[Project Life 
Average] 

CO2 Emissions 
Reductions 

(tons per year) 
[Project Life 

Average] 

Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction 

($/ton) 
[Including Fuel 

Savings] 

Is Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction 
<= 23 $/ton ? 

Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain 
Unit Efficiency) [CLR] 40 31,769 -13 Y 

Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC]       - 

Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, 
Rebuilds [CRR] 0 0 0 - 

Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP) [TUR]       - 

Helper Cooling Tower [HCT] 0 0 0 - 

Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan 
Variable Frequency Drive [IBD]       - 

FGD Aux Load reduction through 
Variable Frequency Drives [FGDA] 0 0 0 - 

Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven 
Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 0 0 0 - 

Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR] 0 0 0 - 

Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency 
Drive [FDF] 9 6,898 12 Y 

Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB]       - 

AH Leakage Reduction [ALR] 6 4,538 2 Y 

Combustion Optimization - CCM / 
Excess Air / Neural Network [CO]       - 

AH Exit Gas Temperature Reduction 
[AHE] 8 6,354 449 N 

     
Technically infeasible/no opportunity identified   

Performed in or prior to baseline year 2012   
Performed prior to July 2015 and after baseline year   
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Belews Creek Unit 2 

Measure 

Heat Rate 
Reduction 
(Btu/kWh) 

[Project Life 
Average] 

CO2 Emissions 
Reductions 

(tons per year) 
[Project Life 

Average] 

Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction 

($/ton) 
[Including Fuel 

Savings] 

Is Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction 
<= 23 $/ton ? 

Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain 
Unit Efficiency) [CLR] 41 21,727 0 Y 

Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC]       - 

Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, 
Rebuilds [CRR] 0 0 0 - 

Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP) [TUR]       - 

Helper Cooling Tower [HCT] 0 0 0 - 

Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan 
Variable Frequency Drive [IBD]       - 

FGD Aux Load reduction through 
Variable Frequency Drives [FGDA] 0 0 0 - 

Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven 
Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 0 0 0 - 

Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR] 0 0 0 - 

Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency 
Drive [FDF] 21 11,500 -7 Y 

Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB]       - 

AH Leakage Reduction [ALR] 6 3,104 31 N 

Combustion Optimization - CCM / 
Excess Air / Neural Network [CO]       - 

AH Exit Gas Temperature Reduction 
[AHE] 8 4,345 689 N 

     
Technically infeasible/no opportunity identified   

Performed in or prior to baseline year 2012   

Performed prior to July 2015 and after baseline year   
  

Refer to the attached spreadsheet on calculations for annualized cost and cost per unit reduction of CO2 
for each of the HRI measures included in the Table 2 above. 
 
The retirement age for each EGU has been estimated by DEC and made available to DAQ.  There is no 
need to adjust the above estimated costs for the remaining useful life (RUL) of the EGUs.  Each BSER 
measure considered has a project life that is less than the RUL of the EGU.   
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Belews Creek Unit 1 Results Discussion 
Comparing the cost estimates in Table 2, Unit 1 above, with the reasonable cost threshold of less than or 
equal to $23 per ton, as discussed in Section 3, the cost for measures CLR, FDF and ALR is each less 
than or equal to $23 per ton at a collective cost of $1 per ton.  The cost for the only remaining measure 
considered, AHE, at $449 per ton, if added to measures CLR, FDF and ALR, would make the collective 
cost of the four measures to be considered “excessive”, “exorbitant” or “unreasonable”, as stated by EPA 
in the preamble to the final EG10.  Therefore, there are no additional remaining measures available to 
bring the collective cost to less than or equal to $23 per ton for Unit 1.  The DAQ will select the best 
mixture of measures in order to maximize CO2 emissions reductions while keeping the collective cost 
of the selected measures less than or equal to $23 per ton.   
 
For the three available measures: CLR, FDF and ALR, consider the following combinations, one at a 
time: 
 
First, consider using all three available measures: CLR, FDF and ALR.  Based on confidential 
information DEC has supplied as justification, if a large number of other measures are available for a 
given unit, then the projected HRI benefit from CLR should be further reduced.  Therefore, DAQ has 
reduced the HRI benefit for CLR anytime there are two or more other measures to be implemented, in 
this case to from 40 Btu/kWh to 20 Btu/kWh. This results in the cost for CLR being increased from -$13 
per ton to $14 per ton, and the collective cost for measures CLR, FDF and ALR now increases from $1 
per ton to $28 per ton.  Therefore, this combination of measures cannot be selected since the collective 
cost is greater than the $23 per ton threshold. 
 
Next, consider using measures CLR and FDF.  In this case, the HRI benefit for CLR does not need to be 
reduced since only two measures are considered.  The collective cost of CLR and FDF is $0 per ton with 
a CO2 emissions reduction of 38,667 tons per year.   
 
Next, consider using measures CLR and ALR.  In this case, the HRI benefit for CLR does not need to 
be reduced since only two measures are considered.  The collective cost of CLR and ALR is -$11 per 
ton with a CO2 emissions reduction of 36,307 tons per year. 
 
Next, consider using measures FDF and ALR.  The collective cost of FDF and ALR is $14 per ton with 
a CO2 emissions reduction of 11,436 tons per year. 
 
Each of the above three available combinations of measures results in a collective cost of less than or 
equal to $23 per ton which DAQ has determined is reasonable.  Therefore, the decision on which of 
these options to select is based on maximizing the CO2 emissions reductions.   
   
Measures CLR and FDF result in the greatest CO2 emissions reductions.  The associated heat rate 
reduction and CO2 emissions reduction are 48 Btu/kWh and 38,667 tons per year, respectively.  These 
measures are expected to produce non-air environmental co-benefits in the form of reduced water usage 
and solid waste production, in addition to reduced emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, 
and mercury.  Also, no adverse energy impact is expected from employing the measures at Unit 1.  Thus, 
considering cost, non-air environmental, and energy impacts, DAQ determines that measures CLR and 
FDF are the BSER for Unit 1.  
 

                                                            
10 Page 298 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
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Belews Creek Unit 2 Results Discussion 
Comparing the cost estimates in Table 2, Unit 2 above, with the reasonable cost threshold of less than or 
equal to $23 per ton, as discussed in Section 3, the cost for measures CLR and FDF is each less than or 
equal to $23 per ton at a collective cost of -$7 per ton.  One remaining measure, ALR, at a cost of $31 
per ton, if added with CLR and FDF would result in a collective cost for the three measures is $24 per 
ton.  Therefore, this combination of measures cannot be selected since the collective cost is greater than 
$23 per ton.  The cost for the only remaining measure considered, AHE, at $689 per ton, if added to 
measures CLR and FDF, would make the collective cost of the three measures to be considered 
“excessive”, “exorbitant” or “unreasonable”, as stated by EPA in the preamble to the final EG10.   
 
For the three available measures: CLR, FDF and ALR, consider the following combinations, one at a 
time: 
 
First, consider using measures CLR and FDF.  The collective cost of CLR and FDF is -$7 per ton with 
a CO2 emissions reduction of 33,227 tons per year.   
 
Next, consider using measures CLR and ALR.  The collective cost of CLR and ALR is $31. Therefore, 
this combination of measures cannot be selected since the collective cost is greater than $23 per ton.   
 
Next, consider using measures FDF and ALR.  The collective cost of FDF and ALR is $24 per ton.  
Therefore, this combination of measures cannot be selected since the collective cost is greater than $23 
per ton.  
 
Only one of the above three available combinations of measures, CLR and FDF, results in a collective 
cost of less than or equal to $23 per ton, which DAQ has determined is reasonable.  Therefore, these 
measures CLR and FDF are selected as BSER.  The associated heat rate reduction and CO2 emissions 
reduction are 62 Btu/kWh and 33,227 tons per year, respectively.  These measures are expected to 
produce non-air environmental co-benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid waste 
production, in addition to reduced emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  
Also, no adverse energy impact is expected from employing the measures at Unit 2.  Thus, considering 
cost, non-air environmental, and energy impacts, DAQ determines that measures CLR and FDF are the 
BSER for Unit 2.  
 

5. BSER for Belews Creek Units 1 and 2 
 
For Unit 1, DEC shall implement HRI measures CLR and FDF, starting September 1, 2019. 
 
For Unit 2, DEC shall implement HRI measures CLR and FDF, starting September 1, 2019. 
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NOTES REFERENCES

$107,397 A 1

$107,397 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$107,397 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$805,476 1

-$1,214,137 3

-$408,661 2(b)

8 PL 1
$13,425 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$13,425 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

-$395,237 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
6,504,666 4

9,102 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 7,685,065 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 65.17 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 66.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 7,782,941 5

46
34

Project Life, Years 8 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

32,938 6
36,307 6
24,703 6
27,231 6

-11 7
23 8
-15 7
30 8
-13
26
40

31769
1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average coal 
price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Belews Creek U1
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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NOTES REFERENCES

$5,369,837 A 1

$5,369,837 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$5,369,837 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$263,641 3

-$183,094 2(b)

20 PL 1
$268,492 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$268,492 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$85,398 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
6,504,666 4

9,102 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 7,685,065 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 65.17 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 66.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 7,782,941 5

9
8

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.10 1
0.09 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.10
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.09

6,588 6
7,261 6
5,929 6
6,535 6

12 7
48 8
13 7
53 8
12
51
9

6898
1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Belews Creek U1
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive 

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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NOTES REFERENCES

$375,889 A 1

$375,889 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$375,889 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$173,448 3

-$119,750 2(b)

3 PL 1
$125,296 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$125,296 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$5,546 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
6,504,666 4

9,102 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 7,685,065 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 65.17 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 66.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 7,782,941 5

9
2

Project Life, Years 3 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 75 1

0.10 1
0.03 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.10
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.03

6,588 6
7,261 6
1,647 6
1,815 6

1 7
25 8
3 7
99 8
2
62
6

4538
1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Belews Creek U1
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
AH Leakage Reduction

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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NOTES REFERENCES

$3,758,886 A 1

$3,758,886 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$3,758,886 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$2,500,000 1

-$242,827 3

$2,257,173 2(b)

7 PL 1
$536,984 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$536,984 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$2,794,156 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
6,504,666 4

9,102 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 7,685,065 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 65.17 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 66.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 7,782,941 5

9
7

Project Life, Years 7 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.10 1
0.08 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.10
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.08

6,588 6
7,261 6
4,941 6
5,446 6
385 7
418 8
513 7
558 8
449
488

8
6354

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Belews Creek U1
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
AH Exit Gas Temperature Reduction

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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NOTES REFERENCES

$107,397 A 1

$107,397 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$107,397 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$805,476 1

-$815,524 3

-$10,048 2(b)

8 PL 1
$13,425 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$13,425 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$3,376 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
5,539,297 4

9,279 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 6,305,060 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 52.87 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 43.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 5,128,004 5

46
35

Project Life, Years 8 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

22,526 6
24,831 6
16,894 6
18,623 6

0 7
33 8
0 7
44 8
0
38
41

21727
1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average coal 
price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Belews Creek U2
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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NOTES REFERENCES

$5,369,837 A 1

$5,369,837 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$5,369,837 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$431,645 3

-$351,098 2(b)

20 PL 1
$268,492 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$268,492 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

-$82,606 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
5,539,297 4

9,279 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 6,305,060 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 52.87 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 43.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 5,128,004 5

23
20

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.24 1
0.22 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.24
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.22

10,981 6
12,105 6
9,883 6
10,894 6

-7 7
29 8
-8 7
32 8
-7
30
21

11500
1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Belews Creek U2
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive 

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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NOTES REFERENCES

$375,889 A 1

$375,889 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$375,889 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$116,503 3

-$62,805 2(b)

3 PL 1
$125,296 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$125,296 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$62,491 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
5,539,297 4

9,279 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 6,305,060 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 52.87 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 43.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 5,128,004 5

9
2

Project Life, Years 3 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 75 1

0.10 1
0.03 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.10
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.03

4,505 6
4,966 6
1,126 6
1,242 6

13 7
36 8
50 7
144 8
31
90
6

3104
1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Belews Creek U2
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
AH Leakage Reduction

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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NOTES REFERENCES

$3,758,886 A 1

$3,758,886 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$3,758,886 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$2,500,000 1

-$104,087 3

$2,395,913 2(b)

7 PL 1
$536,984 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$536,984 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$2,932,896 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
5,539,297 4

9,279 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 6,305,060 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 52.87 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 43.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 5,128,004 5

9
7

Project Life, Years 7 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.10 1
0.08 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.10
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.08

4,505 6
4,966 6
3,379 6
3,725 6
591 7
612 8
787 7
815 8
689
713

8
4345

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Belews Creek U2
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
AH Exit Gas Temperature Reduction

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality  
Division of Air Quality  

 
Supporting Basis  

Determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction for CO2 Emissions from  
Existing Electric Utility Generating Units  

 
October 30, 2015 

 
Facility 
 
Duke Energy Carolinas LLC, Cliffside Steam Station, Cliffside, NC 
Facility ID: 8100028 
Current Air Quality Permit No. 04044T39 
  
Affected Electric Utility Generating Units (EGUs) 
 
Cliffside Unit 5 
One coal/No. 2 fuel oil-fired electric utility boiler (6,080 million Btu per hour heat input capacity, Unit 
No. 5) equipped with low-NOX concentric firing system and separated over-fire air/lowered firing low-
NOx control equipment  
Generator rated at 552 MW (summertime nameplate capacity). 
 
Cliffside Unit 6 
One coal/No. 2 fuel oil-fired supercritical electric utility boiler (7,850 million Btu per hour heat input 
capacity, Unit No. 6) equipped with low-NOx burners and over-fire air low-NOx control 
Generator rated at 844 MW (summertime nameplate capacity). 
 
 

1. Introduction  
 
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has adopted Emission Guidelines for 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Compliance Times for Electric Utility Generating Units on August 3, 
2015 and codified it in 40 CFR Subpart UUUU.    
 
The affected electric utility steam generating units (EGUs) under these emission guidelines (EG) are 
steam generating units, integrated gasification combined cycle units (IGCC), and stationary combined 
cycle or combined heat and power (CHP) combustion turbines that commenced construction on or 
before January 8, 2014.   
 
The EG includes uniform, nationwide emission standards, which are performance-based rates for 
emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) expressed as CO2 (lb CO2/net MWh), as follows: 
 
 Fossil fuel-fired steam generating units or IGCC: 1,534 lb CO2/net MWh (interim, average of 

2022-2029), 1,305 lb CO2/net MWh (final, starting 2030) 
 

 Natural gas-fired stationary combined cycle combustion turbines (including CHP combustion 
turbines): 832 lb/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-2029), 771 lb/MWh (final, starting 2030) 
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In lieu of the above uniform rates, each EGU can comply with state-specific goal (lb CO2/net MWh).  
The other option is that all affected units in the state, in aggregate, comply with the mass-based state 
goal (short tons/yr).   
 
For North Carolina (NC), the rate-based interim and final goals are 1,311 lb CO2/net MWh and 1,136 
lb CO2/net MWh, respectively.  Similarly, NC’s mass-based interim and final goals are 56,986,025 
short tons/yr and 51,266,234 short tons/yr, respectively.  
 
The above standards (whether uniform nationwide rates or state-specific goals) are based upon the 
determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction (BSER) consisting of following three building 
blocks:   
 
 Building Block 1 (BB1) - reducing the carbon intensity of electricity generation by improving the 

heat rate of existing coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 2 (BB2) - substituting increased electricity generation from lower-emitting existing 
natural gas plants for reduced generation from higher-emitting coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 3 (BB3) - substituting increased electricity generation from new zero-emitting 
renewable energy sources (like wind and solar) for reduced generation from existing coal-fired and 
natural gas-fired power plants. 

 
The EG requires that each state submit its plan complying with all applicable requirements by the 
deadline included therein.   One of the requirements consists of development of an emission standard 
(“standard of performance”) and establishment of compliance time for each EGU. 
 
The Clean Air Act (CAA) §111(a)(1) defines “standard of performance” as “a standard for emissions 
of air pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through the application of 
the best system of emission reduction which (taking into account the cost of achieving such reduction 
and any non-air quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements) the Administrator 
determines has been adequately demonstrated”.  
 

2. History of Development of Emission Guidelines under CAA 
 
Over the last 40 years, under §111(d), the EPA has regulated four pollutants from five source 
categories, by promulgating associated EG.  These source categories are phosphate fertilizer plants 
(fluorides), sulfuric acid plants (acid mist), Kraft pulp plants (total reduced sulfur (TRS)), primary 
aluminum plants (fluorides), and municipal solid waste landfills (landfill gas emissions as non-
methane organic compounds (NMOCs))1.  The following general principles and/or rationales were 
used by EPA in establishing BSER for these EGs: 
 
 The degree of emission reduction achievable through the application of various demonstrated 

control technologies. 
                                                            
1  See Footnote 18 at 79 FR 41776, July 17, 2014, including ‘‘Phosphate Fertilizer Plants; Final Guideline Document 
Availability,’’ 42 FR 12022 (March 1, 1977); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources; Emission Guideline 
for Sulfuric Acid Mist,’’ 42 FR 55796 (October 18, 1977); ‘‘Kraft Pulp Mills, Notice of Availability of Final Guideline 
Document,’’ 44 FR 29828 (May 22, 1979); ‘‘Primary Aluminum Plants; Availability of Final Guideline Document,’’ 45 
FR 26294 (April 17, 1980); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources and Guidelines for Control of Existing 
Sources: Municipal Solid Waste Landfills, Final Rule,’’ 61 FR 9905 (March 12, 1996).  
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 The technical feasibility of applying various demonstrated technologies to existing sources 

considering variability in sizes and designs. 
 

 The impact of various demonstrated technologies on national energy consumption, water pollution, 
waste disposal, and ambient air concentrations of a designated pollutant.  
 

 The cost of adopting the emission guidelines, after considering control costs for various 
demonstrated technologies and taking into account the level of any existing controls. 

 
Each of these EGs indicates that the cost of applying various control technologies can have a 
considerable impact in selection of a BSER for any designated pollutant for existing facilities.   They 
also indicate that the age, size, type, class, and process design of the facility, influence not only the 
BSER selection process, but can also support a decision-making for whether different EGs are to be 
established for differing sizes, types, or classes of equipment. 
 
The EGs for the above referenced source categories have been established for principal points of 
emissions (point and fugitive emissions sources) located within the facility and, not for any emissions 
sources located outside of the facility.  Finally, in these EGs, with respect to determining the EG, EPA 
has consistently recognized that not only the control technology needs to be demonstrated on existing 
sources, but the degree of emission reduction (performance level) needs to be readily achievable by the 
control technology. 
 

3. The Division of Air Quality (DAQ)’s Approach for Determination of BSER  
 
The DAQ will consider the above general principles in determining BSER for CO2 emissions reduction 
from each EGU.  But, importantly, DAQ will determine BSER for each EGU based upon BB1-type 
measures only (i.e., measures which can be accomplished within the fence-line of the facility), 
conforming to the §111(d) of the CAA and the requirements of 40 CFR 60 “Adoption and Submittal of 
State Plans for Designated Facilities”.  Thus, DAQ’s approach will comprise of improving the 
operational efficiency of the EGUs in order to reduce CO2 emissions from the 2012 baseline levels. 
 
The DAQ’s BSER evaluation will specifically be based upon the following: 
 
 type of EGU 
 remaining useful life of the EGU 
 unit’s baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions)  
 unit’s projected future capacity factor  
 feasibility of applying specific heat rate improvement (HRI) measure on a given unit  
 whether the measure is adequately demonstrated  
 degree of heat rate reduction potential for feasible HRI measures  
 site-specific limitations  
 associated costs (capital, fixed and variable operational and maintenance (O&M), and fuel savings) 
 cost per ton of CO2 reduction 
 
The evaluation is also based on literature review2 of technical feasibility for various HRI measures, 
degree of heat rate reduction potential, and costs data (capital, and fixed and variable O&M).  

                                                            
2 “Coal-fired Power Plant Heat Rate Reductions”, Final Report, Sargent & Lundy, Chicago, IL, January 22, 2009. 
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It needs to be emphasized here that DAQ’s determination for each EGU will not be based upon some 
pre-determined HRI target, such as EPA’s selection of a 4.3% HRI potential for EGUs in the Eastern 
interconnection3, as discussed in the EG.  
 
The DAQ’s approach will include those adequately demonstrated, cost-effective measures that assure 
that the electricity is generated with lower CO2 emissions, thus improving public health and welfare. 
The selected HRI measures would be expected to produce non-air environmental co-benefits in the 
form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, reductions in emissions of non-
GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  However, it should be noted that as the EGU 
becomes more cost-competitive due to HRIs, it may be dispatched more frequently and/or at higher 
loads.  If the EGU is utilized more often, some increases in emissions of GHG (as CO2) and similarly, 
for non-GHG pollutants (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury) are possible, and those could partially offset 
the emissions reductions achieved through the HRI of the EGU. 
 
EPA has determined a cost estimate of $23 per ton4 reasonable for CO2 emissions reduction from 
EGUs under BB1 implementing HRI measures.  EPA has further determined that this cost is 
reasonable because it achieves “an appropriate balance between cost and amount of reductions.”5 In 
addition, EPA has used another benchmark in the form of social cost of carbon (SC-CO2) at $40 per 
ton (2020) to $48 per ton (2030)6 to conclude that the above $23 per ton cost is reasonable.   
 
In determining a BSER for a particular EGU, DAQ will use the above cost effectiveness threshold of 
$23 per ton to determine reasonableness of cost and whether one or more technically feasible 
measure(s) can be implemented, as long as, collectively, the total cost does not exceed this threshold.  
 

4. BSER Evaluation 
 
Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC, Cliffside Steam Station (DEC) has provided information through 
submittals of July 31 and September 11, 2015, to aid in DAQ’s efforts in determining BSER for CO2 
emissions from Units 5 and 6.  Additional information was provided through face-to-face meetings and 
email communication.   
 
The submitted information consists of baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, generation-based 
annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions) for 2012, projected heat input for future years such as 
                                                                                                                                                                                                           
“Analysis of Heat Rate Improvement Potential at Coal-Fired Power Plants”, US Energy Information Administration, 
Washington, DC, May 2015. 
S. Corellis, “Range and Applicability of Heat Rate Improvements”, Technical Update, Electric Power Research Institute, 
Palo Alto, CA, April 2014.  
3 Applies to coal-fired EGUs only. 
4 See page 446 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: 
Electric Utility Generating Units Clean Power Plan, August 3, 2015.  
 
Based on nation-wide coal fleet capacity of 213 GW, heat rate improvement capital cost of $100/KW, capital charge rate of 
14.3%, fleet-wide baseline net heat rate of 10,250 Btu/KWh, heat rate improvement of 4% for coal-fired EGUs, annual 
capacity factor of 78%, and future (2030) average coal delivered cost of $2.70 per million Btu. See page 2-65, Greenhouse 
Gas Mitigation Measures, Technical Support Document (TSD) for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants”, 
August 3, 2015. 
  
5 See page 457 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
6 See pages 458 and 459 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
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2019; and cost data (capital cost and annual O&M)7, project life, degradation factor and HRI potential 
for each of the following measures, for possible implementation on all EGUs of NC-based coal fleet: 
 
 Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency) [CLR] 
 Sliding Pressure Operation [SPO] 
 Lower FGD Efficiency (as SO2 permit limits allow) [LFGD] 
 Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB] 
 Air Heater Leakage Reduction [ALR] 
 Combustion Optimization - CCM / Excess Air / Neural Network [CO] 
 Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC] 
 Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive [IBD] 
 Air Heater Exit Gas Temperature Reduction [AHE] 
 Flue Gas Desulfurization (FGD) Auxiliary Load Reduction through Variable Frequency Drives 

[FGDA] 
 Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 
 Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR] 
 Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive [FDF] 
 Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, and Rebuilds [CRR] 
 Electrostatic Precipitator (ESP) (Power management, T/R set upgrades) [ESP] 
 Turbine Upgrades (HI, IP, LP) [TUR] 
 Helper Cooling Tower [HCT] 
 
DEC has claimed the submitted information on cost, project life, and degradation factors, as 
“confidential”.  The DAQ will treat this specific information (cost data and information on project life 
and the associated degradation factors) “confidential” until the Director decides that it is not 
confidential in accordance with NCAC 2Q .0107 “Confidential Information”.  Thus, DAQ will not 
include such information in this document. 
 
In general, through these submittals, DEC characterizes the HRIs decreasing over time because the 
equipment associated with each measure degrades over time due to normal wear and tear, requiring 
recurrent implementation of HRI projects or measures.  DEC further mentions that some of the 
efficiency projects cannot be performed or the full HRI benefits may not be realized due to unique 
configuration or physical limitation of a given EGU. 
 
In addition, DEC states that operation of any EGU at less than the full load or if cycled between full 
and partial load will adversely impact EGU’s heat rate.   DEC also discusses reduced utilization of its 
coal-fired fleet in the recent history in response to lower natural gas prices, resulting in some of its 
coal-fired units, once operated as base-load units, now operating as intermediate duty cycling units. 
 
Finally, DEC adds that any post combustion environmental controls (activated carbon for mercury 
control, dry bottom and fly ash conversion for coal ash disposal, selective catalytic reduction for NOx 
control, and Zero Liquid Discharge (ZLD) for wastewater treatment) also adversely impact the heat 
rate of the EGU, in addition to any other environmental control which might be installed in future (any 
project implemented since its BSER submittal deadline date of July 31, 2015).   
 

                                                            
7 High level estimate in the range of -20% to +75% in 2015 $s. 

VI-64 A-12772



6 
 

With respect to the BSER evaluation, the DAQ has utilized the following data upon verifying or 
through calculations, for estimating heat rate reduction (Btu/kWh), CO2 emission reduction (short 
tons/yr), and cost per unit reduction of CO2 ($ per ton) for each measure: 
 

Table 1: Cliffside Units 5 and 6 
 

Unit No. 5 6 

Baseline (2012) Net Generation (MWh) 1,144,368 4,813,190 

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate (Btu/kWh) 10,164 8,944 

Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions (Tons/yr) 1,192,056 4,416,678 

Baseline (2012) Annual Heat Input (million 
Btu) 11,631,356 43,049,171 

Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat 
input basis) 0.218 0.626 

Future (2019) Projected Annual Capacity 
Factor (Heat Input Basis) 0.100 0.540 

Future (2019) Projected Coal Delivered Cost 
($ per million Btu) 3.92 3.92 

Commencement of Operation Year 1972 2012 

Planned Retirement Year 2042 2048 
 
It needs to be clarified here that, for all NC-based EGUs, owned by Duke Energy (both under DEC and 
Duke Energy Progress (DEP)), DAQ used the actual coal delivered prices for 2014 and scaled them for 
20198 to estimate the above coal delivered price of $3.92 per million Btu. DAQ will adjust the capital 

                                                            
8 Duke Energy Carolinas 
The actual, average cost of fuel burned for 12 months ending December 2014 (Jan 2014-Dec 2014) was $3.84 per million 
Btu (See NCUC Docket No. E-7, Sub 1047, Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC Monthly Fuel Report, February 11, 2015). 
 
Duke Energy Progress  
The actual, average cost of coal burned for 12 months ending January 2015 (Feb 2014-Jan 2015) was $3.57 per million Btu 
(See NCUC Docket No. E-2, Sub 1064, Duke Energy Progress, INC. Monthly Fuel Report, March 12, 2015). 
Using the EIA (Annual Energy Outlook 2015) [www.eia.gov/beta/aeo/], nationwide coal delivered prices were projected to 
be: 
2013 $2.50 per million Btu 
2015 $2.41 per million Btu 
2020 $2.54 per million Btu 
By interpolation, nationwide coal delivered prices for 2014 and 2019 would be approximately $2.46 per million Btu and 
$2.51 per million, respectively; thus an increase of 2 percent of coal price was projected from 2014 to 2019. Applying this 
ratio to the DEC’s fleet, the average coal delivered price in 2019 would be 1.02 * $3.84 per million Btu = $3.92 per million 
Btu. Applying the same ratio to the DEP fleet, the average coal delivered price in 2019 would be 1.02 * $3.57 per million 
Btu = $3.64 per million Btu. Using the larger value from the above, for conservative calculations, for the entire fleet (both 
DEC and DEP), the 2019 coal delivered cost is projected to be $3.92 per million Btu. 
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and annual O&M costs estimates, provided by DEC in 2015 dollars, to 2019 dollars, using the growth 
factor of 1.8 percent compounded annually.9 
 
Cliffside Unit 5 BSER Candidates 
For Unit 5, DEC has determined that measures identified above as SPO, CRR, HCT, FGDA, BFP, 
IDFR, AHE are either technically infeasible or each have very negligible HRI opportunity. The DAQ 
agrees with DEC, and will not include them further in the BSER evaluation. 
 
Further, measures TUR and IBD were accomplished prior to 2012 (baseline year). 
 
The DAQ will not include any other measure in its evaluation if there is any possibility of an increase 
in collateral emissions, such as measures LFGD and ESP. 
 
Thus, the following remaining six measures were considered further in the BSER analysis: 
CLR, OCC, FDF, ISB, ALR and CO. 
 
Cliffside Unit 6 BSER Candidates 
For Unit 6, DEC has determined that measures identified above as OCC, CRR, TUR, HCT, FGDA, 
BFP, IDFR, and AHE, are either technically infeasible or each have very negligible HRI opportunity.  
In addition, DEC has reasoned that measure SPO increases electric grid reliability risks due to boiler 
tube or drum damage and unstable operation, and recommended that this measure be removed from 
BSER evaluation for all coal-fired EGUs (both DEC and DEP). The DAQ agrees with DEC, and will 
not include these measures further in the BSER evaluation. 
 
Measure IBD was accomplished prior to 2012 (baseline year). 
 
The DAQ will not include any other measure in its evaluation if there is any possibility of an increase 
in collateral emissions, such as measures LFGD and ESP. 
 
Thus, the following remaining five measures were considered further in the BSER analysis: 
CLR, FDF, ISB, ALR and CO. 
 
BSER Measure by Measure Analysis 
The DAQ has evaluated the remaining measures for Units 5 and 6 using the methodology described 
below: 
 
First, using the project life (yr) for a given measure, DAQ has transformed capital investment ($) into 
an indirect annual (capital) cost ($ per yr) by simply dividing capital investment by the project life.  
Then, it added it to the direct annual (fixed O&M) cost to determine the total annual cost.  
 
Next, using the coal delivered price, baseline year (2012) generation and capacity factor, future 
capacity factor, and average HRI percent (calculated assuming the HRI for a given measure degrades 
linearly over the project life based on degradation factor); coal fuel savings have been estimated for 
2019.  Fuel savings due to improved heat rate have been deducted from the total annual cost to 
determine net annual cost for implementation of a measure. 
 

                                                            
9 See both GDP Chain-Type Price Index and Metals and Metal Products Indicator, Table A20. Macroeconomics Indicators, 
USEIA Annual Energy Outlook 2015.  
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Then, using baseline CO2 emissions, baseline and future capacity factors, and average improvement of 
heat rate for the EGU (again assuming a decrease in HRI linearly over the measure’s life based on 
degradation factor) from baseline net heat rate, reduction in CO2 emissions associated with a given 
measure has been estimated.  
 
Finally, cost per unit reduction in CO2 is simply estimated by taking net annual cost and dividing it by 
CO2 emissions, both determined as above. 
 
It needs to be emphasized that average HRI percent (calculated using degradation factor across the 
project life) and not the maximum HRI percent, has been applied to determine fuel savings and CO2 
emissions reductions for a given measure.  
 
Table 2 (one table for each unit) includes heat rate reduction (Btu/kWh), CO2 emission reduction 
(tons/yr), and cost per unit CO2 reduction ($ per ton) for each of the remaining measures considered for 
Units 5 and 6. 
 
Refer to the attached spreadsheet on calculations for annualized cost and cost per unit reduction of CO2 
for each associated measure included in Table 2. 
 
It needs to be stated here although the retirement age for each of the units has been estimated by DEC 
and available to DAQ, there is no need to adjust the estimated costs, considering the remaining useful 
life (RUL) of each of the EGUs.  Each BSER measure considered has a project life that is less than the 
RUL of the EGU.  
 
Cliffside Unit 5 Results 
If implemented, all of the measures included in Table 2 would be expected to produce non-air 
environmental co-benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition 
to reduced emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury. Adverse energy impacts 
would not be expected as well. 
 
However, as shown in Table 2: Cliffside Unit 5, the estimated cost for each measure considered 
exceeds the reasonable cost threshold of $23 per ton and can be considered “excessive”, “exorbitant” 
or “unreasonable”, as stated by EPA in the preamble to the final EG.10 
 
As shown in Table 1, Unit 5 is projected to operate at a very low annual capacity factor. If the EGU 
was to operate at a higher annual capacity factor, the cost per unit reduction of CO2 would be reduced.  
 
In summary, DAQ has determined the estimated costs in $ per ton for each of the measures for Unit 5 
unreasonable. Thus, considering cost, non-air environmental, and energy impacts, DAQ determines 
that none of the measures listed in Table 2 is BSER for Unit 5.  
 
  

                                                            
10 Page 298 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
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Table 2: Cliffside Unit 5 

 

Measure 

Heat Rate 
Reduction  

 
Btu/kWh 

[Project Life 
Average] 

CO2 Emissions 
Reductions  

 
tons per year 
[Project Life 

Average] 

Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction 

 
$ per ton 

[Including Fuel 
Savings] 

Is Cost per 
Unit CO2 
Reduction 
<= $23 per 

ton? 

Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain 
Unit Efficiency) [CLR] 44 2,388 311 N 

Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC] 8 409 724 N 

Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, 
Rebuilds [CRR] 0 0 0 - 

Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP) [TUR]       - 

Helper Cooling Tower [HCT] 0 0 0 - 

Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan 
Variable Frequency Drive [IBD]       - 

FGD Aux Load Reduction Through 
Variable Frequency Drives [FGDA] 0 0 0 - 

Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven 
Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 0 0 0 - 

Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR] 0 0 0 - 

Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency 
Drive [FDF] 43 2,333 112 N 

Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB] 27 1,433 37 N 

AH Leakage Reduction [ALR] 13 682 350 N 

Combustion Optimization - CCM / 
Excess Air / Neural Network [CO] 27 1,433 95 N 

AH Exit Gas Temperature Reduction 
[AHE] 0 0 0 - 

Technically infeasible/no opportunity identified   
Performed in or prior to baseline year 2012   

Performed prior to July 2015 and after baseline year   
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Table 2: Cliffside Unit 6 

 

Measure 

Heat Rate 
Reduction  

 
Btu/kWh 

[Project Life 
Average] 

CO2 Emissions 
Reductions  

 
tons per year 
[Project Life 

Average] 

Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction 

 
$ per ton 

[Including Fuel 
Savings] 

Is Cost per 
Unit CO2 

Reduction <= 
$23 per ton? 

Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain 
Unit Efficiency) [CLR] 39 16,669 11 Y 

Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC] 0 0 0 - 

Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, 
Rebuilds [CRR] 0 0 0 - 

Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP) [TUR] 0 0 0 - 

Helper Cooling Tower [HCT] 0 0 0 - 

Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan 
Variable Frequency Drive [IBD]       - 

FGD Aux Load Reduction Through 
Variable Frequency Drives [FGDA] 0 0 0 - 

Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven 
Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 0 0 0 - 

Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR] 0 0 0 - 

Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency 
Drive [FDF] 15 6,334 17 Y 

Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB] 12 5,001 -17 Y 

AH Leakage Reduction [ALR] 11 4,762 -1 Y 

Combustion Optimization - CCM / 
Excess Air / Neural Network [CO] 23 10,001 -20 Y 

AH Exit Gas Temperature Reduction 
[AHE] 0 0 0 - 

Technically infeasible/no opportunity identified   
Performed in or prior to baseline year 2012   

Performed prior to July 2015 and after baseline year   
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Cliffside Unit 6 Results 
Upon, initial analysis all remaining five measures (CLR, FDF, ISB, ALR and CO) individually cost 
less than $23/ton and collectively cost -$21/ton.  
 
Of the five remaining projects, ISB, ALR and CO can be considered measures that improve boiler 
efficiency. When considering measures that improve an EGU’s thermal efficiency, the benefits are not 
necessarily additive, unlike the case for measures that reduce parasitic loads on the EGU, where it is a 
reasonable assumption to do so.  The HRI likely values initially submitted by DEC and used thus far 
do not take into account synergistic effects. Therefore, it is reasonable to adjust the HRI values used in 
this analysis in those cases where multiple boiler efficiency projects are considered together as BSER. 
Based on confidential information DEC has supplied as justification, the HRI likely for ISB will be 
further reduced in this analysis. A decrease in the HRI will also result in the increase in the cost per ton 
of CO2 removed.  
 
One other adjustment to consider in this case is the use of CLR. DEC has supplied justification that the 
assumption of a HRI value resulting from the implementation of CLR alone should not be considered 
additive (similar to boiler efficiency projects) when implemented with many other projects. DAQ 
found this explanation reasonable and as a result reduced the HRI likely from the implementation of 
CLR when used in conjunction with two or more other measures. 
 
The table below (Table 3) presents the reductions in heat rate, cost per ton of CO2 reduction and the 
total CO2 reduction associated with the implementation of each measure. The table also presents the 
combinations of measures that will be considered as BSER candidates. Note that other combinations 
are possible, but by inspection can readily be seen to exceed the reasonable cost threshold or have 
much lower benefit than those presented here. 
 
Note that after adjustment to the HRI for CLR and ISB, the collective cost of implementing all five 
measures (option 0) increases from -$21/ton to $40/ton, exceeding the reasonable cost threshold. 
 
Upon review, options 2, 4, and 7 have the greatest environmental benefit of all combinations that are 
below the reasonable cost threshold. Options 2 and 4 have the same environmental benefit (e.g., 62 
Btu/kWh or 26,670 tons of CO2 reduced) but option 2 is of a lower cost (-$17/ton vs. -$9/ton). 
 
Option 7 has a slightly lower environmental benefit (26,098 vs. 26,670 tons/yr.) than option 2, but has 
a lower cost (-$21/ton vs. -$17/ton). 
 
It needs to be stated here that there is some uncertainty about whether the HRI benefits associated with 
CLR would actually be realized as per the information provided by DEC.  Given the small margin of 
difference between option 2 and option 7, the DAQ recommends option 7 or the following measures 
for BSER for Unit 6: FDF, ISB, ALR and CO. 
 
In summary, DAQ has determined the following four measures as BSER: FDF, ISB, ALR and CO. 
The cumulative associated heat rate reductions and CO2 emissions reductions are 61 Btu/kWh and 
26,098 tons/yr. respectively. The measures are expected to produce non-air environmental co-benefits 
in the form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, reduced emissions of 
non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury. No adverse energy impact is expected from 
employing the four measures as BSER at Unit 6.  
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Table 3: Cliffside Unit 6 

Cost and Benefits as a Function of Measure Combinations 
 

Option Measures 
Heat Rate 
Reduction,
Btu/ kWh 

Cost per 
ton of 
CO2 

reduced, 
$/ton 

Total CO2 
reduction, 

tpy 

- 
CLR ( with 2 or more other 

measures) 20 61 8,334 
- CLR (alone or with 1 other measure) 39 11 16,669 
- FDF 15 17 6,334 
- ISB ( with CO in mix) 12 -17 5,001 
- ISB (without CO in mix) 23 -28 10,001 
- ALR 11 -1 4,762 
- CO 23 -20 10,001 
          
0 All five measures if possible 81 40 34,432 
1 CLR + FDF 54 28 23,003 
2 CLR +ISB 62 -17 26,670 
3 CLR +ALR 50 10 21,431 
4 CLR+CO 62 -9 26,670 
5 CLR+ISB+CO 55 24 23,336 
6 CLR+ISB+ALR 54 32 23,097 
7 FDF+ISB+ALR+CO 61 -21 26,098 
8 FDF+ISB+ALR 49 -12 21,097 
9 FDF+ALR+CO 49 -4 21,097 

 
 

5. BSER for Cliffside Units 5 and 6 
 
Cliffside Unit 5 
No BSER. 
 
Cliffside Unit 6 
DEC shall implement the following HRI measures, consisting of FDF, ISB, ALR and CO, starting 
September 1, 2019. 
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NOTES REFERENCES

$107,397 A 1

$107,397 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$107,397 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$805,476 1

-$91,278 3

$714,198 2(b)

8 PL 1
$13,425 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$13,425 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$727,622 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,081,426 4

10,164 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,144,368 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 21.84 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 10.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 523,978 5

51
38

Project Life, Years 8 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

2,476 6
2,729 6
1,857 6
2,047 6
267 7
300 8
355 7
400 8
311
350
44

2388
1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average coal 
price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Cliffside U5
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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NOTES REFERENCES

$2,147,935 A 1

$2,147,935 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$2,147,935 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$64,438 1

-$15,648 3

$48,790 2(b)

10 PL 1
$214,793 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$214,793 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$263,584 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,081,426 4

10,164 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,144,368 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 21.84 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 10.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 523,978 5

10
5

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 50 1

0.10 1
0.05 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.10
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.05

495 6
546 6
248 6
273 6
483 7
512 8
966 7

1023 8
724
767

8
409

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Cliffside U5
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Online Condenser Cleaning

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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NOTES REFERENCES

$5,369,837 A 1

$5,369,837 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$5,369,837 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$89,191 3

-$8,644 2(b)

20 PL 1
$268,492 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$268,492 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$259,848 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,081,426 4

10,164 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,144,368 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 21.84 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 10.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 523,978 5

46
41

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.45 1
0.41 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.45
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.41

2,228 6
2,456 6
2,005 6
2,211 6
106 7
142 8
118 7
158 8
112
150
43

2333
1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Cliffside U5
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive 

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

VI-74 A-12782



NOTES REFERENCES

$536,984 A 1

$536,984 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$536,984 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$54,767 3

-$1,068 2(b)

10 PL 1
$53,698 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$53,698 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$52,630 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,081,426 4

10,164 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,144,368 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 21.84 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 10.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 523,978 5

30
23

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.30 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.30
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

1,485 6
1,637 6
1,114 6
1,228 6

32 7
66 8
43 7
87 8
37
77
27

1433
1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Cliffside U5
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Intelligent Sootblowers

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

VI-75 A-12783



NOTES REFERENCES

$375,889 A 1

$375,889 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$375,889 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$26,079 3

$27,619 2(b)

3 PL 1
$125,296 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$125,296 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$152,915 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,081,426 4

10,164 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,144,368 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 21.84 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 10.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 523,978 5

20
5

Project Life, Years 3 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 75 1

0.20 1
0.05 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.20
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.05

990 6
1,092 6
248 6
273 6
140 7
164 8
560 7
656 8
350
410
13
682

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Cliffside U5
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
AH Leakage Reduction

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

VI-76 A-12784



NOTES REFERENCES

$1,073,967 A 1

$1,073,967 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$1,073,967 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$54,767 3

$25,781 2(b)

10 PL 1
$107,397 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$107,397 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$133,178 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,081,426 4

10,164 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,144,368 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 21.84 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 10.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 523,978 5

30
23

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.30 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.30
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

1,485 6
1,637 6
1,114 6
1,228 6

81 7
115 8
108 7
153 8
95
134
27

1433
1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Cliffside U5
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Combustion Optimization - CCM / Excess Air / Neural Network

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

VI-77 A-12785



NOTES REFERENCES

$107,397 A 1

$107,397 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$107,397 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$805,476 1

-$636,460 3

$169,015 2(b)

8 PL 1
$13,425 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$13,425 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$182,440 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
4,006,784 4

8,944 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 4,813,190 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 62.60 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 54.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 4,151,953 5

45
34

Project Life, Years 8 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

17,282 6
19,050 6
12,961 6
14,287 6

10 7
43 8
13 7
57 8
11
50
39

16669

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average coal 
price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Cliffside U6*
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

VI-78 A-12786



NOTES REFERENCES

$5,369,837 A 1

$5,369,837 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$5,369,837 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$241,855 3

-$161,307 2(b)

20 PL 1
$268,492 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$268,492 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$107,185 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
4,006,784 4

8,944 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 4,813,190 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 62.60 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 54.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 4,151,953 5

16
14

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.18 1
0.16 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.18
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.16

6,049 6
6,667 6
5,444 6
6,001 6

16 7
52 8
18 7
58 8
17
55
15

6334
1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Cliffside U6*
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive 

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

VI-79 A-12787



NOTES REFERENCES

$536,984 A 1

$536,984 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$536,984 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$190,938 3

-$137,240 2(b)

10 PL 1
$53,698 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$53,698 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

-$83,541 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
4,006,784 4

8,944 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 4,813,190 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 62.60 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 54.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 4,151,953 5

13
10

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.15 1
0.11 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.15
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.11

5,184 6
5,715 6
3,888 6
4,286 6
-15 7
19 8
-19 7
25 8
-17
22
12

5001
1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Cliffside U6*
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Intelligent Sootblowers

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

VI-80 A-12788



NOTES REFERENCES

$375,889 A 1

$375,889 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$375,889 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$181,846 3

-$128,147 2(b)

3 PL 1
$125,296 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$125,296 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

-$2,851 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
4,006,784 4

8,944 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 4,813,190 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 62.60 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 54.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 4,151,953 5

18
4

Project Life, Years 3 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 75 1

0.20 1
0.05 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.20
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.05

6,913 6
7,620 6
1,728 6
1,905 6

0 7
23 8
-1 7
94 8
-1
59
11

4762
1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Cliffside U6*
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
AH Leakage Reduction

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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NOTES REFERENCES

$1,073,967 A 1

$1,073,967 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$1,073,967 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$381,876 3

-$301,329 2(b)

10 PL 1
$107,397 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$107,397 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

-$193,932 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
4,006,784 4

8,944 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 4,813,190 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 62.60 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 54.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 4,151,953 5

27
20

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.30 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.30
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

10,369 6
11,430 6
7,777 6
8,572 6
-17 7
16 8
-23 7
22 8
-20
19
23

10001
1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Cliffside U6*
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Combustion Optimization - CCM / Excess Air / Neural Network

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality  
Division of Air Quality  

 
Supporting Basis  

Determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction for CO2 Emissions from  
Existing Electric Utility Generating Units  

 
October 30, 2015 

 
Facility 
 
Duke Energy Carolinas LLC, Allen Steam Station, Belmont, NC 
Facility ID: 3600039 
Current Air Quality Permit No. 03757T40 
  
Affected Electric Utility Generating Units (EGUs) 
 
One coal/No. 2 fuel oil-fired electric utility boiler equipped with a modified fuel burner system (low 
NOx concentric firing system) and separated over-fire air low NOx equipment (4,151 million Btu per 
hour heat input capacity, ID No. ES-4 (U4Boiler) [Unit 4]).  Generator rated at 275 MW (nameplate 
capacity). 
 
One coal/No. 2 fuel oil-fired electric utility boiler equipped with a modified fuel burner system (low 
NOx concentric firing system), separated over-fire air, and lowered fired low NOx equipment (3,997 
million Btu per hour heat input capacity, ID No. ES-5 (U5Boiler) [Unit 5]). Generator rated at 275 
MW (nameplate capacity).  
 
Note: There are three other coal-fired EGUs (ID Nos. ES-1 (U1Boiler) [Unit 1], ES-2 (U2Boiler) [Unit 
2], and ES-3 (U3Boiler) [Unit 3]) at this facility, but, they are scheduled to be shut down in 2023, and 
the DAQ determined that there are no measures that represent Best System of Emission Reduction for 
these EGUs. 
 

1. Introduction  
 
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has adopted Emission Guidelines for 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Compliance Times for Electric Utility Generating Units on August 3, 
2015 and codified it in 40 CFR Subpart UUUU.    
 
The affected electric utility steam generating units (EGUs) under these emission guidelines (EG) are 
steam generating units, integrated gasification combined cycle units (IGCC), and stationary combined 
cycle or combined heat and power (CHP) combustion turbines that commenced construction on or 
before January 8, 2014.   
 
The EG includes uniform, nationwide emission standards, which are performance-based rates for 
emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) expressed as CO2 (lb CO2/net MWh), as follows: 
 
 Fossil fuel-fired steam generating units or IGCC: 1,534 lb CO2/net MWh (interim, average of 

2022-2029), 1,305 lb CO2/net MWh (final, starting 2030) 
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 Natural gas-fired stationary combined cycle combustion turbines (including CHP combustion 
turbines): 832 lb/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-2029), 771 lb/MWh (final, starting 2030) 

 
In lieu of the above uniform rates, each EGU can comply with state-specific goal (lb CO2/net MWh).  
The other option is that all affected units in the state, in aggregate, comply with the mass-based state 
goal (short tons/yr).   
 
For North Carolina (NC), the rate-based interim and final goals are 1,311 lb CO2/net MWh and 1,136 
lb CO2/net MWh, respectively.  Similarly, NC’s mass-based interim and final goals are 56,986,025 
short tons/yr and 51,266,234 short tons/yr, respectively.  
 
The above standards (whether uniform nationwide rates or state-specific goals) are based upon the 
determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction (BSER) consisting of following three building 
blocks:   
 
 Building Block 1 (BB1) - reducing the carbon intensity of electricity generation by improving the 

heat rate of existing coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 2 (BB2) - substituting increased electricity generation from lower-emitting existing 
natural gas plants for reduced generation from higher-emitting coal-fired power plants. 

 
 Building Block 3 (BB3) - substituting increased electricity generation from new zero-emitting 

renewable energy sources (like wind and solar) for reduced generation from existing coal-fired and 
natural gas-fired power plants. 

 
The EG requires that each state submit its plan complying with all applicable requirements by the 
deadline included therein.   One of the requirements consists of development of an emission standard 
(“standard of performance”) and establishment of compliance time for each EGU. 
 
The Clean Air Act (CAA) §111(a)(1) defines “standard of performance” as “a standard for emissions 
of air pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through the application of 
the best system of emission reduction which (taking into account the cost of achieving such reduction 
and any nonair quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements) the Administrator 
determines has been adequately demonstrated”.  
 

2. History of Development of Emission Guidelines under CAA 
 
Over the last 40 years, under §111(d), the EPA has regulated four pollutants from five source 
categories, by promulgating associated EG.  These source categories are phosphate fertilizer plants 
(fluorides), sulfuric acid plants (acid mist), Kraft pulp plants (total reduced sulfur (TRS)), primary 
aluminum plants (fluorides), and municipal solid waste landfills (landfill gas emissions as non-
methane organic compounds (NMOCs))1.  The following general principles and/or rationales were 
used by EPA in establishing BSER for these EGs: 
                                                            
1  See Footnote 18 at 79 FR 41776, July 17, 2014, including ‘‘Phosphate Fertilizer Plants; Final Guideline Document 
Availability,’’ 42 FR 12022 (March 1, 1977); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources; Emission Guideline 
for Sulfuric Acid Mist,’’ 42 FR 55796 (October 18, 1977); ‘‘Kraft Pulp Mills, Notice of Availability of Final Guideline 
Document,’’ 44 FR 29828 (May 22, 1979); ‘‘Primary Aluminum Plants; Availability of Final Guideline Document,’’ 45 
FR 26294 (April 17, 1980); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources and Guidelines for Control of Existing 
Sources: Municipal Solid Waste Landfills, Final Rule,’’ 61 FR 9905 (March 12, 1996).  
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 The degree of emission reduction achievable through the application of various demonstrated 

control technologies. 
 

 The technical feasibility of applying various demonstrated technologies to existing sources 
considering variability in sizes and designs. 

 
 The impact of various demonstrated technologies on national energy consumption, water pollution, 

waste disposal, and ambient air concentrations of a designated pollutant.  
 

 The cost of adopting the emission guidelines, after considering control costs for various 
demonstrated technologies and taking into account the level of any existing controls. 

 
Each of these EGs indicates that the cost of applying various control technologies can have a 
considerable impact in selection of a BSER for any designated pollutant for existing facilities.   They 
also indicate that the age, size, type, class, and process design of the facility, influence not only the 
BSER selection process, but can also support a decision-making for whether different EGs are to be 
established for differing sizes, types, or classes of equipment. 
 
The EGs for the above referenced source categories have been established for principal points of 
emissions (point and fugitive emissions sources) located within the facility and, not for any emissions 
sources located outside of the facility.  Finally, in these EGs, with respect to determining the EG, EPA 
has consistently recognized that not only the control technology needs to be demonstrated on existing 
sources, but the degree of emission reduction (performance level) needs to be readily achievable by the 
control technology. 
 

3. The Division of Air Quality (DAQ)’s Approach for Determination of BSER  
 
The DAQ will consider the above general principles in determining BSER for CO2 emissions reduction 
from each EGU.  But, importantly, DAQ will determine BSER for each EGU based upon BB1-type 
measures only (i.e., measures which can be accomplished within the fence-line of the facility), 
conforming to the §111(d) of the CAA and the requirements of 40 CFR 60 “Adoption and Submittal of 
State Plans for Designated Facilities”.  Thus, DAQ’s approach will comprise of improving the 
operational efficiency of the EGUs in order to reduce CO2 emissions from the 2012 baseline levels. 
 
The DAQ’s BSER evaluation will specifically be based upon the following: 
 
 type of EGU 
 remaining useful life of the EGU 
 unit’s baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions)  
 unit’s projected future capacity factor  
 feasibility of applying specific heat rate improvement (HRI) measure on a given unit  
 whether the measure is adequately demonstrated  
 degree of heat rate reduction potential for feasible HRI measures  
 site-specific limitations  
 associated costs (capital, fixed and variable operational and maintenance (O&M), and fuel savings) 
 cost per ton of CO2 reduction 
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The evaluation is also based on literature review2 of technical feasibility for various HRI measures, 
degree of heat rate reduction potential, and costs data (capital, and fixed and variable O&M).   
 
It needs to be emphasized here that DAQ’s determination for each EGU will not be based upon some 
pre-determined HRI target, such as EPA’s selection of a 4.3% HRI potential for EGUs in the Eastern 
interconnection3, as discussed in the EG.      
 
The DAQ’s approach will include those adequately demonstrated, cost-effective measures that assure 
that the electricity is generated with lower CO2 emissions, thus improving public health and welfare. 
The selected HRI measures would be expected to produce non-air environmental co-benefits in the 
form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, reductions in emissions of non-
GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  However, it should be noted that as the EGU 
becomes more cost-competitive due to HRIs, it may be dispatched more frequently and/or at higher 
loads.  If the EGU is utilized more often, some increases in emissions of GHG (as CO2) and similarly, 
for non-GHG pollutants (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury) are possible, and those could partially offset 
the emissions reductions achieved through the HRI of the EGU. 
 
EPA has determined a cost estimate of $23 per ton4 reasonable for CO2 emissions reduction from 
EGUs under BB1 implementing HRI measures.  EPA has further determined that this cost is 
reasonable because it achieves “an appropriate balance between cost and amount of reductions.”5 In 
addition, EPA has used another benchmark in the form of social cost of carbon (SC-CO2) at $40 per 
ton (2020) to $48 per ton (2030)6 to conclude that the above $23 per ton cost is reasonable.   
 
In determining a BSER for a particular EGU, DAQ will use the above cost effectiveness threshold of 
$23 per ton to determine reasonableness of cost and whether one or more technically feasible 
measure(s) can be implemented, as long as, collectively, the total cost does not exceed this threshold.    
 

4. BSER Evaluation 
 
Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC, Allen Steam Station (DEC) has provided information through submittals 
of July 31 and September 11, 2015, to aid in DAQ’s efforts in determining BSER for CO2 emissions 
from Units 4 and 5.  Additional information was provided through face-to-face meetings and email 
communication.   

                                                            
2 “Coal-fired Power Plant Heat Rate Reductions”, Final Report, Sargent & Lundy, Chicago, IL, January 22, 2009. 
“Analysis of Heat Rate Improvement Potential at Coal-Fired Power Plants”, US Energy Information Administration, 
Washington, DC, May 2015. 
S. Corellis, “Range and Applicability of Heat Rate Improvements”, Technical Update, Electric Power Research Institute, 
Palo Alto, CA, April 2014.  
3 Applies to coal-fired EGUs only. 
4 See page 446 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: 
Electric Utility Generating Units Clean Power Plan, August 3, 2015.  
 
Based on nation-wide coal fleet capacity of 213 GW, heat rate improvement capital cost of $100/KW, capital charge rate of 
14.3%, fleet-wide baseline net heat rate of 10,250 Btu/KWh, heat rate improvement of 4% for coal-fired EGUs, annual 
capacity factor of 78%, and future (2030) average coal delivered cost of $2.70 per million Btu. See page 2-65, Greenhouse 
Gas Mitigation Measures, Technical Support Document (TSD) for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants”, 
August 3, 2015. 
  
5 See page 457 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
6 See pages 458 and 459 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
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The submitted information consists of baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, generation-based 
annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions) for 2012, projected heat input for future years such as 
2019; and cost data (capital cost and annual O&M)7, project life, degradation factor and HRI potential 
for each of the following measures, for possible implementation on all EGUs of NC-based coal fleet: 
 
 Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency) [CLR] 
 Sliding Pressure Operation [SPO] 
 Lower FGD Efficiency (as SO2 permit limits allow) [LFGD] 
 Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB] 
 Air Heater Leakage Reduction [ALR] 
 Combustion Optimization - CCM / Excess Air / Neural Network [CO] 
 Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC] 
 Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive [IBD] 
 Air Heater Exit Gas Temperature Reduction [AHE] 
 Flue Gas Desulfurization (FGD) Auxiliary Load Reduction through Variable Frequency Drives 

[FGDA] 
 Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 
 Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR] 
 Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive [FDF] 
 Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, and Rebuilds [CRR] 
 Electrostatic Precipitator (ESP) (Power management, T/R set upgrades) [ESP] 
 Turbine Upgrades (HI, IP, LP) [TUR] 
 Helper Cooling Tower [HCT] 
 
DEC has claimed the submitted information on cost, project life, and degradation factors, as 
“confidential”.  The DAQ will treat this specific information (cost data and information on project life 
and the associated degradation factors) “confidential” until the Director decides that it is not 
confidential in accordance with NCAC 2Q .0107 “Confidential Information”.  Thus, DAQ will not 
include such information in this document.    
 
In general, through these submittals, DEC characterizes the HRIs decreasing over time because the 
equipment associated with each measure degrades over time due to normal wear and tear, requiring 
recurrent implementation of HRI projects or measures.  DEC further mentions that some of the 
efficiency projects cannot be performed or the full HRI benefits may not be realized due to unique 
configuration or physical limitation of a given EGU.   
 
In addition, DEC states that operation of any EGU at less than the full load or if cycled between full 
and partial load will adversely impact EGU’s heat rate.   DEC also discusses reduced utilization of its 
coal-fired fleet in the recent history in response to lower natural gas prices, resulting in some of its 
coal-fired units, once operated as base-load units, now operating as intermediate duty cycling units. 
 
Finally, DEC adds that any post combustion environmental controls (activated carbon for mercury 
control, dry bottom and fly ash conversion for coal ash disposal, selective catalytic reduction for NOx 
control, and Zero Liquid Discharge (ZLD) for wastewater treatment) also adversely impact the heat 
rate of the EGU, in addition to any other environmental control which might be installed in future (any 
project implemented since its BSER submittal deadline date of July 31, 2015).   

                                                            
7 High level estimate in the range of -20% to +75% in 2015 $s. 
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With respect to the BSER evaluation, the DAQ has utilized the following data upon verifying or 
through calculations, for  estimating heat rate reduction (Btu/kWh), CO2 emission reduction (short 
tons/yr), and cost per unit reduction of CO2 ($ per ton) for each measure: 
 

Table 1: Allen Units 4 and 5 
Unit No. 4 5 
Baseline (2012) Net Generation 
(MWh) 777,282 386,992 

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate 
(Btu/kWh) 10,578 11,053 

Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions 
(Tons/yr) 786,297 442,840 

Baseline (2012) Annual Heat 
Inputs (million Btu) 8,222,089 4,277,423 

Baseline (2012) Annual 
Capacity Factor (Heat Input 
Basis) 

0.226 0.122 

Future (2019) Projected Annual 
Capacity Factor (Heat Input 
Basis) 

0.040 0.020 

Future (2019) Projected Coal 
Delivered Cost ($ per million 
Btu) 

3.92 3.92 

Commencement of Operation 
Year 1960 1961 

Planned Retirement Year 2028 2028 
 
It needs to be clarified here that, for all NC-based EGUs, owned by Duke Energy (both under DEC and 
Duke Energy Progress (DEP)), DAQ used the actual coal delivered prices for 2014 and scaled them for 
20198 to estimate the above coal delivered price of $3.92 per million Btu.  The DAQ will adjust the 
                                                            
8 Duke Energy Carolinas 
 
The actual, average cost of fuel burned for 12 months ending December 2014 (Jan 2014-Dec 2014) was $3.84 per million 
Btu (See NCUC Docket No. E-7, Sub 1047, Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC Monthly Fuel Report, February 11, 2015). 
 
Duke Energy Progress  
 
The actual, average cost of coal burned for 12 months ending January 2015 (Feb 2014-Jan 2015) was $3.57 per million Btu 
(See NCUC Docket No. E-2, Sub 1064, Duke Energy Progress, INC. Monthly Fuel Report, March 12, 2015). 
 
Using the EIA (Annual Energy Outlook 2015) [www.eia.gov/beta/aeo/], 
 
Nationwide coal delivered prices were / projected to be: 
 
2013 $2.50 per million Btu 
2015 $2.41 per million Btu 
2020 $2.54 per million Btu 
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capital and annual O&M costs estimates, provided by DEC in 2015 dollars, to 2019 dollars, using the 
growth factor of 1.8 percent compounded annually.9 
 
For Units 4 and 5, DEC has determined that measures identified above as SPO, OCC, IDFR, CRR, and 
HCT, are either technically infeasible or each have very negligible HRI opportunity.  In addition, DEC 
has reasoned that measure SPO increases electric grid reliability risks due to boiler tube or drum 
damage and unstable operation, and recommended that this measure be removed from BSER 
evaluation for all coal-fired EGUs (both DEC and DEP).  Further, for Unit 4 and Unit 5, TUR and 
AHE measures, respectively, were accomplished prior to 2012 (baseline year).   
 
The DAQ agrees with DEC and deems the measures SPO, OCC, IDFR, CRR, and HCT, technically 
infeasible; and hence, will not include them in the BSER evaluation for Units 4 and 5.  In addition, 
DAQ will not include any other measure in its evaluation, if there is any possibility of an increase in 
collateral emissions, such as measures FGD and ESP for Units 4 and 5.  
 
Thus, DAQ has evaluated the remaining measures (all except technically infeasible measures, 
measures implemented prior to 2012, measures implemented between 2012 and July 31, 2015, and 
measures which increase collateral emissions) for Units 4 and 5 using the methodology described 
below: 
 
First, using the project life (yr) for a given measure, DAQ has transformed capital investment ($) into 
an indirect annual (capital) cost ($ per yr) by simply dividing capital investment by the project life.  
Then, it added it to the direct annual (fixed O&M) cost to determine the total annual cost.  
 
Next, using the coal delivered price, baseline year (2012) generation and capacity factor, future 
capacity factor, and average HRI percent (calculated assuming the HRI for a given measure degrades 
linearly over the project life based on degradation factor); coal fuel savings have been estimated for 
2019.  Fuel savings due to improved heat rate have been deducted from the total annual cost to 
determine net annual cost for implementation of a measure. 
 
Then, using baseline CO2 emissions, baseline and future capacity factors, and average improvement of 
heat rate for the EGU (again assuming a decrease in HRI linearly over the measure’s life based on 
degradation factor) from baseline net heat rate, reduction in CO2 emissions associated with a given 
measure has been estimated.  
 

                                                                                                                                                                                                           
 
By interpolation, nationwide coal delivered prices for 2014 and 2019 would be approximately $2.46 per million Btu and 
$2.51 per million, respectively; thus an increase of 2 percent of coal price was projected from 2014 to 2019.   
 
Applying this ratio to the DEC’s fleet, the average coal delivered price in 2019 would be 1.02 * $3.84 per million Btu = 
$3.92 per million Btu. 
   
Applying the same ratio to the DEP fleet, the average coal delivered price in 2019 would be 1.02 * $3.57 per million Btu = 
$3.64 per million Btu. 
 
Using the larger value from the above, for conservative calculations, for the entire fleet (both DEC and DEP), the 2019 coal 
delivered cost is projected to be $3.92 per million Btu. 
 
9 See both GDP Chain-Type Price Index and Metals and Metal Products Indicator, Table A20. Macroeconomics Indicators, 
USEIA Annual Energy Outlook 2015.  
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Finally, cost per unit reduction in CO2 is simply estimated by taking net annual cost and dividing it by 
CO2 emissions, both determined as above. 
 
It needs to be emphasized that average HRI percent (calculated using degradation factor across the 
project life) and not the maximum HRI percent, has been applied to determine fuel savings and CO2 
emissions reductions for a given measure.  
  
Table 2 below (one table for each unit) includes heat rate reduction (Btu/kWh), CO2 emission 
reduction (tons/yr), and cost per unit CO2 reduction ($ per ton) for each of the remaining measures for 
Units 4 and 5. Refer to the attached spreadsheet on calculations for annualized cost and cost per unit 
reduction of CO2 for each of the HRI measures included in Table 2. 
 
It needs to be stated here although the retirement age for each of the units has been estimated by DEC 
and available to DAQ, there is no need to adjust the above estimated costs, considering the remaining 
useful life (RUL) of each of the EGUs.  Each BSER measure considered has a project life that is less 
than the RUL of the EGU.  
 
If implemented, all of the measures included in Table 2 would be expected to produce non-air 
environmental co-benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition 
to, reduced emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  Moreover, adverse 
energy impacts would not be expected as well.   
 
However, comparing the above estimates with the reasonable cost threshold of $23 per ton, as 
discussed in Section 3 above, each of the estimated costs included in the table above for Units 4 and 5 
can be considered “excessive”, “exorbitant” or “unreasonable”, as stated by EPA in the preamble to the 
final EG10.  
 
As shown in Table 1, Units 4 and 5 are projected to operate at a very low annual capacity factors.  If 
any of the EGUs were to operate at a higher annual capacity factor, then, the cost per unit reduction of 
CO2 would be reduced.  
 
In summary, DAQ is determining the estimated costs in $ per ton for each of the measures for Units 4 
and 5 unreasonable (using the cost threshold of $23 per ton CO2).  Thus, considering cost, non-air 
environmental, and energy impacts, DAQ determines that none of the measures listed in Table 2is 
BSER for Units 4 or 5.   
 

5. BSER for Allen Units 4 and 5 
 
 None. 
 
  

                                                            
10 Page 298 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
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Table 2: Allen Unit 4 

Measure Heat Rate 
Reduction  

 
 

Btu/kWh 
[Project Life 

Average] 

CO2 Emissions 
Reductions  

 
 

tons per year 
[Project Life 

Average] 

Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction  

 
 

$ per ton 
[Including Fuel 

Savings] 

Is Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction  
<= $23 per ton? 

Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain 
Unit Efficiency) [CLR] 46 609 1,332 N 

Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC]       - 

Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, 
Rebuilds [CRR]       - 

Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP) [TUR]       - 

Helper Cooling Tower [HCT]       - 

Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan 
Variable Frequency Drive [IBD] 98 1,293 355 N 

FGD Aux Load Reduction Through 
Variable Frequency Drives [FGDA] 3 40 2,404 N 

Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven 
Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 25 330 1,263 N 

Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR]       - 

Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency 
Drive [FDF] 49 644 502 N 

Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB] 28 365 258 N 

AH Leakage Reduction [ALR] 13 174 1,544 N 

Combustion Optimization - CCM / 
Excess Air / Neural Network [CO] 28 365 484 N 

AH Exit Gas Temperature Reduction 
[AHE] 28 365 1,609 N 

  
Technically infeasible/no opportunity identified   

Performed in or prior to baseline year 2012   
Performed prior to July 2015 and after baseline year 2012   
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Table 2: Allen Unit 5 

Measure Heat Rate 
Reduction  

 
 

Btu/kWh 
[Project Life 

Average] 

CO2 Emissions 
Reductions  

 
 

tons per year 
[Project Life 

Average] 

Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction  

 
 

$ per ton 
[Including Fuel 

Savings] 

Is Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction  

<= 23 $/ton? 

Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain 
Unit Efficiency) [CLR] 48 317 2,598 N 

Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC] 0 0 0 - 

Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, 
Rebuilds [CRR] 0 0 0 - 

Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP) [TUR] 104 679 4,386 N 

Helper Cooling Tower [HCT] 0 0 0 - 

Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan 
Variable Frequency Drive [IBD] 105 689 705 N 

FGD Aux Load Reduction through 
Variable Frequency Drives [FGDA] 3 21 4,654 N 

Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven 
Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 26 172 2,465 N 

Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR] 0 0 0 - 

Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency 
Drive [FDF] 53 344 979 N 

Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB] 29 190 538 N 

AH Leakage Reduction [ALR] 14 91 3,028 N 

Combustion Optimization - CCM / 
Excess Air / Neural Network [CO] 29 190 970 N 

AH Exit Gas Temperature Reduction 
[AHE]       - 

Technically infeasible/no opportunity identified   
Performed in or prior to baseline year 2012   

Performed prior to July 2015 and after baseline year   
 

VI-92 A-12800



NOTES REFERENCES

$107,397 A 1

$107,397 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$107,397 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$805,476 1

-$24,930 3

$780,545 2(b)

8 PL 1
$13,425 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$13,425 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$793,970 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
713,324 4
10,578 4

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 777,282 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 22.61 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 4.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 137,511 5

53
40

Project Life, Years 8 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

631 6
696 6
473 6
522 6

1142 7
1177 8
1522 7
1570 8
1332
1374

46
609

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Allen U4
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average coal 
price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-93 A-12801



NOTES REFERENCES

$8,591,739 A 1

$8,591,739 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$8,591,739 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$52,950 3

$27,597 2(b)

20 PL 1
$429,587 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$429,587 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$457,184 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
713,324 4
10,578 4

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 777,282 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 22.61 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 4.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 137,511 5

103
93

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.98 1
0.88 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.98
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.88

1,234 6
1,361 6
1,111 6
1,225 6
336 7
375 8
373 7
417 8
355
396
98

1293

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Allen U4
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Induced and/or booster Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-94 A-12802



NOTES REFERENCES

$429,587 A 1

$429,587 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$429,587 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$1,624 3

$52,074 2(b)

10 PL 1
$42,959 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$42,959 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$95,033 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
713,324 4
10,578 4

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 777,282 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 22.61 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 4.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 137,511 5

3
3

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.03 1
0.03 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.03
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.03

38 6
42 6
34 6
38 6

2277 7
2316 8
2530 7
2573 8
2404
2445

3
40

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Allen U4
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
FGD Aux Load reduction through Variable Frequency Drives

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-95 A-12803



NOTES REFERENCES

$3,758,886 A 1

$3,758,886 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$3,758,886 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$13,534 3

$40,165 2(b)

10 PL 1
$375,889 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$375,889 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$416,053 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
713,324 4
10,578 4

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 777,282 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 22.61 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 4.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 137,511 5

26
24

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.25 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.25
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

315 6
348 6
284 6
313 6

1196 7
1235 8
1329 7
1373 8
1263
1304

25
330

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Allen U4
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven Variable Frequency Drive

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-96 A-12804



NOTES REFERENCES

$5,369,837 A 1

$5,369,837 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$5,369,837 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$26,391 3

$54,157 2(b)

20 PL 1
$268,492 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$268,492 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$322,649 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
713,324 4
10,578 4

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 777,282 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 22.61 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 4.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 137,511 5

52
46

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.49 1
0.44 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.49
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.44

615 6
678 6
554 6
610 6
476 7
515 8
529 7
572 8
502
543
49
644

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Allen U4
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive 

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-97 A-12805



NOTES REFERENCES

$536,984 A 1

$536,984 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$536,984 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$14,958 3

$38,740 2(b)

10 PL 1
$53,698 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$53,698 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$92,439 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
713,324 4
10,578 4

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 777,282 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 22.61 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 4.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 137,511 5

32
24

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.30 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.30
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

379 6
417 6
284 6
313 6
222 7
257 8
295 7
343 8
258
300
28
365

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Allen U4
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Intelligent Sootblowers

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-98 A-12806



NOTES REFERENCES

$375,889 A 1

$375,889 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$375,889 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$7,123 3

$46,575 2(b)

3 PL 1
$125,296 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$125,296 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$171,872 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
713,324 4
10,578 4

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 777,282 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 22.61 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 4.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 137,511 5

21
5

Project Life, Years 3 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 75 1

0.20 1
0.05 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.20
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.05

252 6
278 6
63 6
70 6
618 7
643 8

2471 7
2573 8
1544
1608

13
174

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Allen U4
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
AH Leakage Reduction

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-99 A-12807



NOTES REFERENCES

$1,073,967 A 1

$1,073,967 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$1,073,967 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$14,958 3

$65,589 2(b)

10 PL 1
$107,397 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$107,397 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$172,986 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
713,324 4
10,578 4

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 777,282 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 22.61 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 4.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 137,511 5

32
24

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.30 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.30
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

379 6
417 6
284 6
313 6
415 7
450 8
553 7
600 8
484
525
28
365

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Allen U4
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Combustion Optimization - CCM / Excess Air / Neural Network

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-100 A-12808



NOTES REFERENCES

$3,758,886 A 1

$3,758,886 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$3,758,886 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$14,958 3

$38,740 2(b)

7 PL 1
$536,984 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$536,984 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$575,724 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
713,324 4
10,578 4

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 777,282 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 22.61 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 4.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 137,511 5

32
24

Project Life, Years 7 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.30 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.30
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

379 6
417 6
284 6
313 6

1380 7
1415 8
1839 7
1887 8
1609
1651

28
365

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Allen U4
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
AH Exit Gas Temperature Reduction

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-101 A-12809



NOTES REFERENCES

$107,397 A 1

$107,397 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$107,397 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$805,476 1

-$11,999 3

$793,477 2(b)

8 PL 1
$13,425 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$13,425 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$806,902 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
401,742 4
11,053 4

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 386,992 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 12.22 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 2.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 63,337 5

55
41

Project Life, Years 8 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

329 6
362 6
247 6
272 6

2227 7
2260 8
2969 7
3013 8
2598
2636

48
317

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Allen U5
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average coal 
price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-102 A-12810



NOTES REFERENCES

$37,588,860 A 1

$37,588,860 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$37,588,860 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$25,711 3

$27,987 2(b)

20 PL 1
$1,879,443 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$1,879,443 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$1,907,430 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
401,742 4
11,053 4

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 386,992 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 12.22 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 2.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 63,337 5

166
41

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 75 1

1.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 1.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

986 6
1,087 6
247 6
272 6

1754 7
1778 8
7018 7
7112 8
4386
4445
104
679

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Allen U5
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-103 A-12811



NOTES REFERENCES

$8,591,739 A 1

$8,591,739 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$8,591,739 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$26,054 3

$54,494 2(b)

20 PL 1
$429,587 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$429,587 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$484,081 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
401,742 4
11,053 4

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 386,992 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 12.22 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 2.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 63,337 5

111
99

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

1.00 1
0.90 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 1.00
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.90

658 6
725 6
592 6
652 6
668 7
704 8
742 7
782 8
705
743
105
689

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Allen U5
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Induced and/or booster Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-104 A-12812



NOTES REFERENCES

$429,587 A 1

$429,587 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$429,587 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$782 3

$52,917 2(b)

10 PL 1
$42,959 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$42,959 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$95,875 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
401,742 4
11,053 4

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 386,992 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 12.22 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 2.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 63,337 5

3
3

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.03 1
0.03 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.03
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.03

20 6
22 6
18 6
20 6

4409 7
4445 8
4899 7
4939 8
4654
4692

3
21

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Allen U5
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
FGD Aux Load reduction through Variable Frequency Drives

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-105 A-12813



NOTES REFERENCES

$3,758,886 A 1

$3,758,886 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$3,758,886 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$6,513 3

$47,185 2(b)

10 PL 1
$375,889 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$375,889 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$423,073 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
401,742 4
11,053 4

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 386,992 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 12.22 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 2.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 63,337 5

28
25

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.25 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.25
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

164 6
181 6
148 6
163 6

2335 7
2371 8
2594 7
2634 8
2465
2503

26
172

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Allen U5
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven Variable Frequency Drive

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-106 A-12814



NOTES REFERENCES

$5,369,837 A 1

$5,369,837 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$5,369,837 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$13,027 3

$67,521 2(b)

20 PL 1
$268,492 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$268,492 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$336,012 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
401,742 4
11,053 4

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 386,992 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 12.22 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 2.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 63,337 5

55
50

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.50 1
0.45 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.45

329 6
362 6
296 6
326 6
927 7
963 8

1030 7
1070 8
979
1017

53
344

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Allen U5
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive 

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.
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NOTES REFERENCES

$536,984 A 1

$536,984 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$536,984 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$7,199 3

$46,499 2(b)

10 PL 1
$53,698 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$53,698 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$100,198 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
401,742 4
11,053 4

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 386,992 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 12.22 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 2.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 63,337 5

33
25

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.30 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.30
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

197 6
217 6
148 6
163 6
461 7
494 8
614 7
659 8
538
576
29
190

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Allen U5
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Intelligent Sootblowers

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.
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NOTES REFERENCES

$375,889 A 1

$375,889 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$375,889 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$3,428 3

$50,270 2(b)

3 PL 1
$125,296 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$125,296 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$175,566 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
401,742 4
11,053 4

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 386,992 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 12.22 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 2.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 63,337 5

22
6

Project Life, Years 3 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 75 1

0.20 1
0.05 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.20
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.05

132 6
145 6
33 6
36 6

1211 7
1235 8
4845 7
4939 8
3028
3087

14
91

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Allen U5
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
AH Leakage Reduction

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.
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NOTES REFERENCES

$1,073,967 A 1

$1,073,967 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$1,073,967 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$7,199 3

$73,348 2(b)

10 PL 1
$107,397 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$107,397 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$180,745 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
401,742 4
11,053 4

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 386,992 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 12.22 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 2.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 63,337 5

33
25

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.30 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.30
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

197 6
217 6
148 6
163 6
831 7
864 8

1108 7
1152 8
970
1008

29
190

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Allen U5
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Combustion Optimization - CCM / Excess Air / Neural Network

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.
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North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality  
Division of Air Quality  

 
Supporting Basis  

Determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction for CO2 Emissions from  
Existing Electric Utility Generating Units  

 
October 30, 2015 

 
Facility 
 
Duke Energy Carolinas LLC, Marshall Steam Station, Belmont, NC 
Facility ID: 1800073 
Current Air Quality Permit No. 03676T52 
  
Affected Electric Utility Generating Units (EGUs) 
 
One coal/No. 2 fuel oil-fired electric utility boiler equipped with a low NOx concentric firing system, 
separated over-fire air/lowered fired low-NOx technologies, and alkaline-based fuel additive (4,756 
million Btu per hour heat input capacity, ID No. ES-1 [Unit 1]).   Generator rated at 350 MW 
(nameplate capacity). 
 
One coal/No. 2 fuel oil-fired electric utility boiler equipped with a low NOx concentric firing system, 
separated over-fire air/lowered fired low-NOx technologies, and alkaline-based fuel additive (4,542 
million Btu per hour heat input capacity, ID No. ES-2 [Unit 2]).   Generator rated at 350 MW 
(nameplate capacity). 
 
One coal/No. 2 fuel oil-fired electric utility boiler equipped with a low NOx concentric firing system, 
separated over-fire air/lowered fired low-NOx technologies, and alkaline-based fuel additive (7,506 
million Btu per hour heat input capacity, ID No. ES-3 [Unit 3]).   Generator rated at 648 MW 
(nameplate capacity). 
 
One coal/No. 2 fuel oil-fired electric utility boiler equipped with a low NOx concentric firing system, 
separated over-fire air/lowered fired low-NOx technologies, and alkaline-based fuel additive (7,486 
million Btu per hour heat input capacity, ID No. ES-4 [Unit 4]).   Generator rated at 648 MW 
(nameplate capacity). 
 

1. Introduction  
 
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has adopted Emission Guidelines for 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Compliance Times for Electric Utility Generating Units on August 3, 
2015 and codified it in 40 CFR Subpart UUUU.    
 
The affected electric utility steam generating units (EGUs) under these emission guidelines (EG) are 
steam generating units, integrated gasification combined cycle units (IGCC), and stationary combined 
cycle or combined heat and power (CHP) combustion turbines that commenced construction on or 
before January 8, 2014.   
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The EG includes uniform, nationwide emission standards, which are performance-based rates for 
emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) expressed as CO2 (lb CO2/net MWh), as follows: 
 
 Fossil fuel-fired steam generating units or IGCC: 1,534 lb CO2/net MWh (interim, average of 

2022-2029), 1,305 lb CO2/net MWh (final, starting 2030) 
 

 Natural gas-fired stationary combined cycle combustion turbines (including CHP combustion 
turbines): 832 lb/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-2029), 771 lb/MWh (final, starting 2030) 

 
In lieu of the above uniform rates, each EGU can comply with state-specific goal (lb CO2/net MWh).  
The other option is that all affected units in the state, in aggregate, comply with the mass-based state 
goal (short tons/yr).   
 
For North Carolina (NC), the rate-based interim and final goals are 1,311 lb CO2/net MWh and 1,136 
lb CO2/net MWh, respectively.  Similarly, NC’s mass-based interim and final goals are 56,986,025 
short tons/yr and 51,266,234 short tons/yr, respectively.  
 
The above standards (whether uniform nationwide rates or state-specific goals) are based upon the 
determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction (BSER) consisting of following three building 
blocks:   
 
 Building Block 1 (BB1) - reducing the carbon intensity of electricity generation by improving the 

heat rate of existing coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 2 (BB2) - substituting increased electricity generation from lower-emitting existing 
natural gas plants for reduced generation from higher-emitting coal-fired power plants. 

 
 Building Block 3 (BB3) - substituting increased electricity generation from new zero-emitting 

renewable energy sources (like wind and solar) for reduced generation from existing coal-fired and 
natural gas-fired power plants. 

 
The EG requires that each state submit its plan complying with all applicable requirements by the 
deadline included therein.   One of the requirements consists of development of an emission standard 
(“standard of performance”) and establishment of compliance time for each EGU. 
 
The Clean Air Act (CAA) §111(a)(1) defines “standard of performance” as “a standard for emissions 
of air pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through the application of 
the best system of emission reduction which (taking into account the cost of achieving such reduction 
and any nonair quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements) the Administrator 
determines has been adequately demonstrated”.  
 

2. History of Development of Emission Guidelines under CAA 
 
Over the last 40 years, under §111(d), the EPA has regulated four pollutants from five source 
categories, by promulgating associated EG.  These source categories are phosphate fertilizer plants 
(fluorides), sulfuric acid plants (acid mist), Kraft pulp plants (total reduced sulfur (TRS)), primary 
aluminum plants (fluorides), and municipal solid waste landfills (landfill gas emissions as non-
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methane organic compounds (NMOCs))1.  The following general principles and/or rationales were 
used by EPA in establishing BSER for these EGs: 
 
 The degree of emission reduction achievable through the application of various demonstrated 

control technologies. 
 

 The technical feasibility of applying various demonstrated technologies to existing sources 
considering variability in sizes and designs. 

 
 The impact of various demonstrated technologies on national energy consumption, water pollution, 

waste disposal, and ambient air concentrations of a designated pollutant.  
 

 The cost of adopting the emission guidelines, after considering control costs for various 
demonstrated technologies and taking into account the level of any existing controls. 

 
Each of these EGs indicates that the cost of applying various control technologies can have a 
considerable impact in selection of a BSER for any designated pollutant for existing facilities.   They 
also indicate that the age, size, type, class, and process design of the facility, influence not only the 
BSER selection process, but can also support a decision-making for whether different EGs are to be 
established for differing sizes, types, or classes of equipment. 
 
The EGs for the above referenced source categories have been established for principal points of 
emissions (point and fugitive emissions sources) located within the facility and, not for any emissions 
sources located outside of the facility.  Finally, in these EGs, with respect to determining the EG, EPA 
has consistently recognized that not only the control technology needs to be demonstrated on existing 
sources, but the degree of emission reduction (performance level) needs to be readily achievable by the 
control technology. 
 

3. The Division of Air Quality (DAQ)’s Approach for Determination of BSER  
 
The DAQ will consider the above general principles in determining BSER for CO2 emissions reduction 
from each EGU.  But, importantly, DAQ will determine BSER for each EGU based upon BB1-type 
measures only (i.e., measures which can be accomplished within the fence-line of the facility), 
conforming to the §111(d) of the CAA and the requirements of 40 CFR 60 “Adoption and Submittal of 
State Plans for Designated Facilities”.  Thus, DAQ’s approach will comprise of improving the 
operational efficiency of the EGUs in order to reduce CO2 emissions from the 2012 baseline levels. 
 
The DAQ’s BSER evaluation will specifically be based upon the following: 
 
 type of EGU 
 remaining useful life of the EGU 
 unit’s baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions)  
 unit’s projected future capacity factor  
                                                            
1  See Footnote 18 at 79 FR 41776, July 17, 2014, including ‘‘Phosphate Fertilizer Plants; Final Guideline Document 
Availability,’’ 42 FR 12022 (March 1, 1977); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources; Emission Guideline 
for Sulfuric Acid Mist,’’ 42 FR 55796 (October 18, 1977); ‘‘Kraft Pulp Mills, Notice of Availability of Final Guideline 
Document,’’ 44 FR 29828 (May 22, 1979); ‘‘Primary Aluminum Plants; Availability of Final Guideline Document,’’ 45 
FR 26294 (April 17, 1980); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources and Guidelines for Control of Existing 
Sources: Municipal Solid Waste Landfills, Final Rule,’’ 61 FR 9905 (March 12, 1996).  
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 feasibility of applying specific heat rate improvement (HRI) measure on a given unit  
 whether the measure is adequately demonstrated  
 degree of heat rate reduction potential for feasible HRI measures  
 site-specific limitations  
 associated costs (capital, fixed and variable operational and maintenance (O&M), and fuel savings) 
 cost per ton of CO2 reduction 
 
The evaluation is also based on literature review2 of technical feasibility for various HRI measures, 
degree of heat rate reduction potential, and costs data (capital, and fixed and variable O&M).   
 
It needs to be emphasized here that DAQ’s determination for each EGU will not be based upon some 
pre-determined HRI target, such as EPA’s selection of a 4.3% HRI potential for EGUs in the Eastern 
interconnection3, as discussed in the EG.      
 
The DAQ’s approach will include those adequately demonstrated, cost-effective measures that assure 
that the electricity is generated with lower CO2 emissions, thus improving public health and welfare. 
The selected HRI measures would be expected to produce non-air environmental co-benefits in the 
form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, reductions in emissions of non-
GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  However, it should be noted that as the EGU 
becomes more cost-competitive due to HRIs, it may be dispatched more frequently and/or at higher 
loads.  If the EGU is utilized more often, some increases in emissions of GHG (as CO2) and similarly, 
for non-GHG pollutants (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury) are possible, and those could partially offset 
the emissions reductions achieved through the HRI of the EGU. 
 
EPA has determined a cost estimate of $23 per ton4 reasonable for CO2 emissions reduction from 
EGUs under BB1 implementing HRI measures.  EPA has further determined that this cost is 
reasonable because it achieves “an appropriate balance between cost and amount of reductions.”5 In 
addition, EPA has used another benchmark in the form of social cost of carbon (SC-CO2) at $40 per 
ton (2020) to $48 per ton (2030)6 to conclude that the above $23 per ton cost is reasonable.   
 
In determining a BSER for a particular EGU, DAQ will use the above cost effectiveness threshold of 
$23 per ton to determine reasonableness of cost and whether one or more technically feasible 
measure(s) can be implemented, as long as, collectively, the total cost does not exceed this threshold.   

                                                            
2 “Coal-fired Power Plant Heat Rate Reductions”, Final Report, Sargent & Lundy, Chicago, IL, January 22, 2009. 
“Analysis of Heat Rate Improvement Potential at Coal-Fired Power Plants”, US Energy Information Administration, 
Washington, DC, May 2015. 
S. Corellis, “Range and Applicability of Heat Rate Improvements”, Technical Update, Electric Power Research Institute, 
Palo Alto, CA, April 2014.  
3 Applies to coal-fired EGUs only. 
4 See page 446 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: 
Electric Utility Generating Units Clean Power Plan, August 3, 2015.  
 
Based on nation-wide coal fleet capacity of 213 GW, heat rate improvement capital cost of $100/KW, capital charge rate of 
14.3%, fleet-wide baseline net heat rate of 10,250 Btu/KWh, heat rate improvement of 4% for coal-fired EGUs, annual 
capacity factor of 78%, and future (2030) average coal delivered cost of $2.70 per million Btu. See page 2-65, Greenhouse 
Gas Mitigation Measures, Technical Support Document (TSD) for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants”, 
August 3, 2015. 
  
5 See page 457 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
6 See pages 458 and 459 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
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4. BSER Evaluation 

 
Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC, Marshall Steam Station (DEC) has provided information through 
submittals of July 31 and September 11, 2015, to aid in DAQ’s efforts in determining BSER for CO2 
emissions from Units 4 and 5.  Additional information was provided through face-to-face meetings and 
email communication.   
 
The submitted information consists of baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, generation-based 
annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions) for 2012, projected heat input for future years such as 
2019; and cost data (capital cost and annual O&M)7, project life, degradation factor and HRI potential 
for each of the following measures, for possible implementation on all EGUs of NC-based coal fleet: 
 
 Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency) [CLR] 
 Sliding Pressure Operation [SPO] 
 Lower FGD Efficiency (as SO2 permit limits allow) [LFGD] 
 Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB] 
 Air Heater Leakage Reduction [ALR] 
 Combustion Optimization - CCM / Excess Air / Neural Network [CO] 
 Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC] 
 Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive [IBD] 
 Air Heater Exit Gas Temperature Reduction [AHE] 
 Flue Gas Desulfurization (FGD) Auxiliary Load Reduction through Variable Frequency Drives 

[FGDA] 
 Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 
 Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR] 
 Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive [FDF] 
 Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, and Rebuilds [CRR] 
 Electrostatic Precipitator (ESP) (Power management, T/R set upgrades) [ESP] 
 Turbine Upgrades (HI, IP, LP) [TUR] 
 Helper Cooling Tower [HCT]  
 
DEC has claimed the submitted information on cost, project life, and degradation factors, as 
“confidential”.  The DAQ will treat this specific information (cost data and information on project life 
and the associated degradation factors) “confidential” until the Director decides that it is not 
confidential in accordance with NCAC 2Q .0107 “Confidential Information”.  Thus, DAQ will not 
include such information in this document.    
 
In general, through these submittals, DEC characterizes the HRIs decreasing over time because the 
equipment associated with each measure degrades over time due to normal wear and tear, requiring 
recurrent implementation of HRI projects or measures.  DEC further mentions that some of the 
efficiency projects cannot be performed or the full HRI benefits may not be realized due to unique 
configuration or physical limitation of a given EGU.   
 
In addition, DEC states that operation of any EGU at less than the full load or if cycled between full 
and partial load will adversely impact EGU’s heat rate.   DEC also discusses reduced utilization of its 

                                                            
7 High level estimate in the range of -20% to +75% in 2015 $s. 
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coal-fired fleet in the recent history in response to lower natural gas prices, resulting in some of its 
coal-fired units, once operated as base-load units, now operating as intermediate duty cycling units. 
 
Finally, DEC adds that any post combustion environmental controls (activated carbon for mercury 
control, dry bottom and fly ash conversion for coal ash disposal, selective catalytic reduction for NOx 
control, and Zero Liquid Discharge (ZLD) for wastewater treatment) also adversely impact the heat 
rate of the EGU, in addition to any other environmental control which might be installed in future (any 
project implemented since its BSER submittal deadline date of July 31, 2015).   
 
With respect to the BSER evaluation, the DAQ has utilized the following data upon verifying or 
through calculations, for  estimating heat rate reduction (Btu/kWh), CO2 emission reduction (short 
tons/yr), and cost per unit reduction of CO2 ($ per ton) for each measure: 
 

Table 1: Marshall Unit 1 through Unit 4 
Unit No. 1 2 3 4 

Baseline (2012) Net Generation 
(MWh) 

1,078,626 1,370,510 3,263,260 3,902,223 

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate 
(Btu/kWh) 

9,898 9,847 9,584 9,433 

Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions 
(Tons/yr) 

1,136,758 1,440,942 3,376,317 3,906,809 

Baseline (2012) Annual Heat 
Inputs (million Btu) 

10,676,240 13,495,412 31,275,084 36,809,670 

Baseline (2012) Annual 
Capacity Factor (Heat Input 
Basis) 

0.256 0.339 0.476 0.561 

Future (2019) Projected Annual 
Capacity Factor (Heat Input 
Basis) 

0.180 0.270 0.510 0.580 

Future (2019) Projected Coal 
Delivered Cost ($ per million 
Btu) 

3.92 3.92 3.92 3.92 

Commencement of Operation 
Year 

1965 1966 1969 1970 

Planned Retirement Year 2038 2038 2038 2038 

 
It needs to be clarified here that, for all NC-based EGUs, owned by Duke Energy (both under DEC and 
Duke Energy Progress (DEP)), DAQ used the actual coal delivered prices for 2014 and scaled them for 
20198 to estimate the above coal delivered price of $3.92 per million Btu.  The DAQ will adjust the 
                                                            
8 Duke Energy Carolinas 
 
The actual, average cost of fuel burned for 12 months ending December 2014 (Jan 2014-Dec 2014) was $3.84 per million 
Btu (See NCUC Docket No. E-7, Sub 1047, Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC Monthly Fuel Report, February 11, 2015). 
Duke Energy Progress  
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capital and annual O&M costs estimates, provided by DEC in 2015 dollars, to 2019 dollars, using the 
growth factor of 1.8 percent compounded annually.9 
 
BSER Candidate Measures for Marshall Units 1 through 4 
 
For Units 1 and 2, DEC has determined that measures identified above as SPO, IDFR, AHE, BFP, and 
HCT, are either technically infeasible or each have very negligible HRI opportunity.    Further, for Unit 
1, measures OCC and CRR were accomplished prior to 2012 (baseline year).   In addition, for Unit 2, 
CRR measure was implemented in 2013.    
 
For Units 3 and 4, DEC has determined that measures identified above as AHE, FGDA, BFP, IDFR, 
and HCT, are either technically infeasible or each have very negligible HRI opportunity.  For Unit 4, 
one additional measure CRR has been found to be technically infeasible or it has very negligible HRI 
opportunity.   For both Units 3 and 4, measure OCC was implemented in 2013, while CRR measure 
was also implemented in 2013 for Unit 3 only.   
 
In addition, DEC has reasoned that SPO measure increases electric grid reliability risks due to boiler 
tube or drum damage and unstable operation, and recommended that this measure be removed from 
BSER evaluation for all coal-fired EGUs (both DEC and DEP). 
 
The DAQ agrees with DEC and deems the measures SPO, IDFR, AHE, BFP, and HCT, technically 
infeasible; and hence, will not include them in the BSER evaluation for Units 1 and 2.    
 
Next, the DAQ agrees with DEC and deems the measures SPO, AHE, FGDA, BFP, IDFR, and HCT, 
technically infeasible; and hence, will not include them in the BSER evaluation for Units 3 and 4.    
 

                                                                                                                                                                                                           
The actual, average cost of coal burned for 12 months ending January 2015 (Feb 2014-Jan 2015) was $3.57 per million Btu 
(See NCUC Docket No. E-2, Sub 1064, Duke Energy Progress, INC. Monthly Fuel Report, March 12, 2015). 
 
Using the EIA (Annual Energy Outlook 2015) [www.eia.gov/beta/aeo/], 
 
Nationwide coal delivered prices were / projected to be: 
 
2013 $2.50 per million Btu 
2015 $2.41 per million Btu 
2020 $2.54 per million Btu 
 
By interpolation, nationwide coal delivered prices for 2014 and 2019 would be approximately $2.46 per million Btu and 
$2.51 per million, respectively; thus an increase of 2 percent of coal price was projected from 2014 to 2019.   
 
Applying this ratio to the DEC’s fleet, the average coal delivered price in 2019 would be 1.02 * $3.84 per million Btu = 
$3.92 per million Btu. 
   
Applying the same ratio to the DEP fleet, the average coal delivered price in 2019 would be 1.02 * $3.57 per million Btu = 
$3.64 per million Btu. 
 
Using the larger value from the above, for conservative calculations, for the entire fleet (both DEC and DEP), the 2019 coal 
delivered cost is projected to be $3.92 per million Btu. 
 
9 See both GDP Chain-Type Price Index and Metals and Metal Products Indicator, Table A20. Macroeconomics Indicators, 
USEIA Annual Energy Outlook 2015.  
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In addition, the DAQ agrees with DEC and deems the measure CRR technically infeasible; and hence, 
will not include it in in the BSER evaluation for Unit 4.    
 
Finally, DAQ will not include any other measure in its evaluation, if there is any possibility of an 
increase in collateral emissions, such as measures LFGD and ESP for Units 1 through 4.  
 
Thus, DAQ will evaluate the remaining measures for Units 1 through 4, as follows: 
 
Unit 1: CLR, TUR, FGDA, IDFR, FDF, ISB, ALR, and CO  
Unit 2: CLR, CRR, TUR, FGDA, IDFR, FDF, ISB, ALR, and CO 
Unit 3: CLR, FDF, ISB, ALR, and CO 
Unit 4: CLR, FDF, ISB, ALR, and CO 
 
BSER Measure by Measure Analysis 
 
The DAQ has evaluated the remaining measures as included above using the methodology described 
below:   
 
First, using the project life (yr) for a given measure, DAQ has transformed capital investment ($) into 
an indirect annual (capital) cost ($ per yr) by simply dividing capital investment by the project life.  
Then, it added it to the direct annual (fixed O&M) cost to determine the total annual cost.  
 
Next, using the coal delivered price, baseline year (2012) generation and capacity factor, future 
capacity factor, and average HRI percent (calculated assuming the HRI for a given measure degrades 
linearly over the project life based on degradation factor); coal fuel savings have been estimated for 
2019.  Fuel savings due to improved heat rate have been deducted from the total annual cost to 
determine net annual cost for implementation of a measure. 
 
Then, using baseline CO2 emissions, baseline and future capacity factors, and average improvement of 
heat rate for the EGU (again assuming a decrease in HRI linearly over the measure’s life based on 
degradation factor) from baseline net heat rate, reduction in CO2 emissions associated with a given 
measure has been estimated.  
 
Finally, cost per unit reduction in CO2 is simply estimated by taking net annual cost and dividing it by 
CO2 emissions, both determined as above. 
 
It needs to be emphasized that average HRI percent (calculated using degradation factor across the 
project life) and not the maximum HRI percent, has been applied to determine fuel savings and CO2 
emissions reductions for a given measure.  
  
Table 2 (one table for each unit) includes heat rate reduction (Btu/kWh), CO2 emission reduction 
(tons/yr), and cost per unit CO2 reduction ($ per ton) for each of the remaining measures for Units 1 
through 4: 
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Table 2: Marshall Unit 1 
Measure Heat Rate 

Reduction  
 
 

Btu/kWh 
[Project Life 

Average] 

CO2 Emissions 
Reductions  

 
 

tons per year 
[Project Life 

Average] 

Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction  

 
 

$ per ton 
[Including Fuel 

Savings] 

Is Cost per 
Unit CO2 
Reduction  
<= $23 per 

ton? 

Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain 
Unit Efficiency) [CLR] 43 3,493 202 

 N 

Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC]       - 

Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, 
Rebuilds [CRR]       - 

Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP) [TUR] 93 7,485 346 N 

Helper Cooling Tower [HCT] 0 0 0 - 

Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan 
Variable Frequency Drive [IBD] 0 0 0 - 

FGD Aux Load Reduction Through 
Variable Frequency Drives [FGDA] 3 228 389 N 

Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven 
Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 0 0 0 - 

Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR] 47 3,792 91 N 

Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency 
Drive [FDF] 38 3,034 78 N 

Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB] 26 2,096 15 Y 

AH Leakage Reduction [ALR] 12 998 223 N 

Combustion Optimization - CCM / 
Excess Air / Neural Network [CO] 26 2,096 54 N 

AH Exit Gas Temperature Reduction 
[AHE] 0 0 0 - 

Technically infeasible/no opportunity identified   
Performed in or prior to baseline year 2012   

Performed prior to July 2015 and after baseline year   
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Table 2: Marshall Unit 2 
Measure Heat Rate 

Reduction  
 
 

Btu/kWh 
[Project Life 

Average] 

CO2 Emissions 
Reductions  

 
 

tons per year 
[Project Life 

Average] 

Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction  

 
 

$ per ton 
[Including Fuel 

Savings] 

Is Cost per 
Unit CO2 
Reduction  
<= $23 per 

ton? 

Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain 
Unit Efficiency) [CLR] 43 5,018 129 N 

Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC]       - 

Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, 
Rebuilds [CRR] 37 4,301 94 N 

Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP) [TUR] 92 10,753 224 N 

Helper Cooling Tower [HCT] 0 0 0 - 

Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan 
Variable Frequency Drive [IBD] 0 0 0 - 

FGD Aux Load Reduction Through 
Variable Frequency Drives [FGDA] 3 327 260 N 

Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven 
Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 0 0 0 - 

Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR] 47 5,448 52 N 

Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency 
Drive [FDF] 32 3,746 57 N 

Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB] 26 3,011 -1 Y 

AH Leakage Reduction [ALR] 12 1,434 138 N 

Combustion Optimization - CCM / 
Excess Air / Neural Network [CO] 26 3,011 26 N 

AH Exit Gas Temperature Reduction 
[AHE] 0 0 0 - 

Technically infeasible/no opportunity identified   
Performed in or prior to baseline year 2012   

Performed prior to July 2015 and after baseline year   
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Table 2: Marshall Unit 3 
Measure Heat Rate 

Reduction  
 
 

Btu/kWh 
[Project Life 

Average] 

CO2 Emissions 
Reductions  

 
 

tons per year 
[Project Life 

Average] 

Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction  

 
 

$ per ton 
[Including Fuel 

Savings] 

Is Cost per 
Unit CO2 
Reduction  
<= $23 per 

ton? 

Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain 
Unit Efficiency) [CLR] 42 15,840 16 Y 

Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC]       - 

Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, 
Rebuilds [CRR]       - 

Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP) [TUR]       - 

Helper Cooling Tower [HCT] 0 0 0 - 

Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan 
Variable Frequency Drive [IBD]       - 

FGD Aux Load Reduction Through 
Variable Frequency Drives [FGDA] 0 0 0 - 

Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven 
Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 0 0 0 - 

Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR] 0 0 0 - 

Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency 
Drive [FDF] 18 6,664 16 Y 

Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB] 13 4,752 -14 Y 

AH Leakage Reduction [ALR] 12 4,526 5 Y 

Combustion Optimization - CCM / 
Excess Air / Neural Network [CO] 25 9,504 -17 Y 

AH Exit Gas Temperature Reduction 
[AHE] 0 0 0 - 

Technically infeasible/no opportunity identified   
Performed in or prior to baseline year 2012   

Performed prior to July 2015 and after baseline year   
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Table 2: Marshall Unit 4 
Measure Heat Rate 

Reduction  
 
 

Btu/kWh 
[Project Life 

Average] 

CO2 Emissions 
Reductions  

 
 

tons per year 
[Project Life 

Average] 

Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction  

 
 

$ per ton 
[Including Fuel 

Savings] 

Is Cost per 
Unit CO2 
Reduction  
<= $23 per 

ton? 

Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain 
Unit Efficiency) [CLR] 41 17,662 10 Y 

Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC]       - 

Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, 
Rebuilds [CRR] 0 0 0 - 

Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP) [TUR]       - 

Helper Cooling Tower [HCT] 0 0 0 - 

Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan 
Variable Frequency Drive [IBD]       - 

FGD Aux Load Reduction Through 
Variable Frequency Drives [FGDA] 0 0 0 - 

Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven 
Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 0 0 0 - 

Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR] 0 0 0 - 

Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency 
Drive [FDF] 13 5,753 24 N 

Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB] 25 10,597 -27 Y 

AH Leakage Reduction [ALR] 12 5,046 -2 Y 

Combustion Optimization - CCM / 
Excess Air / Neural Network [CO] 25 10,597 -20 Y 

AH Exit Gas Temperature Reduction 
[AHE] 0 0 0 - 

Technically infeasible/no opportunity identified   
Performed in or prior to baseline year 2012   

Performed prior to July 2015 and after baseline year   
 
Refer to the attached spreadsheet on calculations for annualized cost and cost per unit reduction of CO2 
for each associated measure for each of the EGUs included in Table 2 above. 
 
It needs to be stated here although the retirement age for each of the units has been estimated by DEC 
and available to DAQ, there is no need to adjust the above estimated costs, considering the remaining 
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useful life (RUL) of each of the EGUs.  Each BSER measure considered has a project life that is less 
than the RUL of the EGU.  
 
Marshall Unit 1 Results Discussion 
 
Comparing with the reasonable cost threshold of $23 per ton, as discussed in Section 3 above, the 
estimated costs for measures included in Table 2: Unit 1 above, except for ISB measure,  can be 
considered “excessive”, “exorbitant” or “unreasonable”, as stated by EPA in the preamble to the final 
EG10.    
 
For ISB measure, DAQ is determining CO2 emission reduction cost of $15 per ton reasonable for ISB 
measure (using the cost threshold of $23 per ton CO2).   The associated heat rate reduction and CO2 
emissions reduction are 26 Btu/kWh and 2,096 tons/yr, respectively.  In general, the measure is 
expected to produce non-air environmental co-benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid 
waste production, in addition to, reduced emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and 
mercury.  Moreover, no adverse energy impact is expected from employing the measure at Unit 1.  
Thus, considering cost, non-air environmental, and energy impacts, DAQ determines that the ISB 
measure is BSER for Unit 1.   
 
Marshall Unit 2 Results Discussion 
 
As shown in Table 2 above, only one measure, ISB (-$1 per ton), is less than or equal to the reasonable 
cost threshold of $23 per ton. 
 
No other measures are available to be considered with ISB that will keep the collective cost of the 
measures below the reasonable cost threshold. 
 
In summary, DAQ is determining CO2 emission reduction cost of -$1 per ton reasonable for ISB 
measure (i.e., fuel savings itself will pay for the cost for implementing the measure).   The associated 
heat rate reduction and CO2 emissions reduction are 26 Btu/kWh and 3,011 tons/yr, respectively.  In 
general, the measure is expected to produce non-air environmental co-benefits in the form of reduced 
water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, reduced emissions of non-GHG pollutants such 
as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  Moreover, no adverse energy impact is expected from employing the 
measure at Unit 2.  Thus, considering cost, non-air environmental, and energy impacts, DAQ 
determines that the ISB measure is BSER for Unit 2.   
 
Marshall Unit 3 Results Discussion 
 
Comparing the above estimates with the reasonable cost threshold of $23 per ton, as discussed in 
Section 3 above, each of the remaining five measures (CLR, FDF, ISB, ALR, and CO) individually 
costs less than or equal to $23 per ton and collectively -$6 per ton. 
 
Of the five remaining projects, ISB, ALR and CO can be considered measures that improve boiler 
efficiency.  When considering measures that improve an EGU’s thermal efficiency, the benefits are not 
necessarily cumulative, unlike the case for measures that reduce parasitic loads on the EGU, where it is 
a reasonable assumption to do so.  The HRI likely values initially submitted by DEC and used thus far 

                                                            
10 Page 298 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 

VI-123 A-12831



14 
 

do not take into account synergistic effects.  Therefore, it is reasonable to adjust the HRI values used in 
this analysis in those cases where multiple boiler efficiency projects are considered together as BSER. 
  
Based on confidential information DEC has supplied as justification, the HRI likely for ISB will be 
further reduced in this analysis. A decrease in the HRI will also result in the increase in the cost per ton 
of CO2 removed. Upon adjustment, the cost per ton of CO2 removed associated with ISB increased 
from -$26 per ton to -$14 per ton, and the collective cost for all of these five measures increased from -
-$6 per ton to $6 per ton.  
 
One other adjustment to consider in this case is the use of CLR. DEC has supplied justification that the 
HRI likely value resulting from the implementation of CLR alone should not be considered additive 
(similar to boiler efficiency projects) when implemented with many other projects.  The DAQ found 
this explanation reasonable and as a result reduced the HRI likely from the implementation of CLR 
when used in conjunction with two or more other measures.  
 
In this case, CLR is proposed with four more other projects and hence, the HRI associated with CLR 
was reduced. A decrease in the HRI will also result in the increase in the cost per ton of CO2 removed. 
Upon adjustment, the cost per ton of CO2 removed associated with CLR will increase from $16 per ton 
to $69 per ton.  Collectively, the five measures now cost $49 per ton. 
 
Thus, the BSER analysis needs to be reconsidered.   
 
Without CLR Measure 
 
If CLR measure is excluded from the analysis, the other four measures (FDF, ISB, ALR and CO) 
would result in HRI benefits of 68 Btu/kWh and CO2 reductions of 25,446 tons per year, at a collective 
cost of -$10 per ton.   Since there are no additional measures available for consideration, there are no 
other measures that could be combined with these four measures, still keeping the collective cost for 
all measures less than or equal to $23 per ton.   
 
CLR with Other Measures 
 
There are a number of possible combinations of measures that could be evaluated.  However, only 
those measures which are expected to provide similar or higher benefits than the benefits associated 
with the above scenario, “without CLR measure” (Option 4 in Table 3), will be discussed here.  The 
results are summarized in Table 3. Note the table also includes the contribution to costs and benefits 
associated with the CLR and ISB measures adjusted and non-adjusted as necessary. 
 
Considering all the scenarios and combinations in Table 3, DAQ recommends the following measures 
for BSER for Unit 3: FDF, ISB, ALR and CO.   This combination of measures has the greatest benefits 
(i.e., greatest reductions in heat rate and CO2 emissions) at the lowest cost per ton of CO2 reduced. 
 
In summary, DAQ is determining CO2 emission reduction cost of -$10 per ton reasonable for four 
measures combined (FDF, ISB, ALR, and CO) (i.e., fuel savings itself will pay for the cost for 
implementing these measures).   The associated heat rate reduction and CO2 emissions reduction are 68 
Btu/kWh and 25,446 tons/yr, respectively.  In general, these measures are expected to produce non-air 
environmental co-benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition 
to, reduced emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  Moreover, no adverse 
energy impact is expected from employing the measures at Unit 3.  Thus, considering cost, non-air 
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environmental, and energy impacts, DAQ determines that the combined measures of FDF, ISB, ALR, 
and CO measures are BSER for Unit 3.   
 

Table 3: Marshall Unit 3 
Cost and Benefits as a Function of Measure Combinations 

Option Measures Heat Rate 
Reduction 

 
Btu/kWh 

Cost per 
Unit CO2 
Reduction 
$ per ton 

CO2 
Emissions 
Reductions 

tons per 
year 

- CLR with one other measure 42 16 15,840 
- CLR with two or more measures 21 69 7,920 
- FDF 18 16 6,664 
- ISB without CO 25 -26 9,504 
- ISB with CO 13 -14 4,752 
- ALR 12 5 4,526 
- CO 25 -17 9,504 
1 CLR+ISB 67 -10 25,344 
2 CLR+CO 67 -1 25,344 
3 CLR+ISB+CO 59 38 22,176 
4 FDF+ISB+CO+ALR 68 -10 25,446 
5 FDF+ISB+ALR 55 -4 20,694 
6 FDF+CO+ALR 55 4 20,694 

 
 
Marshall Unit 4 Results Discussion 
 
Comparing the above estimates with the reasonable cost threshold of $23 per ton, as discussed in 
Section 3, each of the remaining four measures (CLR, ISB, ALR, and CO) individually costs less than 
or equal to $23 per ton and collectively -$15 per ton. 
 
One other measure, FDF (at $24 per ton), is available that will keep the collective cost below $23/ton. 
 
With respect to these five remaining projects, ISB, ALR and CO can be considered measures that 
improve boiler efficiency.  When considering measures that improve an EGU’s thermal efficiency, the 
benefits are not necessarily cumulative, unlike the case for measures that reduce parasitic loads on the 
EGU, where it is a reasonable assumption to do so.  The HRI likely values initially submitted by DEC 
and used thus far do not take into account synergistic effects.  Therefore, it is reasonable to adjust the 
HRI values used in this analysis in those cases where multiple boiler efficiency projects are considered 
together as BSER. 
  
Based on confidential information DEC has supplied as justification, the HRI likely for ISB will be 
further reduced in this analysis. A decrease in the HRI will also result in the increase in the cost per ton 
of CO2 removed.   
 
One other adjustment to consider in this case is the use of CLR.  DEC has supplied justification that 
the HRI likely value resulting from the implementation of CLR alone should not be considered 
additive (similar to boiler efficiency projects) when implemented with many other projects.  The DAQ 
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found this explanation reasonable and as a result reduced the HRI likely from the implementation of 
CLR when used in conjunction with two or more other measures. 
 
Making these adjustments to this combination of measures, the collective cost increases from -$15 per 
ton to $42 per ton, exceeding the established reasonable cost threshold.  
 
Thus, the BSER analysis needs to be reconsidered.   
 
Without CLR Measure 
 
If CLR measure is excluded from the analysis, the other four measures (FDF, ISB, ALR and CO) 
would result in HRI benefits of 62 Btu/kWh and CO2 reductions of 26,695 tons per year, at a collective 
cost of -$15 per ton.   Since there are no additional measures available for consideration, there are no 
other measures that could be combined with these four measures, still keeping the collective cost for 
all measures less than or equal to $23 per ton.   
 
CLR with Other Measures 
    
There are a number of possible combinations of measures that could be evaluated.  However, only 
those measures which are expected to provide similar or higher benefits than the benefits associated 
with the above scenario, “without CLR measure” (Option 4 in Table 4), will be discussed here. The 
results are summarized in the table below. Note the table also includes the contribution to costs and 
benefits associated with the CLR and ISB measures adjusted and non-adjusted as necessary. 
 

Table 4: Marshall Unit 4 
Cost and Benefits as a Function of Measure Combinations 

Option Measures Heat Rate 
Reduction 

 
Btu/kWh 

Cost per 
Unit CO2 
Reduction 
$ per ton 

CO2 
Emissions 
Reductions 

tons per 
year 

- CLR with one other measure 41 10 17,662 
- CLR with two or more measures 21 57 8,831 
- FDF 13 24 5,753 
- ISB without CO 25 -27 10,597 
- ISB with CO 12 -17 5,299 
- ALR 12 -2 5,046 
- CO 25 -20 10,597 
1 CLR+ISB 66 -18 28,259 
2 CLR+CO 66 -10 28,259 
3 CLR+ISB+CO 58 20 24,727 
4 FDF+ISB+CO+ALR 62 -15 26,695 
5 FDF+ISB+ALR 50 -6 21,396 
6 FDF+CO+ALR 50 2 21,396 

 
It needs to be stated here that there is some uncertainty about whether the HRI benefits associated with 
CLR would actually be realized as per the information provided by DEC.  In addition, considering only 
a negligible incremental improvement in heat rate associated with either a combination of measures 
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CLR and ISB (66 Btu/kWh reduction) or measures CLR and CO (66 Btu/kWh reduction) over the 
combination of measures FDF, ISB, ALR, and CO (62 Btu/kWh reduction),   DAQ recommends the 
following measures for BSER for Unit 4: FDF, ISB, ALR and CO.     
 
In summary, DAQ is determining CO2 emission reduction cost of -$15 per ton reasonable for four 
measures combined (FDF, ISB, ALR, and CO) (i.e., fuel savings itself will pay for the cost for 
implementing these measures).   The associated heat rate reduction and CO2 emissions reduction are 62 
Btu/kWh and 26,695 tons/yr, respectively.  In general, these measures are expected to produce non-air 
environmental co-benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition 
to, reduced emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  Moreover, no adverse 
energy impact is expected from employing the measures at Unit 4.  Thus, considering cost, non-air 
environmental, and energy impacts, DAQ determines that the combined measures of FDF, ISB, ALR, 
and CO measures are BSER for Unit 4.   
 

5. BSER for Marshall Units 1 through 4 
 
Marshall Unit 1 BSER 
 
DEC shall implement the HRI measure ISB, starting September 1, 2019. 
 
Marshall Unit 2 BSER 
 
DEC shall implement the HRI measure ISB, starting September 1, 2019. 
 
Marshall Unit 3 BSER 
 
DEC shall implement the HRI measures FDF, ISB, ALR, and CO, starting September 1, 2019. 
 
Marshall Unit 4 BSER 
 
DEC shall implement the HRI measures FDF, ISB, ALR, and CO, starting September 1, 2019. 
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NOTES REFERENCES

$107,397 A 1

$107,397 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$107,397 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$805,476 1

-$128,508 3

$676,968 2(b)

8 PL 1
$13,425 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$13,425 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$690,392 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,031,260 4

9,898 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,078,626 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 25.63 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 18.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 757,521 5

49
37

Project Life, Years 8 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

3,621 6
3,992 6
2,716 6
2,994 6
173 7
205 8
231 7
274 8
202
239
43

3493
1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U1
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average coal 
price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-128 A-12836



NOTES REFERENCES

$37,588,860 A 1

$37,588,860 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$37,588,860 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$275,374 3

-$221,675 2(b)

20 PL 1
$1,879,443 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$1,879,443 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$1,657,768 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,031,260 4

9,898 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,078,626 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 25.63 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 18.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 757,521 5

148
37

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 75 1

1.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 1.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

10,864 6
11,975 6
2,716 6
2,994 6
138 7
161 8
554 7
646 8
346
404
93

7485
1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U1
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-129 A-12837



NOTES REFERENCES

$429,587 A 1

$429,587 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$429,587 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$8,371 3

$45,327 2(b)

10 PL 1
$42,959 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$42,959 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$88,286 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,031,260 4

9,898 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,078,626 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 25.63 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 18.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 757,521 5

3
3

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.03 1
0.03 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.03
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.03

217 6
240 6
196 6
216 6
369 7
404 8
410 7
448 8
389
426

3
228

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U1
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
FGD Aux Load reduction through Variable Frequency Drives

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-130 A-12838



NOTES REFERENCES

$8,591,739 A 1

$8,591,739 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$8,591,739 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$139,523 3

-$85,824 2(b)

20 PL 1
$429,587 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$429,587 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$343,763 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,031,260 4

9,898 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,078,626 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 25.63 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 18.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 757,521 5

49
45

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.50 1
0.45 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.45

3,621 6
3,992 6
3,259 6
3,593 6

86 7
121 8
96 7
135 8
91
128
47

3792
1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U1
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Induced Draft Fan Replacement

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-131 A-12839



NOTES REFERENCES

$5,369,837 A 1

$5,369,837 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$5,369,837 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$111,618 3

-$31,071 2(b)

20 PL 1
$268,492 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$268,492 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$237,421 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,031,260 4

9,898 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,078,626 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 25.63 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 18.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 757,521 5

40
36

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.40 1
0.36 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.40
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.36

2,897 6
3,193 6
2,607 6
2,874 6

74 7
109 8
83 7
121 8
78
115
38

3034
1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U1
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive 

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-132 A-12840



NOTES REFERENCES

$536,984 A 1

$536,984 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$536,984 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$77,105 3

-$23,406 2(b)

10 PL 1
$53,698 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$53,698 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$30,292 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,031,260 4

9,898 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,078,626 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 25.63 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 18.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 757,521 5

30
22

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.30 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.30
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

2,173 6
2,395 6
1,630 6
1,796 6

13 7
45 8
17 7
60 8
15
52
26

2096
1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U1
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Intelligent Sootblowers

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-133 A-12841



NOTES REFERENCES

$375,889 A 1

$375,889 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$375,889 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$36,716 3

$16,982 2(b)

3 PL 1
$125,296 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$125,296 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$142,278 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,031,260 4

9,898 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,078,626 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 25.63 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 18.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 757,521 5

20
5

Project Life, Years 3 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 75 1

0.20 1
0.05 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.20
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.05

1,449 6
1,597 6
362 6
399 6
89 7
112 8
356 7
448 8
223
280
12
998

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U1
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
AH Leakage Reduction

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-134 A-12842



NOTES REFERENCES

$1,073,967 A 1

$1,073,967 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$1,073,967 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$77,105 3

$3,443 2(b)

10 PL 1
$107,397 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$107,397 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$110,840 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,031,260 4

9,898 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,078,626 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 25.63 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 18.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 757,521 5

30
22

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.30 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.30
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

2,173 6
2,395 6
1,630 6
1,796 6

46 7
78 8
62 7
105 8
54
92
26

2096
1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U1
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Combustion Optimization - CCM / Excess Air / Neural Network

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-135 A-12843



NOTES REFERENCES

$107,397 A 1

$107,397 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$107,397 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$805,476 1

-$184,112 3

$621,364 2(b)

8 PL 1
$13,425 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$13,425 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$634,789 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,307,214 4

9,847 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,370,510 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 33.92 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 27.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,090,913 5

49
37

Project Life, Years 8 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

5,203 6
5,735 6
3,902 6
4,301 6
111 7
143 8
148 7
190 8
129
167
43

5018

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U2
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average coal 
price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-136 A-12844



NOTES REFERENCES

$9,665,707 A 1

$9,665,707 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$9,665,707 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$32,219 1

-$157,810 3

-$125,591 2(b)

20 PL 1
$483,285 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$483,285 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$357,694 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,307,214 4

9,847 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,370,510 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 33.92 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 27.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,090,913 5

49
25

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 50 1

0.50 1
0.25 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.25

5,203 6
5,735 6
2,601 6
2,867 6

62 7
90 8
125 7
180 8
94
135
37

4301

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U2
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Condenser rebundle, retubes, rebuilds

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-137 A-12845



NOTES REFERENCES

$37,588,860 A 1

$37,588,860 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$37,588,860 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$394,525 3

-$340,826 2(b)

20 PL 1
$1,879,443 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$1,879,443 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$1,538,617 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,307,214 4

9,847 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,370,510 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 33.92 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 27.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,090,913 5

148
37

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 75 1

1.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 1.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

15,608 6
17,205 6
3,902 6
4,301 6

89 7
112 8
358 7
449 8
224
281
92

10753

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U2
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-138 A-12846



NOTES REFERENCES

$429,587 A 1

$429,587 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$429,587 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$11,994 3

$41,705 2(b)

10 PL 1
$42,959 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$42,959 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$84,664 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,307,214 4

9,847 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,370,510 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 33.92 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 27.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,090,913 5

3
3

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.03 1
0.03 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.03
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.03

312 6
344 6
281 6
310 6
246 7
281 8
273 7
312 8
260
297

3
327

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U2
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
FGD Aux Load reduction through Variable Frequency Drives

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-139 A-12847



NOTES REFERENCES

$8,591,739 A 1

$8,591,739 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$8,591,739 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$199,893 3

-$146,194 2(b)

20 PL 1
$429,587 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$429,587 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$283,393 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,307,214 4

9,847 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,370,510 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 33.92 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 27.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,090,913 5

49
44

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.50 1
0.45 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.45

5,203 6
5,735 6
4,682 6
5,161 6

49 7
84 8
55 7
94 8
52
89
47

5448

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U2
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Induced Draft Fan Replacement

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-140 A-12848



NOTES REFERENCES

$5,369,837 A 1

$5,369,837 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$5,369,837 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$137,426 3

-$56,879 2(b)

20 PL 1
$268,492 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$268,492 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$211,613 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,307,214 4

9,847 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,370,510 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 33.92 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 27.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,090,913 5

34
30

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.34 1
0.31 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.34
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.31

3,577 6
3,943 6
3,219 6
3,548 6

54 7
89 8
60 7
98 8
57
93
32

3746

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U2
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive 

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-141 A-12849



NOTES REFERENCES

$536,984 A 1

$536,984 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$536,984 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$110,467 3

-$56,769 2(b)

10 PL 1
$53,698 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$53,698 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

-$3,070 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,307,214 4

9,847 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,370,510 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 33.92 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 27.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,090,913 5

30
22

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.30 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.30
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

3,122 6
3,441 6
2,341 6
2,581 6

-1 7
31 8
-1 7
42 8
-1
36
26

3011

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U2
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Intelligent Sootblowers

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-142 A-12850



NOTES REFERENCES

$375,889 A 1

$375,889 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$375,889 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$52,603 3

$1,095 2(b)

3 PL 1
$125,296 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$125,296 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$126,391 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,307,214 4

9,847 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,370,510 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 33.92 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 27.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,090,913 5

20
5

Project Life, Years 3 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 75 1

0.20 1
0.05 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.20
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.05

2,081 6
2,294 6
520 6
573 6
55 7
78 8
220 7
312 8
138
195
12

1434

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U2
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
AH Leakage Reduction

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-143 A-12851



NOTES REFERENCES

$1,073,967 A 1

$1,073,967 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$1,073,967 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$110,467 3

-$29,919 2(b)

10 PL 1
$107,397 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$107,397 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$77,477 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,307,214 4

9,847 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1,370,510 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 33.92 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 27.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,090,913 5

30
22

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.30 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.30
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

3,122 6
3,441 6
2,341 6
2,581 6

23 7
55 8
30 7
73 8
26
64
26

3011

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U2
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Combustion Optimization - CCM / Excess Air / Neural Network

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-144 A-12852



NOTES REFERENCES

$107,397 A 1

$107,397 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$107,397 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$805,476 1

-$574,796 3

$230,679 2(b)

8 PL 1
$13,425 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$13,425 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$244,104 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,062,975 4

9,584 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 3,263,260 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 47.56 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 51.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 3,499,291 5

48
36

Project Life, Years 8 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

16,423 6
18,103 6
12,317 6
13,577 6

13 7
45 8
18 7
60 8
16
53
42

15840

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U3
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average coal 
price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-145 A-12853



NOTES REFERENCES

$5,369,837 A 1

$5,369,837 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$5,369,837 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$241,825 3

-$161,277 2(b)

20 PL 1
$268,492 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$268,492 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$107,214 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,062,975 4

9,584 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 3,263,260 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 47.56 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 51.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 3,499,291 5

19
17

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.19 1
0.17 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.19
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.17

6,364 6
7,015 6
5,727 6
6,313 6

15 7
50 8
17 7
55 8
16
53
18

6664

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U3
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive 

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-146 A-12854



NOTES REFERENCES

$536,984 A 1

$536,984 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$536,984 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$172,439 3

-$118,740 2(b)

10 PL 1
$53,698 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$53,698 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

-$65,042 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,062,975 4

9,584 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 3,263,260 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 47.56 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 51.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 3,499,291 5

14
11

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.15 1
0.11 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.15
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.11

4,927 6
5,431 6
3,695 6
4,073 6
-12 7
20 8
-16 7
26 8
-14
23
13

4752

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U3
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Intelligent Sootblowers

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-147 A-12855



NOTES REFERENCES

$375,889 A 1

$375,889 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$375,889 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$164,227 3

-$110,529 2(b)

3 PL 1
$125,296 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$125,296 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$14,767 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,062,975 4

9,584 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 3,263,260 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 47.56 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 51.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 3,499,291 5

19
5

Project Life, Years 3 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 75 1

0.20 1
0.05 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.20
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.05

6,569 6
7,241 6
1,642 6
1,810 6

2 7
25 8
8 7
99 8
5
62
12

4526

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U3
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
AH Leakage Reduction

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

VI-148 A-12856



NOTES REFERENCES

$1,073,967 A 1

$1,073,967 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$1,073,967 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$344,878 3

-$264,330 2(b)

10 PL 1
$107,397 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$107,397 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

-$156,933 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,062,975 4

9,584 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 3,263,260 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 47.56 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 51.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 3,499,291 5

29
22

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.30 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.30
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

9,854 6
10,862 6
7,390 6
8,146 6
-14 7
17 8
-19 7
23 8
-17
20
25

9504

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U3
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Combustion Optimization - CCM / Excess Air / Neural Network

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.
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NOTES REFERENCES

$107,397 A 1

$107,397 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$107,397 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$805,476 1

-$651,901 3

$153,574 2(b)

8 PL 1
$13,425 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$13,425 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$166,999 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,544,234 4

9,433 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 3,902,223 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 56.13 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 58.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 4,032,228 5

47
35

Project Life, Years 8 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

18,312 6
20,185 6
13,734 6
15,139 6

8 7
41 8
11 7
54 8
10
47
41

17662

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U4
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average coal 
price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.
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NOTES REFERENCES

$5,369,837 A 1

$5,369,837 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$5,369,837 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$212,334 3

-$131,786 2(b)

20 PL 1
$268,492 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$268,492 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$136,706 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,544,234 4

9,433 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 3,902,223 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 56.13 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 58.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 4,032,228 5

14
13

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.15 1
0.14 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.15
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.14

5,493 6
6,056 6
4,944 6
5,450 6

23 7
58 8
25 7
64 8
24
61
13

5753

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U4
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive 

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.
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NOTES REFERENCES

$536,984 A 1

$536,984 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$536,984 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$391,141 3

-$337,442 2(b)

10 PL 1
$53,698 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$53,698 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

-$283,744 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,544,234 4

9,433 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 3,902,223 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 56.13 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 58.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 4,032,228 5

28
21

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.30 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.30
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

10,987 6
12,111 6
8,240 6
9,083 6
-23 7
9 8

-31 7
12 8
-27
10
25

10597

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U4
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Intelligent Sootblowers

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.
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NOTES REFERENCES

$375,889 A 1

$375,889 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$375,889 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$186,258 3

-$132,559 2(b)

3 PL 1
$125,296 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$125,296 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

-$7,263 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,544,234 4

9,433 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 3,902,223 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 56.13 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 58.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 4,032,228 5

19
5

Project Life, Years 3 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 75 1

0.20 1
0.05 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.20
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.05

7,325 6
8,074 6
1,831 6
2,019 6

-1 7
22 8
-4 7
89 8
-2
55
12

5046

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U4
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
AH Leakage Reduction

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.
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NOTES REFERENCES

$1,073,967 A 1

$1,073,967 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$1,073,967 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$391,141 3

-$310,593 2(b)

10 PL 1
$107,397 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$107,397 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

-$203,197 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,544,234 4

9,433 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 3,902,223 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 56.13 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 58.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 4,032,228 5

28
21

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.30 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.30
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

10,987 6
12,111 6
8,240 6
9,083 6
-17 7
16 8
-22 7
21 8
-20
18
25

10597

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC
Marshall U4
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Combustion Optimization - CCM / Excess Air / Neural Network

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.
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North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality  
Division of Air Quality  

 
Supporting Basis  

Determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction for CO2 Emissions from  
Existing Electric Utility Generating Units  

 
October 30, 2015 

 
Facility 
 
Duke Energy Progress, Inc., Mayo Electric Generating Plant, Roxboro, NC 
Facility ID: 7300045 
Current Air Quality Permit No. 03478T42 
 
Affected Electric Utility Generating Unit (EGU) 
 
Unit 1, with a heat input capacity of 9,800 million Btu per hour, consisting of: 
 

Unit 1A - Coal/No. 2 fuel oil/recycled No. 2 fuel oil-fired electric utility boiler (4,900 million Btu 
per heat input capacity) equipped with low-NOX burner systems and sodium coal 
conditioning and alkaline-based fuel additive 

 
Unit 1B - Coal/No. 2 fuel oil/recycled No. 2 fuel oil-fired electric utility boiler (4,900 million Btu 

per heat input capacity) equipped with low-NOX burner systems and sodium coal 
conditioning and alkaline-based fuel additive 

 
Generator rated at 736 MW (nameplate capacity). 
 
 

1. Introduction  
 
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has adopted Emission Guidelines for 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Compliance Times for Electric Utility Generating Units on August 3, 
2015 and codified it in 40 CFR Subpart UUUU.    
 
The affected electric utility steam generating units (EGUs) under these emission guidelines (EG) are 
steam generating units, integrated gasification combined cycle units (IGCC), and stationary combined 
cycle or combined heat and power (CHP) combustion turbines that commenced construction on or 
before January 8, 2014.   
 
The EG includes uniform, nationwide emission standards, which are performance-based rates for 
emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) expressed as CO2 (lb CO2/net MWh), as follows: 
 
 Fossil fuel-fired steam generating units or IGCC: 1,534 lb CO2/net MWh (interim, average of 

2022-2029), 1,305 lb CO2/net MWh (final, starting 2030) 
 

 Natural gas-fired stationary combined cycle combustion turbines (including CHP combustion 
turbines): 832 lb/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-2029), 771 lb/MWh (final, starting 2030) 
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In lieu of the above uniform rates, each EGU can comply with state-specific goal (lb CO2/net MWh).  
The other option is that all affected units in the state, in aggregate, comply with the mass-based state 
goal (short tons/yr).   
 
For North Carolina (NC), the rate-based interim and final goals are 1,311 lb CO2/net MWh and 1,136 
lb CO2/net MWh, respectively.  Similarly, NC’s mass-based interim and final goals are 56,986,025 
short tons/yr and 51,266,234 short tons/yr, respectively.  
 
The above standards (whether uniform nationwide rates or state-specific goals) are based upon the 
determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction (BSER) consisting of following three building 
blocks:   
 
 Building Block 1 (BB1) - reducing the carbon intensity of electricity generation by improving the 

heat rate of existing coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 2 (BB2) - substituting increased electricity generation from lower-emitting existing 
natural gas plants for reduced generation from higher-emitting coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 3 (BB3) - substituting increased electricity generation from new zero-emitting 
renewable energy sources (like wind and solar) for reduced generation from existing coal-fired and 
natural gas-fired power plants. 

 
The EG requires that each state submit its plan complying with all applicable requirements by the 
deadline included therein.   One of the requirements consists of development of an emission standard 
(“standard of performance”) and establishment of compliance time for each EGU. 
 
The Clean Air Act (CAA) §111(a)(1) defines “standard of performance” as “a standard for emissions 
of air pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through the application of 
the best system of emission reduction which (taking into account the cost of achieving such reduction 
and any non-air quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements) the Administrator 
determines has been adequately demonstrated”.  
 

2. History of Development of Emission Guidelines under CAA 
 
Over the last 40 years, under §111(d), the EPA has regulated four pollutants from five source 
categories, by promulgating associated EG.  These source categories are phosphate fertilizer plants 
(fluorides), sulfuric acid plants (acid mist), Kraft pulp plants (total reduced sulfur (TRS)), primary 
aluminum plants (fluorides), and municipal solid waste landfills (landfill gas emissions as non-
methane organic compounds (NMOCs))1.  The following general principles and/or rationales were 
used by EPA in establishing BSER for these EGs: 
 

                                                            
1  See Footnote 18 at 79 FR 41776, July 17, 2014, including ‘‘Phosphate Fertilizer Plants; Final Guideline Document 
Availability,’’ 42 FR 12022 (March 1, 1977); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources; Emission Guideline 
for Sulfuric Acid Mist,’’ 42 FR 55796 (October 18, 1977); ‘‘Kraft Pulp Mills, Notice of Availability of Final Guideline 
Document,’’ 44 FR 29828 (May 22, 1979); ‘‘Primary Aluminum Plants; Availability of Final Guideline Document,’’ 45 
FR 26294 (April 17, 1980); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources and Guidelines for Control of Existing 
Sources: Municipal Solid Waste Landfills, Final Rule,’’ 61 FR 9905 (March 12, 1996).  
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 The degree of emission reduction achievable through the application of various demonstrated 
control technologies. 
 

 The technical feasibility of applying various demonstrated technologies to existing sources 
considering variability in sizes and designs. 
 

 The impact of various demonstrated technologies on national energy consumption, water pollution, 
waste disposal, and ambient air concentrations of a designated pollutant.  
 

 The cost of adopting the emission guidelines, after considering control costs for various 
demonstrated technologies and taking into account the level of any existing controls. 

 
Each of these EGs indicates that the cost of applying various control technologies can have a 
considerable impact in selection of a BSER for any designated pollutant for existing facilities.   They 
also indicate that the age, size, type, class, and process design of the facility, influence not only the 
BSER selection process, but can also support a decision-making for whether different EGs are to be 
established for differing sizes, types, or classes of equipment. 
 
The EGs for the above referenced source categories have been established for principal points of 
emissions (point and fugitive emissions sources) located within the facility and, not for any emissions 
sources located outside of the facility.  Finally, in these EGs, with respect to determining the EG, EPA 
has consistently recognized that not only the control technology needs to be demonstrated on existing 
sources, but the degree of emission reduction (performance level) needs to be readily achievable by the 
control technology. 
 

3. The Division of Air Quality (DAQ)’s Approach for Determination of BSER  
 
The DAQ will consider the above general principles in determining BSER for CO2 emissions reduction 
from each EGU.  But, importantly, DAQ will determine BSER for each EGU based upon BB1-type 
measures only (i.e., measures which can be accomplished within the fence-line of the facility), 
conforming to the §111(d) of the CAA and the requirements of 40 CFR 60 “Adoption and Submittal of 
State Plans for Designated Facilities”.  Thus, DAQ’s approach will comprise of improving the 
operational efficiency of the EGUs in order to reduce CO2 emissions from the 2012 baseline levels. 
 
The DAQ’s BSER evaluation will specifically be based upon the following: 
 
 type of EGU 
 remaining useful life of the EGU 
 unit’s baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions)  
 unit’s projected future capacity factor  
 feasibility of applying specific heat rate improvement (HRI) measure on a given unit  
 whether the measure is adequately demonstrated  
 degree of heat rate reduction potential for feasible HRI measures  
 site-specific limitations  
 associated costs (capital, fixed and variable operational and maintenance (O&M), and fuel savings) 
 cost per ton of CO2 reduction 
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The evaluation is also based on literature review2 of technical feasibility for various HRI measures, 
degree of heat rate reduction potential, and costs data (capital, and fixed and variable O&M).  
 
It needs to be emphasized here that DAQ’s determination for each EGU will not be based upon some 
pre-determined HRI target, such as EPA’s selection of a 4.3% HRI potential for EGUs in the Eastern 
interconnection3, as discussed in the EG.  
 
The DAQ’s approach will include those adequately demonstrated, cost-effective measures that assure 
that the electricity is generated with lower CO2 emissions, thus improving public health and welfare. 
The selected HRI measures would be expected to produce non-air environmental co-benefits in the 
form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, reductions in emissions of non-
GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  However, it should be noted that as the EGU 
becomes more cost-competitive due to HRIs, it may be dispatched more frequently and/or at higher 
loads.  If the EGU is utilized more often, some increases in emissions of GHG (as CO2) and similarly, 
for non-GHG pollutants (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury) are possible, and those could partially offset 
the emissions reductions achieved through the HRI of the EGU. 
 
EPA has determined a cost estimate of $23 per ton4 reasonable for CO2 emissions reduction from 
EGUs under BB1 implementing HRI measures.  EPA has further determined that this cost is 
reasonable because it achieves “an appropriate balance between cost and amount of reductions.”5 In 
addition, EPA has used another benchmark in the form of social cost of carbon (SC-CO2) at $40 per 
ton (2020) to $48 per ton (2030)6 to conclude that the above $23 per ton cost is reasonable.   
 
In determining a BSER for a particular EGU, DAQ will use the above cost effectiveness threshold of 
$23 per ton to determine reasonableness of cost and whether one or more technically feasible 
measure(s) can be implemented, as long as, collectively, the total cost does not exceed this threshold.  
 
  

                                                            
2 “Coal-fired Power Plant Heat Rate Reductions”, Final Report, Sargent & Lundy, Chicago, IL, January 22, 2009. 
“Analysis of Heat Rate Improvement Potential at Coal-Fired Power Plants”, US Energy Information Administration, 
Washington, DC, May 2015. 
S. Corellis, “Range and Applicability of Heat Rate Improvements”, Technical Update, Electric Power Research Institute, 
Palo Alto, CA, April 2014.  
3 Applies to coal-fired EGUs only. 
4 See page 446 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: 
Electric Utility Generating Units Clean Power Plan, August 3, 2015.  
 
Based on nation-wide coal fleet capacity of 213 GW, heat rate improvement capital cost of $100/KW, capital charge rate of 
14.3%, fleet-wide baseline net heat rate of 10,250 Btu/KWh, heat rate improvement of 4% for coal-fired EGUs, annual 
capacity factor of 78%, and future (2030) average coal delivered cost of $2.70 per million Btu. See page 2-65, Greenhouse 
Gas Mitigation Measures, Technical Support Document (TSD) for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants”, 
August 3, 2015. 
  
5 See page 457 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
6 See pages 458 and 459 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
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4. BSER Evaluation 

 
Duke Energy Progress, Inc., Mayo Electric Generating Plant (DEP) has provided information through 
submittals of July 31 and September 11, 2015, to aid in DAQ’s efforts in determining BSER for CO2 
emissions from Unit 1.  Additional information was provided through face-to-face meetings and email 
communication.   
 
The submitted information consists of baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, generation-based 
annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions) for 2012, projected heat input for future years such as 
2019; and cost data (capital cost and annual O&M)7, project life, degradation factor and HRI potential 
for each of the following measures, for possible implementation on all EGUs of NC-based coal fleet: 
 
 Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency) [CLR] 
 Sliding Pressure Operation [SPO] 
 Lower FGD Efficiency (as SO2 permit limits allow) [LFGD] 
 Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB] 
 Air Heater Leakage Reduction [ALR] 
 Combustion Optimization - CCM / Excess Air / Neural Network [CO] 
 Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC] 
 Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive [IBD] 
 Air Heater Exit Gas Temperature Reduction [AHE] 
 Flue Gas Desulfurization Auxiliary Load Reduction through Variable Frequency Drives [FGDA] 
 Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 
 Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR] 
 Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive [FDF] 
 Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, and Rebuilds [CRR] 
 Electrostatic Precipitator (ESP) (Power management, T/R set upgrades) [ESP] 
 Turbine Upgrades (HI, IP, LP) [TUR] 
 Helper Cooling Tower [HCT] 
 
DEP has claimed the submitted information on cost, project life, and degradation factors, as 
“confidential”.  The DAQ will treat this specific information (cost data and information on project life 
and the associated degradation factors) “confidential” until the Director decides that it is not 
confidential in accordance with NCAC 2Q .0107 “Confidential Information”.  Thus, DAQ will not 
include such information in this document. 
 
In general, through these submittals, DEP characterizes the HRIs decreasing over time because the 
equipment associated with each measure degrades over time due to normal wear and tear, requiring 
recurrent implementation of HRI projects or measures.  DEP further mentions that some of the 
efficiency projects cannot be performed or the full HRI benefits may not be realized due to unique 
configuration or physical limitation of a given EGU. 
 
In addition, DEP states that operation of any EGU at less than the full load or if cycled between full 
and partial load will adversely impact EGU’s heat rate.  DEP also discusses reduced utilization of its 
coal-fired fleet in the recent history in response to lower natural gas prices, resulting in some of its 
coal-fired units, once operated as base-load units, now operating as intermediate duty cycling units. 

                                                            
7 High level estimate in the range of -20% to +75% in 2015 $s. 
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Finally, DEP adds that any post combustion environmental controls (activated carbon for mercury 
control, dry bottom and fly ash conversion for coal ash disposal, selective catalytic reduction for NOx 
control, and Zero Liquid Discharge (ZLD) for wastewater treatment) also adversely impact the heat 
rate of the EGU, in addition to any other environmental control which might be installed in future (any 
project implemented since its BSER submittal deadline date of July 31, 2015).   
 
With respect to the BSER evaluation, the DAQ has utilized the following data upon verifying or 
through calculations, for estimating heat rate reduction (Btu/kWh), CO2 emission reduction (short 
tons/yr), and cost per unit reduction of CO2 ($ per ton) for each measure: 
 

Table 1: Mayo Unit 1 
 

Unit No. 1 
Baseline (2012) Net Generation 
(MWh) 3,539,046 

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate 
(Btu/kWh) 11,174 

Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions 
(Tons/yr) 3,813,684 

Baseline (2012) Annual Heat Input 
(million Btu) 39,545,300 

Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity 
Factor (heat input basis) 0.461 

Future (2019) Projected Annual 
Capacity Factor (heat input basis) 0.260 

Future (2019) Projected Coal 
Delivered Cost ($ per million Btu) 3.92 

Commencement of Operation Year 1983 

Planned Retirement Year 2035 
 

 
It needs to be clarified here that, for all NC-based EGUs, owned by Duke Energy (both under Duke 
Energy Carolinas, LLC (DEC) and Duke Energy Progress (DEP)), DAQ used the actual coal delivered 
prices for 2014 and scaled them for 20198 to estimate the above coal delivered price of $3.92 per 
                                                            
8 Duke Energy Carolinas 
The actual, average cost of fuel burned for 12 months ending December 2014 (Jan 2014-Dec 2014) was $3.84 per million 
Btu (See NCUC Docket No. E-7, Sub 1047, Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC Monthly Fuel Report, February 11, 2015). 
 
Duke Energy Progress  
The actual, average cost of coal burned for 12 months ending January 2015 (Feb 2014-Jan 2015) was $3.57 per million Btu 
(See NCUC Docket No. E-2, Sub 1064, Duke Energy Progress, Inc. Monthly Fuel Report, March 12, 2015). 
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million Btu.  DAQ will adjust the capital and annual O&M costs estimates, provided by DEC in 2015 
dollars, to 2019 dollars, using the growth factor of 1.8 percent compounded annually.9 
 
Mayo Unit 1 BSER Candidates 
For Unit 1, DEP has determined that measures identified above as SPO, OCC, HCT BFP, and IDFR 
are either technically infeasible or each have very negligible HRI opportunity. The DAQ agrees with 
DEP, and will not include them further in the BSER evaluation. Measures IBD, FDF, ISB, and CO 
were implemented prior to or during 2012 (baseline year). Measures FGDA and ALR were 
implemented after 2012 but prior to July 2015. The DAQ will not include any other measure in its 
evaluation if there is any possibility of an increase in collateral emissions, such as measures LFGD and 
ESP. 
 
Thus, the following remaining four measures were considered further in the BSER analysis: 
CLR, CRR, TUR, and AHE. 
 
BSER Measure by Measure Analysis 
The DAQ has evaluated the remaining four measures for Unit 1 using the methodology described 
below: 
 
First, using the project life (yr) for a given measure, DAQ has transformed capital investment ($) into 
an indirect annual (capital) cost ($ per yr) by simply dividing capital investment by the project life.  
Then, it added it to the direct annual (fixed O&M) cost to determine the total annual cost.  
 
Next, using the coal delivered price, baseline year (2012) generation and capacity factor, future 
capacity factor, and average HRI percent (calculated assuming the HRI for a given measure degrades 
linearly over the project life based on degradation factor); coal fuel savings have been estimated for 
2019.  Fuel savings due to improved heat rate have been deducted from the total annual cost to 
determine net annual cost for implementation of a measure. 
 
Then, using baseline CO2 emissions, baseline and future capacity factors, and average improvement of 
heat rate for the EGU (again assuming a decrease in HRI linearly over the measure’s life based on 
degradation factor) from baseline net heat rate, reduction in CO2 emissions associated with a given 
measure has been estimated.  
 
Finally, cost per unit reduction in CO2 is simply estimated by taking net annual cost and dividing it by 
CO2 emissions, both determined as above. 

                                                                                                                                                                                                           
Using the EIA (Annual Energy Outlook 2015) [www.eia.gov/beta/aeo/], nationwide coal delivered prices were projected to 
be: 
2013 $2.50 per million Btu 
2015 $2.41 per million Btu 
2020 $2.54 per million Btu 
By interpolation, nationwide coal delivered prices for 2014 and 2019 would be approximately $2.46 per million Btu and 
$2.51 per million, respectively; thus an increase of 2 percent of coal price was projected from 2014 to 2019.   
Applying this ratio to the DEC’s fleet, the average coal delivered price in 2019 would be 1.02 * $3.84 per million Btu = 
$3.92 per million Btu. Applying the same ratio to the DEP fleet, the average coal delivered price in 2019 would be 1.02 * 
$3.57 per million Btu = $3.64 per million Btu. Using the larger value from the above, for conservative calculations, for the 
entire fleet (both DEC and DEP), the 2019 coal delivered cost is projected to be $3.92 per million Btu. 
9 See both GDP Chain-Type Price Index and Metals and Metal Products Indicator, Table A20. Macroeconomics Indicators, 
USEIA Annual Energy Outlook 2015.  
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It needs to be emphasized that average HRI percent (calculated using degradation factor across the 
project life) and not the maximum HRI percent, has been applied to determine fuel savings and CO2 
emissions reductions for a given measure.  
 
Table 2 includes heat rate reduction (Btu/kWh), CO2 emission reduction (tons/yr), and cost per unit 
CO2 reduction ($ per ton) for each of the remaining four measures considered for Unit 1. 
 

Table 2: Mayo Unit 1 

Measure 

Heat Rate 
Reduction  

 
Btu/kWh 

[Project Life 
Average] 

CO2 Emissions 
Reductions  

 
tons per year 
[Project Life 

Average] 

Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction 

 
$ per ton 

[Including Fuel 
Savings] 

Is Cost per 
Unit CO2 

Reduction <= 
$23 per ton? 

Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain 
Unit Efficiency) [CLR] 49 9,418 47 N 

Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC] 0 0 0 - 

Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, 
Rebuilds [CRR] 42 8,073 26 N 

Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP) [TUR] 105 20,182 86 N 

Helper Cooling Tower [HCT] 0 0 0 - 

Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan 
Variable Frequency Drive [IBD]       - 

FGD Aux Load Reduction Through 
Variable Frequency Drives [FGDA]       - 

Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven 
Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 0 0 0 - 

Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR] 0 0 0 - 

Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency 
Drive [FDF]       - 

Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB]       - 

AH Leakage Reduction [ALR]       - 

Combustion Optimization - CCM / 
Excess Air / Neural Network [CO]       - 

AH Exit Gas Temperature Reduction 
[AHE] 29 5,651 65 N 

Technically infeasible/no opportunity identified   
Performed in or prior to baseline year 2012   

Performed prior to July 2015 and after baseline year   
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Refer to the attached spreadsheet on calculations for annualized cost and cost per unit reduction of CO2 
for each associated measure included in Table 2 above. 
 
It needs to be stated here although the retirement age for each of the units has been estimated by DEP 
and available to DAQ, there is no need to adjust the above estimated costs, considering the remaining 
useful life (RUL) of each of the EGUs.  Each BSER measure considered has a project life that is less 
than the RUL of the EGU.  
 
Mayo Unit 1 Results 
If implemented, all of the measures included in Table 2 above would be expected to produce non-air 
environmental co-benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition 
to, reduced emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  Moreover, adverse 
energy impacts would not be expected as well.   
 
However, comparing the above estimates with the reasonable cost threshold of $23 per ton, as 
discussed in Section 3 above, each of the estimated costs included in the table above for Unit 1 can be 
considered “excessive”, “exorbitant” or “unreasonable”, as stated by EPA in the preamble to the final 
EG10.  
 
In summary, DAQ is determining the estimated costs in $ per ton for each of the measures for Unit 1 
unreasonable. Thus, considering cost, non-air environmental, and energy impacts, DAQ determines 
that none of the measures listed in Table 2 above is BSER for Unit 1.   
 
 

5. BSER for Mayo Unit 1 
 
Mayo Unit 1 
 
No BSER. 

                                                            
10 Page 298 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
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NOTES REFERENCES

$107,397 A 1

$107,397 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$107,397 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$805,476 1

-$382,588 3

$422,888 2(b)

8 PL 1
$13,425 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$13,425 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$436,312 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,459,751 4

11,174 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 3,539,046 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 46.06 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 26.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,997,725 5

56
42

Project Life, Years 8 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

9,765 6
10,764 6
7,324 6
8,073 6

41 7
76 8
54 7
101 8
47
89
49

9418

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average coal 
price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Progress, Inc.
Mayo U1
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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NOTES REFERENCES

$9,665,707 A 1

$9,665,707 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$9,665,707 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$32,219 1

-$327,933 3

-$295,714 2(b)

20 PL 1
$483,285 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$483,285 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$187,572 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,459,751 4

11,174 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 3,539,046 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 46.06 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 26.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,997,725 5

56
28

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 50 1

0.50 1
0.25 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.25

9,765 6
10,764 6
4,882 6
5,382 6

17 7
48 8
35 7
96 8
26
72
42

8073

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Progress, Inc.
Mayo U1
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Condenser rebundle, retubes, rebuilds

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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NOTES REFERENCES

$37,588,860 A 1

$37,588,860 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$37,588,860 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$819,831 3

-$766,133 2(b)

20 PL 1
$1,879,443 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$1,879,443 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$1,113,310 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,459,751 4

11,174 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 3,539,046 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 46.06 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 26.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,997,725 5

168
42

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 75 1

1.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 1.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

29,294 6
32,292 6
7,324 6
8,073 6

34 7
60 8
138 7
239 8
86
150
105

20182

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Progress, Inc.
Mayo U1
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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NOTES REFERENCES

$3,758,886 A 1

$3,758,886 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$3,758,886 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$229,553 3

-$175,854 2(b)

7 PL 1
$536,984 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$536,984 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$361,129 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,459,751 4

11,174 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 3,539,046 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 46.06 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 26.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,997,725 5

34
25

Project Life, Years 7 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.30 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.30
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

5,859 6
6,458 6
4,394 6
4,844 6

56 7
91 8
75 7
122 8
65
107
29

5651

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Progress, Inc.
Mayo U1
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
AH Exit Gas Temperature Reduction

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality  
Division of Air Quality  

 
Supporting Basis  

Determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction for CO2 Emissions from  
Existing Electric Utility Generating Units  

 
October 30, 2015 

 
Facility 
Duke Energy Progress, Inc., Roxboro Steam Electric Plant, Semora, NC 
Facility ID: 7300029 
Current Air Quality Permit No. 01001T48 
  
Affected Electric Utility Generating Units (EGUs) 
One coal/No. 2 fuel oil/recycled No. 2 fuel oil-fired electric utility boiler (4722 million Btu per hour 
nominally rated heat input capacity) equipped with low-NOX burner and alkaline-based fuel additive (ID 
No. ES-Unit 1).  Generator rated at 410.8 MW (nameplate capacity). 
 
One coal/No. 2 fuel oil/recycled No. 2 fuel oil-fired electric utility boiler (7212 million Btu per hour 
nominally rated heat input capacity) equipped with low-NOX burner and alkaline-based fuel additive (ID 
No. ES-Unit 2).  Generator rated at 657.0 MW (nameplate capacity). 
 
Two coal/No. 2 fuel oil/recycled No. 2 fuel oil-fired electric utility boilers (8522 million Btu per hour 
nominally rated heat input capacity total) equipped with low-NOX burners and alkaline-based fuel 
additive (ID Nos. ES-Unit 3A and ES-Unit 3B).  Generator rated at 745.2 MW (nameplate capacity). 
 
Two coal/No. 2 fuel oil/recycled No. 2 fuel oil-fired electric utility boilers (9000 million Btu per hour 
nominally rated heat input capacity total) equipped with low-NOX burners and alkaline-based fuel 
additive (ID Nos. ES-Unit 4A and ES-Unit 4B).  Generator rated at 745.2 MW (nameplate capacity). 
 

1. Introduction  
 
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has adopted Emission Guidelines for 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Compliance Times for Electric Utility Generating Units on August 3, 
2015 and codified it in 40 CFR Subpart UUUU.    
 
The affected electric utility steam generating units (EGUs) under these emission guidelines (EG) are 
steam generating units, integrated gasification combined cycle units (IGCC), and stationary combined 
cycle or combined heat and power (CHP) combustion turbines that commenced construction on or before 
January 8, 2014.   
 
The EG includes uniform, nationwide emission standards, which are performance-based rates for 
emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) expressed as CO2 (lb CO2/net MWh), as follows: 
 
 Fossil fuel-fired steam generating units or IGCC: 1,534 lb CO2/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-

2029), 1,305 lb CO2/net MWh (final, starting 2030) 
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 Natural gas-fired stationary combined cycle combustion turbines (including CHP combustion 
turbines): 832 lb/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-2029), 771 lb/MWh (final, starting 2030) 

 
In lieu of the above uniform rates, each EGU can comply with state-specific goal (lb CO2/net MWh).  
The other option is that all affected units in the state, in aggregate, comply with the mass-based state 
goal (short tons/yr).   
 
For North Carolina (NC), the rate-based interim and final goals are 1,311 lb CO2/net MWh and 1,136 lb 
CO2/net MWh, respectively.  Similarly, NC’s mass-based interim and final goals are 56,986,025 short 
tons/yr and 51,266,234 short tons/yr, respectively.  
 
The above standards (whether uniform nationwide rates or state-specific goals) are based upon the 
determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction (BSER) consisting of following three building 
blocks:   
 
 Building Block 1 (BB1) - reducing the carbon intensity of electricity generation by improving the 

heat rate of existing coal-fired power plants. 
 
 Building Block 2 (BB2) - substituting increased electricity generation from lower-emitting existing 

natural gas plants for reduced generation from higher-emitting coal-fired power plants. 
 
 Building Block 3 (BB3) - substituting increased electricity generation from new zero-emitting 

renewable energy sources (like wind and solar) for reduced generation from existing coal-fired and 
natural gas-fired power plants. 

 
The EG requires that each state submit its plan complying with all applicable requirements by the 
deadline included therein.   One of the requirements consists of development of an emission standard 
(“standard of performance”) and establishment of compliance time for each EGU. 
 
The Clean Air Act (CAA) §111(a)(1) defines “standard of performance” as “a standard for emissions of 
air pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through the application of the 
best system of emission reduction which (taking into account the cost of achieving such reduction and 
any non-air quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements) the Administrator 
determines has been adequately demonstrated”.  
 

2. History of Development of Emission Guidelines under CAA 
 
Over the last 40 years, under §111(d), the EPA has regulated four pollutants from five source categories, 
by promulgating associated EG.  These source categories are phosphate fertilizer plants (fluorides), 
sulfuric acid plants (acid mist), Kraft pulp plants (total reduced sulfur (TRS)), primary aluminum plants 
(fluorides), and municipal solid waste landfills (landfill gas emissions as non-methane organic 
compounds (NMOCs))1.  The following general principles and/or rationales were used by EPA in 
establishing BSER for these EGs: 
                                                            
1  See Footnote 18 at 79 FR 41776, July 17, 2014, including ‘‘Phosphate Fertilizer Plants; Final Guideline Document 
Availability,’’ 42 FR 12022 (March 1, 1977); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources; Emission Guideline 
for Sulfuric Acid Mist,’’ 42 FR 55796 (October 18, 1977); ‘‘Kraft Pulp Mills, Notice of Availability of Final Guideline 
Document,’’ 44 FR 29828 (May 22, 1979); ‘‘Primary Aluminum Plants; Availability of Final Guideline Document,’’ 45 FR 
26294 (April 17, 1980); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources and Guidelines for Control of Existing 
Sources: Municipal Solid Waste Landfills, Final Rule,’’ 61 FR 9905 (March 12, 1996).  
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 The degree of emission reduction achievable through the application of various demonstrated control 

technologies. 
 
 The technical feasibility of applying various demonstrated technologies to existing sources 

considering variability in sizes and designs. 
 
 The impact of various demonstrated technologies on national energy consumption, water pollution, 

waste disposal, and ambient air concentrations of a designated pollutant.  
 
 The cost of adopting the emission guidelines, after considering control costs for various demonstrated 

technologies and taking into account the level of any existing controls. 
 
Each of these EGs indicates that the cost of applying various control technologies can have a 
considerable impact in selection of a BSER for any designated pollutant for existing facilities.   They 
also indicate that the age, size, type, class, and process design of the facility, influence not only the BSER 
selection process, but can also support a decision-making for whether different EGs are to be established 
for differing sizes, types, or classes of equipment. 
 
The EGs for the above referenced source categories have been established for principal points of 
emissions (point and fugitive emissions sources) located within the facility and, not for any emissions 
sources located outside of the facility.  Finally, in these EGs, with respect to determining the EG, EPA 
has consistently recognized that not only the control technology needs to be demonstrated on existing 
sources, but the degree of emission reduction (performance level) needs to be readily achievable by the 
control technology. 
 

3. The Division of Air Quality (DAQ)’s Approach for Determination of BSER  
 
The DAQ will consider the above general principles in determining BSER for CO2 emissions reduction 
from each EGU.  But, importantly, DAQ will determine BSER for each EGU based upon BB1-type 
measures only (i.e., measures which can be accomplished within the fence-line of the facility), 
conforming to the §111(d) of the CAA and the requirements of 40 CFR 60 “Adoption and Submittal of 
State Plans for Designated Facilities”.  Thus, DAQ’s approach will comprise of improving the 
operational efficiency of the EGUs in order to reduce CO2 emissions from the 2012 baseline levels. 
 
The DAQ’s BSER evaluation will specifically be based upon the following: 
 
 type of EGU 
 remaining useful life of the EGU 
 unit’s baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions)  
 unit’s projected future capacity factor  
 feasibility of applying specific heat rate improvement (HRI) measure on a given unit  
 whether the measure is adequately demonstrated  
 degree of heat rate reduction potential for feasible HRI measures  
 site-specific limitations  
 associated costs (capital, fixed and variable operational and maintenance (O&M), and fuel savings) 
 cost per ton of CO2 reduction 
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The evaluation is also based on literature review2 of technical feasibility for various HRI measures, 
degree of heat rate reduction potential, and costs data (capital, and fixed and variable O&M).   
 
It needs to be emphasized here that DAQ’s determination for each EGU will not be based upon some 
pre-determined HRI target, such as EPA’s selection of a 4.3% HRI potential for EGUs in the Eastern 
interconnection3, as discussed in the EG.      
 
The DAQ’s approach will include those adequately demonstrated, cost-effective measures that assure 
that the electricity is generated with lower CO2 emissions, thus improving public health and welfare. The 
selected HRI measures would be expected to produce non-air environmental co-benefits in the form of 
reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, reductions in emissions of non-GHG 
pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  However, it should be noted that as the EGU becomes more 
cost-competitive due to HRIs, it may be dispatched more frequently and/or at higher loads.  If the EGU 
is utilized more often, some increases in emissions of GHG (as CO2) and similarly, for non-GHG 
pollutants (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury) are possible, and those could partially offset the emissions 
reductions achieved through the HRI of the EGU. 
 
EPA has determined a cost estimate of $23 per ton4 reasonable for CO2 emissions reduction from EGUs 
under BB1 implementing HRI measures.  EPA has further determined that this cost is reasonable because 
it achieves “an appropriate balance between cost and amount of reductions.”5 In addition, EPA has used 
another benchmark in the form of social cost of carbon (SC-CO2) at $40 per ton (2020) to $48 per ton 
(2030)6 to conclude that the above $23 per ton cost is reasonable.   
 
In determining a BSER for a particular EGU, DAQ will use the above cost effectiveness threshold of 
$23 per ton to determine reasonableness of cost and whether one or more technically feasible measure(s) 
can be implemented, as long as, collectively, the total cost does not exceed this threshold. 
 

4. BSER Evaluation 
 
Duke Energy Progress, Inc., Roxboro Steam Electric Plant (DEP) has provided information through 
submittals of July 31 and September 11, 2015, to aid in DAQ’s efforts in determining BSER for CO2 
emissions from Units 1 through 4.  Additional information was provided through face-to-face meetings 
and email communication.   

                                                            
2 “Coal-fired Power Plant Heat Rate Reductions”, Final Report, Sargent & Lundy, Chicago, IL, January 22, 2009. 
“Analysis of Heat Rate Improvement Potential at Coal-Fired Power Plants”, US Energy Information Administration, 
Washington, DC, May 2015. 
S. Corellis, “Range and Applicability of Heat Rate Improvements”, Technical Update, Electric Power Research Institute, 
Palo Alto, CA, April 2014.  
3 Applies to coal-fired EGUs only. 
4 See page 446 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: 
Electric Utility Generating Units Clean Power Plan, August 3, 2015.  
 
Based on nation-wide coal fleet capacity of 213 GW, heat rate improvement capital cost of $100/KW, capital charge rate of 
14.3%, fleet-wide baseline net heat rate of 10,250 Btu/KWh, heat rate improvement of 4% for coal-fired EGUs, annual 
capacity factor of 78%, and future (2030) average coal delivered cost of $2.70 per million Btu. See page 2-65, Greenhouse 
Gas Mitigation Measures, Technical Support Document (TSD) for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants”, 
August 3, 2015. 
  
5 See page 457 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
6 See pages 458 and 459 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
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The submitted information consists of baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, generation-based 
annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions) for 2012, projected heat input for future years such as 2019; 
and cost data (capital cost and annual O&M)7, project life, degradation factor and HRI potential for each 
of the following measures, for possible implementation on all EGUs of NC-based coal fleet: 
 
 Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency) [CLR] 
 Sliding Pressure Operation [SPO] 
 Lower FGD Efficiency (as SO2 permit limits allow) [LFGD] 
 Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB] 
 Air Heater Leakage Reduction [ALR] 
 Combustion Optimization - CCM / Excess Air / Neural Network [CO] 
 Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC] 
 Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive [IBD] 
 Air Heater Exit Gas Temperature Reduction [AHE] 
 Flue Gas Desulfurization (FGD) Auxiliary Load Reduction through Variable Frequency Drives 

[FGDA] 
 Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 
 Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR] 
 Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive [FDF] 
 Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, and Rebuilds [CRR] 
 Electrostatic Precipitator (ESP) (Power management, T/R set upgrades) [ESP] 
 Turbine Upgrades (HI, IP, LP) [TUR] 
 Helper Cooling Tower [HCT]  
 
DEP has claimed the submitted information on cost, project life, and degradation factors, as 
“confidential”.  The DAQ will treat this specific information (cost data and information on project life 
and the associated degradation factors) “confidential” until the Director decides that it is not confidential 
in accordance with NCAC 2Q .0107 “Confidential Information”.  Thus, DAQ will not include such 
information in this document.    
 
In general, through these submittals, DEP characterizes the HRI decreasing over time because the 
equipment associated with each measure degrades over time due to normal wear and tear, requiring 
recurrent implementation of HRI projects or measures.  DEP further mentions that some of the efficiency 
projects cannot be performed or the full HRI benefits may not be realized due to unique configuration 
or physical limitation of a given EGU.   
 
In addition, DEP states that operation of any EGU at less than the full load or if cycled between full and 
partial load will adversely impact EGU’s heat rate.  DEP also discusses reduced utilization of its coal-
fired fleet in the recent history in response to lower natural gas prices, resulting in some of its coal-fired 
units, once operated as base-load units, now operating as intermediate duty cycling units. 
 
Finally, DEP adds that any post combustion environmental controls (activated carbon for mercury 
control, dry bottom and fly ash conversion for coal ash disposal, selective catalytic reduction for NOx 
control, and Zero Liquid Discharge (ZLD) for wastewater treatment) also adversely impact the heat rate 
of the EGU, in addition to any other environmental control which might be installed in future (any project 
implemented since its BSER submittal deadline date of July 31, 2015).   

                                                            
7 High level estimate in the range of -20% to +75% in 2015 $s. 
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With respect to the BSER evaluation, the DAQ has utilized the following data upon verifying or through 
calculations, for  estimating heat rate reduction (Btu/kWh), CO2 emission reduction (short tons/yr), and 
cost per unit reduction of CO2 ($ per ton) for each measure: 
 

Table 1 – Roxboro Units 1 through 4 
 

Unit No. 1 2 3 4 
Baseline (2012) Net 
Generation (MWh) 2,025,215 4,151,161 3,685,146 4,101,466 

Baseline (2012) Net Heat 
Rate (Btu/kWh) 9,669 10,158 11,324 10,269 

Baseline (2012) CO2 
Emissions (Tons/yr) 1,973,768 3,939,610 3,916,660 4,722,499 

Baseline (2012) Annual 
Heat Input (million Btu) 19,581,804 42,167,493 41,730,593 42,117,954 

Baseline (2012) Annual 
Capacity Factor (heat 
input basis) 

0.473 0.667 0.559 0.559 

Future (2019) Projected 
Annual Capacity Factor 
(heat input basis) 

0.310 0.570 0.280 0.220 

Future (2019) Projected 
Coal Delivered Cost ($ 
per million Btu) 

3.92 3.92 3.92 3.92 

Commencement of 
Operation Year 1966 1968 1973 1980 

Planned Retirement Year 2032 2032 2035 2035 
 
It needs to be clarified here that, for all NC-based EGUs, owned by Duke Energy (both under DEC and 
Duke Energy Progress (DEP)), DAQ used the actual coal delivered prices for 2014 and scaled them for 
20198 to estimate the above coal delivered price of $3.92 per million Btu.  DAQ will adjust the capital 

                                                            
8 Duke Energy Carolinas 
 
The actual, average cost of fuel burned for 12 months ending December 2014 (Jan 2014-Dec 2014) was $3.84 per million 
Btu (See NCUC Docket No. E-7, Sub 1047, Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC Monthly Fuel Report, February 11, 2015). 
 
Duke Energy Progress  
 
The actual, average cost of coal burned for 12 months ending January 2015 (Feb 2014-Jan 2015) was $3.57 per million Btu 
(See NCUC Docket No. E-2, Sub 1064, Duke Energy Progress, INC. Monthly Fuel Report, March 12, 2015). 
 
Using the EIA (Annual Energy Outlook 2015) [www.eia.gov/beta/aeo/], 
 
Nationwide coal delivered prices were / projected to be: 
 
2013 $2.50 per million Btu 
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and annual O&M costs estimates, provided by DEP in 2015 dollars, to 2019 dollars, using the growth 
factor of 1.8 percent compounded annually.9 
 
BSER Candidate Measures for Units 1 through 4 
For units 1 through 4, DEP has reasoned that measure SPO increases electric grid reliability risks due to 
boiler tube or drum damage and unstable operation, and recommended that this measure be removed 
from BSER evaluation for all coal-fired EGUs (both DEC and DEP).  The DAQ agrees with DEP, and 
will not include these measures further in the BSER evaluation. 
 
Roxboro Unit 1 BSER Candidate Measures 
For Unit 1, DEP has determined that measures identified above as OCC, HCT, BFP and IDFR are either 
technically infeasible or each have very negligible HRI opportunity.  Further, for Unit 1, measures CRR, 
TUR, ALR and CO were implemented prior to 2012 (baseline year); and measures IBD, FGDA, FDF 
and ISB were implemented between 2012 and July 31, 2015.   
 
Roxboro Unit 2 BSER Candidate Measures 
For Unit 2, DEP has determined that measures identified above as OCC, HCT, BFP, IDFR and AHE are 
either technically infeasible or each have very negligible HRI opportunity.   Further, for Unit 2, measures 
CRR, TUR and CO were implemented prior to 2012 (baseline year); and measures FGDA and ALR 
were implemented between 2012 and July 31, 2015.   
 
Roxboro Unit 3 BSER Candidate Measures 
For Unit 3, DEP has determined that measures identified above as OCC, HCT, BFP, IDFR and AHE are 
either technically infeasible or each have very negligible HRI opportunity.  Further, for Unit 3, measures 
IBD, FDF and CO were implemented prior to 2012 (baseline year); and measures CRR and FGDA were 
implemented between 2012 and July 31, 2015. 
 
Roxboro Unit 4 BSER Candidate Measures 
For Unit 4, DEP has determined that measures identified above as OCC, BFP, IDFR and AHE are either 
technically infeasible or each have very negligible HRI opportunity.  Further, for Unit 4, measures IBD, 
FDF, ALR and CO were implemented prior to 2012 (baseline year); and measures CRR and FGDA were 
implemented between 2012 and July 31, 2015. 
 
Roxboro BSER Measure-by-Measure Analysis 
                                                            
2015 $2.41 per million Btu  
2020 $2.54 per million Btu 
 
By interpolation, nationwide coal delivered prices for 2014 and 2019 would be approximately $2.46 per million Btu and 
$2.51 per million, respectively; thus an increase of 2 percent of coal price was projected from 2014 to 2019.   
 
Applying this ratio to the DEP’s fleet, the average coal delivered price in 2019 would be 1.02 * $3.84 per million Btu = $3.92 
per million Btu. 
   
Applying the same ratio to the DEP fleet, the average coal delivered price in 2019 would be 1.02 * $3.57 per million Btu = 
$3.64 per million Btu. 
 
Using the larger value from the above, for conservative calculations, for the entire fleet (both DEP and DEP), the 2019 coal 
delivered cost is projected to be $3.92 per million Btu. 
 
9 See both GDP Chain-Type Price Index and Metals and Metal Products Indicator, Table A20. Macroeconomics Indicators, 
USEIA Annual Energy Outlook 2015.  
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The DAQ has evaluated the remaining measures for Units 1 through 4 using the methodology described 
below: 
 
First, using the project life (year) for a given measure, DAQ has transformed capital investment ($) into 
an indirect annual (capital) cost ($ per year) by simply dividing capital investment by the project life.  
Then, it added it to the direct annual (fixed O&M) cost to determine the total annual cost.  
 
Then, using the coal delivered price, baseline year (2012) generation and capacity factor, future capacity 
factor, and average HRI percent (calculated assuming the HRI for a given measure degrades linearly 
over the project life based on degradation factor); coal fuel savings have been estimated for 2019.  Fuel 
savings due to improved heat rate have been deducted from the total annual cost to determine net annual 
cost for implementation of a measure. 
 
Next, using baseline CO2 emissions, baseline and future capacity factors, and average improvement of 
heat rate for each EGU (again, assuming a decrease in HRI linearly over the measure’s life based on 
degradation factor) from baseline net heat rate, reduction in CO2 emissions associated with a given 
measure has been estimated.  
 
Finally, cost per unit reduction in CO2 is simply estimated by taking net annual cost and dividing it by 
CO2 emissions, both determined as above. 
 
It needs to be emphasized that the average HRI percent (calculated using degradation factor across the 
project life) and not the maximum HRI percent, has been applied to determine fuel savings and CO2 
emissions reductions for a given measure.  
  
The following Table 2 (one table for each unit) includes heat rate reduction (Btu/kWh), CO2 emission 
reduction (tons/yr), and cost per unit CO2 reduction ($ per ton) for each of the remaining measures for 
Units 1 through 4: 
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Table 2 
 

Roxboro Unit 1 

Measure 

Heat Rate 
Reduction 
(Btu/kWh) 

[Project Life 
Average] 

CO2 Emissions 
Reductions 

(tons per year) 
[Project Life 

Average] 

Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction 

($/ton) 
[Including Fuel 

Savings] 

Is Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction 
<= 23 $/ton? 

Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain 
Unit Efficiency) [CLR] 42 5,655 108 N 

Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC] 0 0 0 - 

Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, 
Rebuilds [CRR]       - 

Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP) [TUR]       - 

Helper Cooling Tower [HCT] 0 0 0 - 

Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan 
Variable Frequency Drive [IBD]       - 

FGD Aux Load reduction through 
Variable Frequency Drives [FGDA]       - 

Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven 
Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 0 0 0 - 

Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR] 0 0 0 - 

Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency 
Drive [FDF]       - 

Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB]       - 

AH Leakage Reduction [ALR]       - 

Combustion Optimization - CCM / 
Excess Air / Neural Network [CO]       - 

AH Exit Gas Temperature Reduction 
[AHE] 25 3,393 138 N 

     
Technically infeasible/no opportunity identified   

Performed in or prior to baseline year 2012   
Performed prior to July 2015 and after baseline year   
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Roxboro Unit 2 

Measure 

Heat Rate 
Reduction 
(Btu/kWh) 

[Project Life 
Average] 

CO2 Emissions 
Reductions 

(tons per year) 
[Project Life 

Average] 

Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction 

($/ton) 
[Including Fuel 

Savings] 

Is Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction 
<= 23 $/ton? 

Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain 
Unit Efficiency) [CLR]  44 14,721 14 Y 

Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC] 0 0 0 - 

Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, 
Rebuilds [CRR]       - 

Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP) [TUR]       - 

Helper Cooling Tower [HCT] 0 0 0 - 

Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan 
Variable Frequency Drive [IBD] 38 12,736 7 Y 

FGD Aux Load reduction through 
Variable Frequency Drives [FGDA]       - 

Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven 
Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 0 0 0 - 

Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR] 0 0 0 - 

Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency 
Drive [FDF] 15 4,994 28 N 

Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB] 27 8,832 -30 Y 

AH Leakage Reduction [ALR]       - 

Combustion Optimization - CCM / 
Excess Air / Neural Network [CO]       - 

AH Exit Gas Temperature Reduction 
[AHE] 0 0 0 - 

     
Technically infeasible/no opportunity identified   

Performed in or prior to baseline year 2012   
Performed prior to July 2015 and after baseline year   
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Roxboro Unit 3 

Measure 

Heat Rate 
Reduction 
(Btu/kWh) 

[Project Life 
Average] 

CO2 Emissions 
Reductions 

(tons per year) 
[Project Life 

Average] 

Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction 

($/ton) 
[Including Fuel 

Savings] 

Is Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction 
<= 23 $/ton? 

Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain 
Unit Efficiency) [CLR] 50 8,583 55 N 

Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC] 0 0 0 - 

Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, 
Rebuilds [CRR]       - 

Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP) [TUR] 106 18,392 99 N 

Helper Cooling Tower [HCT] 0 0 0 - 

Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan 
Variable Frequency Drive [IBD]       - 

FGD Aux Load reduction through 
Variable Frequency Drives [FGDA]       - 

Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven 
Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 0 0 0 - 

Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR] 0 0 0 - 

Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency 
Drive [FDF]       - 

Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB] 30 5,150 -21 Y 

AH Leakage Reduction [ALR] 14 2,452 49 N 

Combustion Optimization - CCM / 
Excess Air / Neural Network [CO]       - 

AH Exit Gas Temperature Reduction 
[AHE] 0 0 0 - 

     
Technically infeasible/no opportunity identified   

Performed in or prior to baseline year 2012   
Performed prior to July 2015 and after baseline year   
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Roxboro Unit 4 

Measure 

Heat Rate 
Reduction 
(Btu/kWh) 

[Project Life 
Average] 

CO2 Emissions 
Reductions 

(tons per year) 
[Project Life 

Average] 

Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction 

($/ton) 
[Including Fuel 

Savings] 

Is Cost per Unit 
CO2 Reduction 
<= 23 $/ton? 

Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain 
Unit Efficiency) [CLR] 45 8,122 67 N 

Online Condenser Cleaning [OCC] 0 0 0 - 

Condenser Rebundle, Retubes, 
Rebuilds [CRR]       - 

Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP) [TUR] 96 17,405 119 N 

Helper Cooling Tower [HCT] 18 3,249 116 N 

Induced and/or Booster Draft Fan 
Variable Frequency Drive [IBD]       - 

FGD Aux Load reduction through 
Variable Frequency Drives [FGDA]       - 

Boiler Feed Pump Motor Driven 
Variable Frequency Drive [BFP] 0 0 0 - 

Induced Draft Fan Replacement [IDFR] 0 0 0 - 

Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency 
Drive [FDF]       - 

Intelligent Sootblowers [ISB] 27 4,873 -13 Y 

AH Leakage Reduction [ALR]       - 

Combustion Optimization - CCM / 
Excess Air / Neural Network [CO]       - 

AH Exit Gas Temperature Reduction 
[AHE] 0 0 0 - 

     
Technically infeasible/no opportunity identified   

Performed in or prior to baseline year 2012   
Performed prior to July 2015 and after baseline year   

 
Refer to the attached spreadsheet on calculations for annualized cost and cost per unit reduction of CO2 
for each of the HRI measures included in the Table 2 above. 
 
The retirement age for each EGU has been estimated by DEP and made available to DAQ.  There is no 
need to adjust the above estimated costs for the remaining useful life (RUL) of the EGUs.  Each BSER 
measure considered has a project life that is less than the RUL of the EGU.   
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Roxboro Unit 1 Results Discussion 
If implemented, all of the measures included in Table 2, Unit 1 above would be expected to produce 
non-air environmental co-benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in 
addition to, reduced emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  Moreover, 
adverse energy impacts would not be expected as well.  
 
The remaining available measures to be considered are CLR and AHE as shown in the table.  Comparing 
the cost estimates for these measures with the reasonable cost threshold of less than or equal to $23 per 
ton, as discussed in Section 3, each of the estimated costs can be considered “excessive”, “exorbitant” 
or “unreasonable”, as stated by EPA in the preamble to the final EG10.  Thus, DAQ determines that there 
are no HRI measures available for BSER. 
 
In summary, DAQ is determining the estimated costs in $ per ton for each of the measures for Unit 1 
unreasonable. Thus, considering cost, non-air environmental, and energy impacts, DAQ determines that 
none of the measures listed in Table 2 above is BSER for Unit 1.   
 
Roxboro Unit 2 Results Discussion 
The remaining available measures to be considered are CLR, IBD and ISB as shown in Table 2, Unit 2.  
Comparing the above estimates with the reasonable cost threshold of $23 per ton, as discussed in Section 
3, the cost for three of the measures: CLR, IBD and ISB is each less than or equal to $23 per ton at a 
collective cost of -$9 per ton.  Measure FDF is available at a cost of $28 per ton, can be added and still 
keep the collective cost for all four measures to less than or equal to $23 per ton at $19 per ton.  The 
DAQ will select the combination of measures to maximize CO2 emissions reductions while keeping the 
collective cost of the selected measures less than or equal to $23 per ton.   
 
There are a number of possible combinations of measures that could be evaluated, shown as options 1-
5 in Table 3 below.  Note the table also includes the contribution to costs and benefits associated with 
the CLR adjusted and non-adjusted as necessary. 
 
First, consider using all four available measures: CLR, IBD, ISB and FDF (Option 6 in Table 3).  Based 
on confidential information DEC has supplied as justification, if a large number of other measures are 
available for a given unit, then the projected HRI benefit from CLR should be further reduced.  
Therefore, DAQ has reduced the HRI benefit for CLR anytime there are two or more other measures to 
be implemented, in this case to from 44 Btu/kWh to 22 Btu/kWh. This results in the cost for CLR being 
increased from $14 per ton to $71 per ton, and the collective cost for the four measures CLR, IBD, ISB 
and FDF now increases from $19 per ton to $76 per ton.  Therefore, this combination of measures cannot 
be selected since the collective cost is greater than the $23 per ton threshold. 
 
Likewise, it can be seen from the costs in Table 3 that any combination of measures with CLR and two 
of the remaining three measures will result in collective costs of greater than $23 per ton; therefore those 
combinations are not discussed or shown in Table 3. 
 
Next, consider using measures CLR and IBD (Option 1 in Table 3).  In this case, the HRI benefit for 
CLR does not need to be reduced since only two measures are considered.  The collective cost of CLR 
and IBD is $21 per ton with a CO2 emissions reduction of 27,456 tons per year.   
 

                                                            
10 Page 298 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
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Next, consider using measures CLR and ISB (Option 2 in Table 3).  In this case, the HRI benefit for 
CLR does not need to be reduced since only two measures are considered.  The collective cost of CLR 
and ISB is -$16 per ton with a CO2 emissions reduction of 23,553 tons per year.   
 
Next, consider using measures CLR and FDF (Option 3 in Table 3).  In this case, the HRI benefit for 
CLR does not need to be reduced since only two measures are considered.  The collective cost of CLR 
and FDF is $42 per ton with a CO2 emissions reduction of 19,715 tons per year.   
 
Next, consider using measures IBD and ISB (Option 4 in Table 3).  The collective cost of IBD and ISB 
is -$24 per ton with a CO2 emissions reduction of 21,568 tons per year.   
 
Next, consider using measures IBD, ISB and FDF (Option 5 in Table 3).  The collective cost of IBD, 
ISB and FDF is $4 per ton with a CO2 emissions reduction of 26,563 tons per year.  
  

Table 3: Roxboro Unit 2 
Cost and Benefits as a Function of Measure Combinations 

 
Option Measures Btu/kWh $ per ton Tons per year 

- CLR with one other measure 44 14 14,721 
- CLR with two or more measures 22 71 7,360 
- IBD 38 7 12,736 
- ISB 27 -30 8,832 
- FDF 15 28 4,994 
1 CLR+IBD 83 21 27,456 
2 CLR+ISB 71 -16 23,553 
3 CLR+FDF 60 42 19,715 
4 IBD+ISB 65 -24 21,568 
5 IBD+ISB+FDF 80 4 26,563 
6 CLR+IBD+ISB+FDF 102 76 31,557 

 
There are four combinations with a collective cost of less than or equal to $23 per ton: Options 1, 2, 4 
and 5.  To maximize CO2 emissions reductions, Option 1 (CLR and IBD) and Option 5 (IBD, ISB and 
FDF) have the greatest reductions with 27,456 tons per year and 26,563 tons per year respectively.  There 
is some uncertainty about whether the HRI benefits associated with CLR would actually be realized as 
per the information provided by DEP.  Given the small margin of difference between Option 1 and 
Option 5, the DAQ recommends Option 5(IBD+ISB+FDF).  
 
In summary, for the Unit 2 measures IBD, ISB and FDF, DAQ has determined the CO2 emission 
reduction cost of $4 per ton reasonable.  The associated heat rate reduction and CO2 emissions reduction 
are 80 Btu/kWh and 26,563 tons per year, respectively.  In addition, the measures are expected to produce 
non-air environmental co-benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in 
addition to reduced emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  Finally, no 
adverse energy impact is expected from employing the measures at Unit 2.  Thus, DAQ determines that 
measures IBD, ISB and FDF are the BSER for Roxboro Unit 2. 
 
Roxboro Unit 3 Results Discussion 
For Unit 3, the remaining available measures to be considered are CLR, TUR, ISB and ALR as shown 
in Table 2, Unit 3.  Only one measure, ISB, is less than or equal to $23 per ton at a cost of -$21 per ton.  
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Of the three other above measures, none could be considered and still keep the collective cost less than 
or equal to $23 per ton.  
 
In summary, DAQ determines that measure ISB at a cost of -$21 per ton with a HRI benefit of 30 
Btu/kWh and a total of 5,150 tons of CO2 reduction is the BSER for Roxboro Unit 3.  This measure is 
expected to produce non-air environmental co-benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid 
waste production, in addition to reduced emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and 
mercury.  Finally, no adverse energy impact is expected from employing the measures at Unit 3.   
  
Roxboro Unit 4 Results Discussion 
For Unit 4, the remaining available measures to be considered are CLR, TUR, HCT and ISB as shown 
in Table 2, Unit 4.  Only one measure, ISB, is less than or equal to $23 per ton at a cost of -$13 per ton.  
Of the three other above measures, none could be added and still keep the collective cost less than or 
equal to $23 per ton.  
  
In summary, DAQ determines that measure ISB at a cost of -$13 per ton with a HRI benefit of 27 
Btu/kWh and a total of 4,873 tons of CO2 reduction is the BSER for Roxboro Unit 4. This measure is 
expected to produce non-air environmental co-benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid 
waste production, in addition to reduced emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and 
mercury.  Finally, no adverse energy impact is expected from employing the measure at Unit 4.   
  

5. BSER for Roxboro Units 1, 2, 3 and 4 
 
For Roxboro Unit 1, there are no BSER HRI measures applicable. 
 
For Roxboro Unit 2, DEP shall implement HRI measures IBD, ISB and FDF, starting September 1, 2019. 
 
For Roxboro Unit 3, DEP shall implement HRI measure ISB, starting September 1, 2019. 
 
For Roxboro Unit 4, DEP shall implement HRI measure ISB, starting September 1, 2019. 
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NOTES REFERENCES

$107,397 A 1

$107,397 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$107,397 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$805,476 1

-$219,772 3

$585,703 2(b)

8 PL 1
$13,425 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$13,425 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$599,128 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,790,591 4

9,669 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 2,025,215 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 47.34 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 31.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,326,186 5

48
36

Project Life, Years 8 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

5,863 6
6,463 6
4,397 6
4,847 6

93 7
127 8
124 7
169 8
108
148
42

5655

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

Annual Cost

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Progress, Inc.
Roxboro U1
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average coal 
price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr
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NOTES REFERENCES

$3,758,886 A 1

$3,758,886 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$3,758,886 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$131,863 3

-$78,165 2(b)

7 PL 1
$536,984 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$536,984 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$458,819 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
1,790,591 4

9,669 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 2,025,215 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 47.34 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 31.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,326,186 5

29
22

Project Life, Years 7 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.30 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.30
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

3,518 6
3,878 6
2,638 6
2,908 6
118 7
152 8
158 7
203 8
138
178
25

3393

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

Annual Cost

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Progress, Inc.
Roxboro U1
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
AH Exit Gas Temperature Reduction

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr
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NOTES REFERENCES

$107,397 A 1

$107,397 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$107,397 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$805,476 1

-$617,239 3

$188,236 2(b)

8 PL 1
$13,425 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$13,425 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$201,661 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,573,991 4

10,158 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 4,151,161 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 66.74 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 57.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 3,545,343 5

51
38

Project Life, Years 8 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

15,262 6
16,824 6
11,447 6
12,618 6

12 7
49 8
16 7
65 8
14
57
44

14721

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average coal 
price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Progress, Inc.
Roxboro U2
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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NOTES REFERENCES

$10,739,674 A 1

$10,739,674 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$10,739,674 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$534,022 3

-$453,475 2(b)

20 PL 1
$536,984 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$536,984 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$83,509 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,573,991 4

10,158 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 4,151,161 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 66.74 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 57.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 3,545,343 5

40
36

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.40 1
0.36 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.40
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.36

12,162 6
13,406 6
10,946 6
12,066 6

6 7
46 8
7 7
51 8
7
49
38

12736

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Progress, Inc.
Roxboro U2
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Induced and/or booster Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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NOTES REFERENCES

$5,369,837 A 1

$5,369,837 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$5,369,837 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$80,548 1

-$209,420 3

-$128,873 2(b)

20 PL 1
$268,492 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$268,492 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$139,619 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,573,991 4

10,158 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 4,151,161 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 66.74 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 57.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 3,545,343 5

16
14

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 10 1

0.16 1
0.14 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.16
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.14

4,769 6
5,257 6
4,292 6
4,732 6

27 7
66 8
30 7
74 8
28
70
15

4994

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Progress, Inc.
Roxboro U2
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Forced Draft Fan Variable Frequency Drive 

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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NOTES REFERENCES

$536,984 A 1

$536,984 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$536,984 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$370,344 3

-$316,645 2(b)

10 PL 1
$53,698 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$53,698 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

-$262,947 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,573,991 4

10,158 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 4,151,161 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 66.74 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 57.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 3,545,343 5

30
23

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.30 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.30
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

9,157 6
10,094 6
6,868 6
7,571 6
-26 7
11 8
-35 7
14 8
-30
12
27

8832

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Progress, Inc.
Roxboro U2
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Intelligent Sootblowers

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

VI-188 A-12896



NOTES REFERENCES

$107,397 A 1

$107,397 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$107,397 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$805,476 1

-$358,251 3

$447,224 2(b)

8 PL 1
$13,425 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$13,425 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$460,649 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,553,171 4

11,324 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 3,685,146 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 55.90 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 28.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,845,869 5

57
42

Project Life, Years 8 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

8,899 6
9,809 6
6,674 6
7,357 6

47 7
83 8
63 7
111 8
55
97
50

8583

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average coal 
price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Progress, Inc.
Roxboro U3
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

VI-189 A-12897



NOTES REFERENCES

$37,588,860 A 1

$37,588,860 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$37,588,860 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$767,681 3

-$713,983 2(b)

20 PL 1
$1,879,443 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$1,879,443 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$1,165,460 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,553,171 4

11,324 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 3,685,146 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 55.90 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 28.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,845,869 5

170
42

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 75 1

1.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 1.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

26,696 6
29,428 6
6,674 6
7,357 6

40 7
66 8
158 7
263 8
99
164
106

18392

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Progress, Inc.
Roxboro U3
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

VI-190 A-12898



NOTES REFERENCES

$536,984 A 1

$536,984 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$536,984 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$214,951 3

-$161,252 2(b)

10 PL 1
$53,698 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$53,698 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

-$107,554 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,553,171 4

11,324 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 3,685,146 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 55.90 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 28.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,845,869 5

34
25

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.30 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.30
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

5,339 6
5,886 6
4,004 6
4,414 6
-18 7
18 8
-24 7
24 8
-21
21
30

5150

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Progress, Inc.
Roxboro U3
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Intelligent Sootblowers

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

VI-191 A-12899



NOTES REFERENCES

$375,889 A 1

$375,889 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$375,889 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$102,358 3

-$48,659 2(b)

3 PL 1
$125,296 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$125,296 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$76,637 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
3,553,171 4

11,324 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 3,685,146 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 55.90 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 28.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,845,869 5

23
6

Project Life, Years 3 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 75 1

0.20 1
0.05 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.20
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.05

3,560 6
3,924 6
890 6
981 6
20 7
46 8
78 7
182 8
49
114
14

2452

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Progress, Inc.
Roxboro U3
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
AH Leakage Reduction

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

VI-192 A-12900



NOTES REFERENCES

$107,397 A 1

$107,397 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$107,397 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$805,476 1

-$283,772 3

$521,703 2(b)

8 PL 1
$13,425 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$13,425 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$535,128 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
4,284,223 4

10,269 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 4,101,466 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 53.42 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 21.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,612,332 5

51
39

Project Life, Years 8 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

8,421 6
9,282 6
6,316 6
6,962 6

58 7
88 8
77 7
118 8
67
103
45

8122

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average coal 
price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Progress, Inc.
Roxboro U4
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Controllable Loss Reduction (Maintain Unit Efficiency)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

VI-193 A-12901



NOTES REFERENCES

$37,588,860 A 1

$37,588,860 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$37,588,860 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$608,083 3

-$554,385 2(b)

20 PL 1
$1,879,443 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$1,879,443 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$1,325,058 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
4,284,223 4

10,269 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 4,101,466 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 53.42 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 21.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,612,332 5

154
39

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 75 1

1.50 1
0.38 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 1.50
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.38

25,263 6
27,847 6
6,316 6
6,962 6

48 7
69 8
190 7
278 8
119
174
96

17405

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Progress, Inc.
Roxboro U4
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Turbine Upgrades (HP, IP, LP)

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

VI-194 A-12902



NOTES REFERENCES

$8,591,739 A 1

$8,591,739 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$8,591,739 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$113,509 3

-$59,810 2(b)

20 PL 1
$429,587 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$429,587 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$369,776 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
4,284,223 4

10,269 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 4,101,466 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 53.42 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 21.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,612,332 5

21
15

Project Life, Years 20 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.20 1
0.15 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.20
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.15

3,368 6
3,713 6
2,526 6
2,785 6
100 7
130 8
133 7
174 8
116
152
18

3249

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Progress, Inc.
Roxboro U4
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Helper Cooling Tower

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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NOTES REFERENCES

$536,984 A 1

$536,984 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$536,984 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,698 1

-$170,263 3

-$116,565 2(b)

10 PL 1
$53,698 TCRC = TCI/PL 2(b)

$53,698 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

-$62,867 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)
4,284,223 4

10,269 4
Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 4,101,466 4
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor (heat input basis), % 53.42 4
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor (projected heat input basis), % 21.00 4
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 1,612,332 5

31
23

Project Life, Years 10 1
Degradation Factor Across Project Life, % 25 1

0.30 1
0.23 1

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.30
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23

5,053 6
5,569 6
3,789 6
4,177 6
-11 7
19 8
-15 7
26 8
-13
22
27

4873

1. Duke Energy Submittal, September 11, 2015.

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

4. DAQ Spreadsheet on Fleetwide Calculations for Baseline and Future Years. 

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (average over project life), Btu/kw-hr
CO2 Emissions Reduction  from Baseline (average over project life), Short ton/yr

Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (include fuel savings)
Average Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed Across the Project Life (exclude fuel savings)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future year (2019) average 
coal price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)

Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (1st year of project life), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement) (nth year of project life), Btu/kw-hr

Heat Rate Improvement (1st year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %
Heat Rate Improvement (nth year) from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Short ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (1st year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction (nth year) from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (1st year of project life) (exclude fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (nth year of project life) (include fuel savings)

Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kw-hr 

Annual Cost
Direct Annual Costs

               Fixed & Variable Operation & Maintenance Cost

              Fuel Savings

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Project Life 
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr

Total Capital Investment (TCI)

Duke Energy Progress, Inc.
Roxboro U4
Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for
Intelligent Sootblowers

CAPITAL COST

`

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs
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North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality  
Division of Air Quality  

 
Supporting Basis  

Determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction for CO2 Emissions from  
Existing Electric Utility Generating Units  

 
October 30, 2015 

 
Facility 
 
Westmoreland Partners, LLC, Roanoke Valley Energy Facility, Weldon, NC 
Facility ID: 4200174 
Current Air Quality Permit 06064T19 
   
Affected Electric Utility Generating Units (EGUs) 
 
One pulverized coal / No. 2 fuel oil-fired boiler (141,660 lbs per hour coal firing capacity, 1,700 
million Btu per hour maximum heat input rate, and 1,896 gallons per hour and 256 million Btu per 
hour No. 2 fuel oil start-up firing capacity; ID No. E-1 [Unit 1]).  Generator rated at 182.3 MW 
(nameplate capacity). 
 
One pulverized coal / No. 2 fuel oil-fired boiler (46,667 lbs per hour coal firing capacity, 560 million 
Btu per hour maximum heat input rate, and 575 gallons per hour and 77.6 million Btu per hour No. 2 
fuel oil start-up firing capacity; ID No. E-15 [Unit 2]).  Generator rated at 57.8 MW (nameplate 
capacity). 
 

1. Introduction  
 
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has adopted Emission Guidelines for 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Compliance Times for Electric Utility Generating Units on August 3, 
2015 and codified it in 40 CFR Subpart UUUU.    
 
The affected electric utility steam generating units (EGUs) under these emission guidelines (EG) are 
steam generating units, integrated gasification combined cycle units (IGCC), and stationary combined 
cycle or combined heat and power (CHP) combustion turbines that commenced construction on or 
before January 8, 2014.   
 
The EG includes uniform, nationwide emission standards, which are performance-based rates for 
emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) expressed as CO2 (lb CO2/net MWh), as follows: 
 
 Fossil fuel-fired steam generating units or IGCC: 1,534 lb CO2/net MWh (interim, average of 

2022-2029), 1,305 lb CO2/net MWh (final, starting 2030) 

 Natural gas-fired stationary combined cycle combustion turbines (including CHP combustion 
turbines): 832 lb/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-2029), 771 lb/MWh (final, starting 2030) 
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In lieu of the above uniform rates, each EGU can comply with state-specific goal (lb CO2/net MWh).  
The other option is that all affected units in the state, in aggregate, comply with the mass-based state 
goal (short tons/yr).   
 
For North Carolina (NC), the rate-based interim and final goals are 1,311 lb CO2/net MWh and 1,136 
lb CO2/net MWh, respectively.  Similarly, NC’s mass-based interim and final goals are 56,986,025 
short tons/yr and 51,266,234 short tons/yr, respectively.  
 
The above standards (whether uniform nationwide rates or state-specific goals) are based upon the 
determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction (BSER) consisting of following three building 
blocks:   
 
 Building Block 1 (BB1) - reducing the carbon intensity of electricity generation by improving the 

heat rate of existing coal-fired power plants. 

 Building Block 2 (BB2) - substituting increased electricity generation from lower-emitting existing 
natural gas plants for reduced generation from higher-emitting coal-fired power plants. 

 Building Block 3 (BB3) - substituting increased electricity generation from new zero-emitting 
renewable energy sources (like wind and solar) for reduced generation from existing coal-fired and 
natural gas-fired power plants. 

 
The EG requires that each state submit its plan complying with all applicable requirements by the 
deadline included therein.   One of the requirements consists of development of an emission standard 
(“standard of performance”) and establishment of compliance time for each EGU. 
 
The Clean Air Act (CAA) §111(a)(1) defines “standard of performance” as “a standard for emissions 
of air pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through the application of 
the best system of emission reduction which (taking into account the cost of achieving such reduction 
and any nonair quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements) the Administrator 
determines has been adequately demonstrated”.  
 

2. History of Development of Emission Guidelines under CAA 
 
Over the last 40 years, under §111(d), the EPA has regulated four pollutants from five source 
categories, by promulgating associated EG.  These source categories are phosphate fertilizer plants 
(fluorides), sulfuric acid plants (acid mist), Kraft pulp plants (total reduced sulfur (TRS)), primary 
aluminum plants (fluorides), and municipal solid waste landfills (landfill gas emissions as non-
methane organic compounds (NMOCs))1.  The following general principles and/or rationales were 
used by EPA in establishing BSER for these EGs: 
 
 The degree of emission reduction achievable through the application of various demonstrated 

control technologies. 

                                                            
1  See Footnote 18 at 79 FR 41776, July 17, 2014, including ‘‘Phosphate Fertilizer Plants; Final Guideline Document 
Availability,’’ 42 FR 12022 (March 1, 1977); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources; Emission Guideline 
for Sulfuric Acid Mist,’’ 42 FR 55796 (October 18, 1977); ‘‘Kraft Pulp Mills, Notice of Availability of Final Guideline 
Document,’’ 44 FR 29828 (May 22, 1979); ‘‘Primary Aluminum Plants; Availability of Final Guideline Document,’’ 45 
FR 26294 (April 17, 1980); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources and Guidelines for Control of Existing 
Sources: Municipal Solid Waste Landfills, Final Rule,’’ 61 FR 9905 (March 12, 1996).  

VI-198 A-12906



3 
 

 The technical feasibility of applying various demonstrated technologies to existing sources 
considering variability in sizes and designs. 

 The impact of various demonstrated technologies on national energy consumption, water pollution, 
waste disposal, and ambient air concentrations of a designated pollutant.  

 The cost of adopting the emission guidelines, after considering control costs for various 
demonstrated technologies and taking into account the level of any existing controls. 

 
Each of these EGs indicates that the cost of applying various control technologies can have a 
considerable impact in selection of a BSER for any designated pollutant for existing facilities.   They 
also indicate that the age, size, type, class, and process design of the facility, influence not only the 
BSER selection process, but can also support a decision-making for whether different EGs are to be 
established for differing sizes, types, or classes of equipment. 
 
The EGs for the above referenced source categories have been established for principal points of 
emissions (point and fugitive emissions sources) located within the facility and, not for any emissions 
sources located outside of the facility.  Finally, in these EGs, with respect to determining the EG, EPA 
has consistently recognized that not only the control technology needs to be demonstrated on existing 
sources, but the degree of emission reduction (performance level) needs to be readily achievable by the 
control technology. 
 

3. The Division of Air Quality (DAQ)’s Approach for Determination of BSER  
 
The DAQ will consider the above general principles in determining BSER for CO2 emissions reduction 
from each EGU.  But, importantly, DAQ will determine BSER for each EGU based upon BB1-type 
measures only (i.e., measures which can be accomplished within the fence-line of the facility), 
conforming to the §111(d) of the CAA and the requirements of 40 CFR 60 “Adoption and Submittal of 
State Plans for Designated Facilities”.  Thus, DAQ’s approach will comprise of improving the 
operational efficiency of the EGUs in order to reduce CO2 emissions from the 2012 baseline levels. 
 
The DAQ’s BSER evaluation will specifically be based upon the following: 
 
 type of EGU 
 remaining useful life of the EGU 
 unit’s baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions)  
 unit’s projected future capacity factor  
 feasibility of applying specific heat rate improvement measure on a given unit  
 whether the measure is adequately demonstrated  
 degree of heat rate reduction potential for feasible heat rate improvement measures  
 site-specific limitations  
 associated costs (capital, fixed and variable operational and maintenance (O&M), and fuel savings) 
 cost per ton of CO2 reduction 

 
The evaluation is also based on literature review2 of technical feasibility for various heat rate 
improvement measures, degree of heat rate reduction potential, and costs data (capital, and fixed and 
variable O&M).   
                                                            
2 “Coal-fired Power Plant Heat Rate Reductions”, Final Report, Sargent & Lundy, Chicago, IL, January 22, 2009. 
“Analysis of Heat Rate Improvement Potential at Coal-Fired Power Plants”, US Energy Information Administration, 
Washington, DC, May 2015. 
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It needs to be emphasized here that DAQ’s determination for each EGU will not be based upon some 
pre-determined heat rate improvement target, such as EPA’s selection of a 4.3% heat rate improvement 
potential for EGUs in the Eastern interconnection3, as discussed in the EG.      
 
The DAQ’s approach will include those adequately demonstrated, cost-effective measures that assure 
that the electricity is generated with lower CO2 emissions, thus improving public health and welfare. 
The selected heat rate improvement measures would be expected to produce non-air environmental co-
benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, reductions in 
emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  However, it should be noted that as 
the EGU becomes more cost-competitive due to heat rate improvements, it may be dispatched more 
frequently and/or at higher loads.  If the EGU is utilized more often, some increases in emissions of 
GHG (as CO2) and similarly, for non-GHG pollutants (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury) are possible, 
and those could partially offset the emissions reductions achieved through the heat rate improvement 
of the EGU. 
 
EPA has determined a cost estimate of $23 per ton4 reasonable for CO2 emissions reduction from 
EGUs under BB1 implementing heat rate improvement measures.   EPA has further determined that 
this cost is reasonable because it achieves “an appropriate balance between cost and amount of 
reductions.”5 In addition, EPA has used another benchmark in the form of social cost of carbon (SC-
CO2) at $40 per ton (2020) to $48 per ton (2030)6 to conclude that the above $23 per ton cost is 
reasonable.   
 
In determining a BSER for a particular EGU, DAQ will use the above cost effectiveness threshold of 
$23 per ton to determine reasonableness of cost and whether one or more technically feasible 
measure(s) can be implemented, as long as, collectively, the total cost does not exceed this threshold. 
 

4. BSER Evaluation 
 
Westmoreland Partners Roanoke Valley Generating Facility (ROVA) is currently an independent 
power producer, supplying electric power to Dominion Virginia Power (DVP), but previously operated 
as a cogeneration facility (prior to August 16, 1993 for Unit 1 and prior to October 12, 2001).  As such, 
ROVA Units 1 and 2 are subject to electric demand of the DVP grid and operate only when other less 
costly forms of electric generation sources are fully dispatched (utilized).  It should be noted that 
ROVA was a base-load power generating facility until 2013, and starting 2014, it is a peaking-
generating facility as per its power purchase contract with the DVP.  ROVA maintains Units 1 and 2 in 
                                                                                                                                                                                                           
S. Corellis, “Range and Applicability of Heat Rate Improvements”, Technical Update, Electric Power Research Institute, 
Palo Alto, CA, April 2014.  
3 Applies to coal-fired EGUs only. 
4 See page 446 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: 
Electric Utility Generating Units Clean Power Plan, August 3, 2015.  
 
Based on nation-wide coal fleet capacity of 213 GW, heat rate improvement capital cost of $100/KW, capital charge rate of 
14.3%, fleet-wide baseline net heat rate of 10,250 Btu/KWh, heat rate improvement of 4% for coal-fired EGUs, annual 
capacity factor of 78%, and future (2030) average coal delivered cost of $2.70 per million Btu. See page 2-65, Greenhouse 
Gas Mitigation Measures, Technical Support Document (TSD) for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants”, 
August 3, 2015. 
  
5 See page 457 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
6 See pages 458 and 459 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
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a manner that optimizes its operational efficiency.  As per ROVA, given the practice of constant 
attention to the operation of combustion system, any improvements to heat rate resulting from 
implementing a specific measure(s) will be nearly immeasurable as a change to the baseline heat rate, 
especially considering the peaking nature of the facility making difficult the verification of the 
performance. 
 
ROVA has reviewed its current practices and future improvement possibilities for improving heat rate 
of its EGUs, and have identified two areas of improvements that it believes it can implement without 
major expenditures, pending evaluation.   The two areas of possible improvements are (i) Testing and 
repairing / controlling air in-leakage in air heater and duct, and (ii) Testing and repairing leakage in 
valves for condensate / feed water pumps.   However, ROVA has not provided any information on 
cost, efficiency improvement, or the fuel savings, associated with any feasible heat rate improvement 
measure(s) due to lack of sufficient resources.   
  
ROVA has provided the following data for both baseline year (2012) and future year (2014), and stated 
that 2014 operational data for generation and capacity factor might be considered representative for 
any future years (as the facility became a peaking facility starting 2014 and slated to remain a peaking 
facility beyond 2014 as per the current contract with DVP).   
 
ROVA Unit 1 
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions - 1,022,143 metric ton/yr  
Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate - 9,281 Btu/kWh 
Baseline (2012) Net Generation - 1,138,729 MWh  
Baseline (2012) Heat Inputs - 10,568,482 million Btu 
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor - 0.78 (electric power output basis)  
Future (2019) Projected Annual Capacity Factor - 0.41 (electric power output basis) 
Future (2019) Projected Coal Delivered Cost - $3.50 per million Btu 
Commencement of operation of each EGU - May 1994 
Planned retirement year - Unknown  
 
ROVA Unit 2 
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions - 354,830 metric ton/yr  
Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate - 10,981 Btu/kWh 
Baseline (2012) Net Generation - 338,612 MWh  
Baseline (2012) Heat Inputs - 3,718,462 million Btu 
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor - 0.86 (electric power output basis) 
Future (2019) Projected Annual Capacity Factor - 0.22 (electric power output basis) 
Future (2019) Projected Coal Delivered Cost - $3.50 per million Btu 
Commencement of operation of each EGU - June 1995 
Planned retirement year - Unknown 
 
Thus, DAQ will consider ROVA’s 2014 data for generation and capacity factor as representative for 
future year 2019.  For coal delivered price for 2019, as included above, ROVA has escalated actual 
coal delivered price for 2014 (assuming 7 percent increase per year between 2014 and 2019 for coal 
and 3 percent increase per year between 2014 and 2019 for transportation of coal). 
 
Therefore, DAQ will use the above calculated 2019 costs for coal in determining cost for unit 
reduction of CO2 for each technically feasible measure. 
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Measure: Testing and Repairing for Air In-Leakage in Air Heater and Duct 
 
In the absence of site-specific cost data (both capital and O&M) and heat rate potential, DAQ will use 
the following mid-range cost data and heat rate improvement potential associated with air heater and 
duct leakage control.7 
 
Capital investment - $400,000 ($300,000 - $500,000)  
Fixed O&M Cost - $50,000 per year 
Variable O&M Cost - $0 per year 
Heat rate improvement (reduction) - 25 Btu/kWh (10 Btu/kWh - 40 Btu/kWh) 
 
The DAQ will adjust the above capital and annual O&M costs for 2019 dollars, using the growth factor 
of 1.8 percent compounded annually.8  In addition to these costs, fixed O&M cost (no capital cost 
involved) associated with testing for leaks for air in-leakage needs to be added for this measure in 
order to estimate accurately the cost per unit reduction in CO29.  Since DAQ is not able to obtain the 
cost associated with the testing portion of this measure, any conclusions drawn for this measure will be 
described accordingly.  
 
Using the capital charge rate of 14.3%, as discussed in the TSD previously cited in footnote 3, the 
capital investment can be transformed into an indirect annual (capital) cost and then can be added to 
the direct annual (fixed O&M) cost to determine the total annual cost.  
 
If DAQ uses annual capacity factors (both baseline and future years) based on heat input to the EGU 
unlike ROVA-estimated annual capacity factors based on electric power output of the EGU, the 
baseline year (2012) and future year (2019) capacity factors can be estimated as follows10: 
 
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor - 0.71 (Unit 1), 0.76 (Unit 2) [heat input basis] 
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor - 0.388 (Unit 1), 0.18 (Unit 2) [heat input basis] 
 
The DAQ will use the above annual capacity factors, as per the term “annual capacity factor” defined 
in the reference included in footnote 3 above11.  
 
With these changes, DAQ’s estimates for cost per unit reduction in CO2 (including fuel saving) are $37 
per ton (Unit 1) and $513 per ton (Unit 2) for 2019.  Refer to the tabs “Unit 1(E-1)” and “Unit 2(E-
15)” in the attached spreadsheet on calculations for annualized cost and cost per unit reduction of CO2 
for this heat rate improvement measure. 
 

                                                            
7 Table 2-4: Summary of Air Heater and Duct Leakage Control Heat Rate Reductions and Costs, Coal-fired Power Plant 
Heat Rate Reductions, Final Report, Sargent & Lundy, Chicago, IL, January 22, 2009. 
8 See both GDP Chain-Type Price Index and Metals and Metal Products Indicator, Table A20. Macroeconomics Indicators, 
USEIA Annual Energy Outlook 2015.  
9 Telephone conversation of Rahul Thaker, DAQ with Chris Hewes, ROVA, October 6, 2015.  
10 Baseline (2012) Annual capacity Factors   
Unit 1  = (10568482 million Btu) / (1700 million Btu/hr * 8760 hr) = 0.71 
Unit 2 = (3718462 million Btu) / (560 million Btu/hr * 8760 hr) = 0.76 
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factors 
Unit 1 = (9737 Btu/kWh * 593073000 kWh) / (1700 million Btu/hr * 8760 hr) = 0.388 
Unit 2= (10354 Btu/kWh * 85207000 kWh) / (560 million Btu/hr * 8760 hr) = 0.18 
11  Page 1543 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
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Both project life (for control of air in-leakage in air heater and duct) and planned retirement year are 
unknown for each EGU.  Therefore, no adjustment to the above calculated estimated costs can be made 
with respect to remaining useful life of each EGU.  
 
If implemented, this measure would be expected to produce non-air environmental co-benefits in the 
form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, reduced emissions of non-
GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  Moreover, adverse energy impacts would not be 
expected as well.   
 
However, comparing it with the reasonable cost threshold of $23 per ton, as discussed above, cost 
estimates of both $37 per ton CO2 reduction (Unit 1) and $513 per ton of CO2 reduction (Unit 2) can 
be considered “excessive”, “exorbitant” or “unreasonable”, as stated by EPA in the preamble to the 
final EG12.  
 
As stated above, the facility is currently and for future operating scenario, a peaking facility for electric 
power production, which can be seen in its low future (projected) annual capacity factors.  Thus, any 
measures for heat rate improvements are expected to present significant costs, very likely exceeding 
the reasonable cost threshold.  If any of its EGUs were to operate at a higher annual capacity factor, 
then, the cost per unit reduction of CO2 would be reduced.  
 
In summary, DAQ is determining these costs ($37 per ton CO2 reduction (Unit 1) and $513 per ton of 
CO2 reduction (Unit 2) unreasonable (using the cost threshold of $23 per ton CO2).   Also, as noted 
above, these estimated costs will increase as none incorporate additional costs associated with testing 
for determining air in-leakage. Thus, considering cost, non-air environmental, and energy impacts, 
DAQ determines that a measure consisting of testing and repairing for air in-leakage for air heater and 
duct is not a BSER for each unit (Units 1 and 2) at ROVA.    
 
Measure: Testing and Repairing Leakage in Valves for Condensate / Feed Water Pumps 
 
In the absence of site-specific cost data (both capital and O&M) and heat rate potential, DAQ has 
reviewed the literature for coal-fired power plant heat rate reductions as cited above.  However, it is 
unable to determine capital or O&M costs associated with this measure. 
 
The DAQ expects the associated costs (no capital costs and only fixed O&M in the form of testing 
costs is involved as per the footnote 9 above) to be relatively minor.   Regardless of the costs, DAQ 
believes that heat rate improvement potential for this measure is negligible.  Thus, DAQ determines 
that this measure is not a BSER. 
 

5. BSER for ROVA Units 1 and 2 
 
 None. 

                                                            
12 Page 298 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
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NOTES REFERENCES

$429,588 1

$429,588 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$429,588 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,699 1

$0 1

Fuel Savings -$54,450 3

-$752 2(b)

14.3% CCR 4

$61,431 TCRC = TCI * CCR 2(b), 4

$61,431 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$60,679 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)

1022143 5
9281 5

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 1138729 5
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor - Heat Input Basis 0.71 6
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor - Heat Input Basis 0.388 6
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 622291 7

25 1
0.27

CO2 Emissions Reduction (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.27
1505 8
1659

$37 9

$77 10

References:

6. Calculated using data provided in reference 5 above. 
7. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
8. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
9. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
10. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (exclude fuel savings)

CO2 Emissions Reduction from Baseline, Short ton/yr

1. Mid-range values taken from Table 2-4: Summary of Air Heater and Duct Leakage Control Heat Rate Reductions and Costs, Coal-
fired Power Plant Heat Rate Reductions, Final Report, Sargent & Lundy, Chicago, IL, January 22, 2009.  Cost data adjusted for 2019.

4. Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures, TSD for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants, Section 2.7 Costs, p. 2-62 
through 2-66, August 3, 2015.

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future 
(2019) projected coal delivered prices included in email of October 8, 2015 (from Don Keisling, ROVA to Rahul Thaker, DAQ).

Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr
Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kW-hr 

Average Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement), Btu/kW-hr
Heat Rate Improvement from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction from Baseline, Metric ton/yr

Indirect Annual Costs 

Capital Charge Rate (CCR)

Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost

5. CO2 Information Request, Westmoreland Partners, LLC, Roanoke Valley Generating Facility, Weldon, NC,  August 31 and 
September 30, 2015. 

Direct Annual Costs

Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction Associated with Air Heater and Duct 
Leakage Repair/Control for Unit 1 (E-1)

Roanoke Valley Energy Facility, Weldon, NC 
Capital Cost

Direct Costs

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Total Capital Investment (TCI)
Annual Cost

Fixed Operation & Maintenance Cost

Variable Operation and Maintenance Cost 

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)
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NOTES REFERENCES

$429,588 1

$429,588 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$429,588 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$53,699 1

$0 1

Fuel Savings -$7,017 3

$46,681 2(b)

14.3% CCR 4
$61,431 TCRC = TCI * CCR 2(b), 4

$61,431 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$108,112 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)

354830 5
10981 5

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MW-h 338612 5
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor - Heat Input Basis 0.76 6
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor - Heat Input Basis 0.18 6
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 80198 7

25 1
0.23

CO2 Emissions Reduction (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.23
191 8
211

$513 9
$602 10

References:

6. Calculated using data provided in reference 5 above. 
7. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
8. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
9. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
10. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

Total Direct Costs

Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction Associated with Air Heater and Duct 
Leakage Repair/Control for Unit 2 (E-15)

Roanoke Valley Energy Facility, Weldon, NC 
Capital Cost

Direct Costs

Equipment Cost

Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Total Capital Investment (TCI)
Annual Cost

Direct Annual Costs

Fixed Operation & Maintenance Cost

Variable Operation and Maintenance Cost 

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Capital Charge Rate (CCR)

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr
Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kW-hr 

Average Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement), Btu/kW-hr
Heat Rate Improvement from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction from Baseline, Short ton/yr
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (exclude fuel savings)

1. Mid-range values taken from Table 2-4: Summary of Air Heater and Duct Leakage Control Heat Rate Reductions and Costs, Coal-
fired Power Plant Heat Rate Reductions, Final Report, Sargent & Lundy, Chicago, IL, January 22, 2009.  Cost data adjusted for 2019. 

a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future 
(2019) projected coal delivered prices included in email of October 8 (from Don Keisling, ROVA to Rahul Thaker, DAQ).

4. Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures, TSD for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants, Section 2.7 Costs, p. 2-62 
through 2-66, August 3, 2015.
5. CO2 Information Request, Westmoreland Partners, LLC, Roanoke Valley Generating Facility, Weldon, NC,  August 31 and 
September 30, 2015. 
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North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality  
Division of Air Quality  

 
Supporting Basis  

Determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction for CO2 Emissions from  
Existing Electric Utility Generating Units  

 
October 30, 2015 

 
Facility 
 
Edgecombe Genco LLC, Battleboro, NC 
Facility ID: 3300146 
Current Air Quality Permit 06563T15 
   
Affected Electric Utility Generating Units (EGUs) 
 
Four coal, natural gas, No. 2 fuel oil, No. 4 fuel oil, tire derived fuel (TDF), wood chip-fired electric 
steam generating boilers, each boiler rated at 375 million Btu per hour heat input (ID Nos. ES-1-1A 
and ES-1-1B [Unit 1], and ES-2-2A and ES-2-2B [Unit 2]).  Each generator rated at 57.4 MW 
(nameplate capacity). 
 

1. Introduction  
 
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has adopted Emission Guidelines for 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Compliance Times for Electric Utility Generating Units on August 3, 
2015 and codified it in 40 CFR Subpart UUUU.    
 
The affected electric utility steam generating units (EGUs) under these emission guidelines (EG) are 
steam generating units, integrated gasification combined cycle units (IGCC), and stationary combined 
cycle or combined heat and power (CHP) combustion turbines that commenced construction on or 
before January 8, 2014.   
 
The EG includes uniform, nationwide emission standards, which are performance-based rates for 
emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) expressed as CO2 (lb CO2/net MWh), as follows: 
 
 Fossil fuel-fired steam generating units or IGCC: 1,534 lb CO2/net MWh (interim, average of 

2022-2029), 1,305 lb CO2/net MWh (final, starting 2030) 

 Natural gas-fired stationary combined cycle combustion turbines (including CHP combustion 
turbines): 832 lb/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-2029), 771 lb/MWh (final, starting 2030) 

 
In lieu of the above uniform rates, each EGU can comply with state-specific goal (lb CO2/net MWh).  
The other option is that all affected units in the state, in aggregate, comply with the mass-based state 
goal (short tons/yr).   
 
For North Carolina (NC), the rate-based interim and final goals are 1,311 lb CO2/net MWh and 1,136 
lb CO2/net MWh, respectively.  Similarly, NC’s mass-based interim and final goals are 56,986,025 
short tons/yr and 51,266,234 short tons/yr, respectively.  
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The above standards (whether uniform nationwide rates or state-specific goals) are based upon the 
determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction (BSER) consisting of following three building 
blocks:   
 
 Building Block 1 (BB1) - reducing the carbon intensity of electricity generation by improving the 

heat rate of existing coal-fired power plants. 

 Building Block 2 (BB2) - substituting increased electricity generation from lower-emitting existing 
natural gas plants for reduced generation from higher-emitting coal-fired power plants. 

 Building Block 3 (BB3) - substituting increased electricity generation from new zero-emitting 
renewable energy sources (like wind and solar) for reduced generation from existing coal-fired and 
natural gas-fired power plants. 

 
The EG requires that each state submit its plan complying with all applicable requirements by the 
deadline included therein.   One of the requirements consists of development of an emission standard 
(“standard of performance”) and establishment of compliance time for each EGU. 
 
The Clean Air Act (CAA) §111(a)(1) defines “standard of performance” as “a standard for emissions 
of air pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through the application of 
the best system of emission reduction which (taking into account the cost of achieving such reduction 
and any nonair quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements) the Administrator 
determines has been adequately demonstrated”.  
 

2. History of Development of Emission Guidelines under CAA 
 
Over the last 40 years, under §111(d), the EPA has regulated four pollutants from five source 
categories, by promulgating associated EG.  These source categories are phosphate fertilizer plants 
(fluorides), sulfuric acid plants (acid mist), Kraft pulp plants (total reduced sulfur (TRS)), primary 
aluminum plants (fluorides), and municipal solid waste landfills (landfill gas emissions as non-
methane organic compounds (NMOCs))1.  The following general principles and/or rationales were 
used by EPA in establishing BSER for these EGs: 
 
 The degree of emission reduction achievable through the application of various demonstrated 

control technologies. 

 The technical feasibility of applying various demonstrated technologies to existing sources 
considering variability in sizes and designs. 

 The impact of various demonstrated technologies on national energy consumption, water pollution, 
waste disposal, and ambient air concentrations of a designated pollutant.  

 The cost of adopting the emission guidelines, after considering control costs for various 
demonstrated technologies and taking into account the level of any existing controls. 

 
                                                            
1  See Footnote 18 at 79 FR 41776, July 17, 2014, including ‘‘Phosphate Fertilizer Plants; Final Guideline Document 
Availability,’’ 42 FR 12022 (March 1, 1977); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources; Emission Guideline 
for Sulfuric Acid Mist,’’ 42 FR 55796 (October 18, 1977); ‘‘Kraft Pulp Mills, Notice of Availability of Final Guideline 
Document,’’ 44 FR 29828 (May 22, 1979); ‘‘Primary Aluminum Plants; Availability of Final Guideline Document,’’ 45 
FR 26294 (April 17, 1980); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources and Guidelines for Control of Existing 
Sources: Municipal Solid Waste Landfills, Final Rule,’’ 61 FR 9905 (March 12, 1996).  
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Each of these EGs indicates that the cost of applying various control technologies can have a 
considerable impact in selection of a BSER for any designated pollutant for existing facilities.   They 
also indicate that the age, size, type, class, and process design of the facility, influence not only the 
BSER selection process, but can also support a decision-making for whether different EGs are to be 
established for differing sizes, types, or classes of equipment. 
 
The EGs for the above referenced source categories have been established for principal points of 
emissions (point and fugitive emissions sources) located within the facility and, not for any emissions 
sources located outside of the facility.  Finally, in these EGs, with respect to determining the EG, EPA 
has consistently recognized that not only the control technology needs to be demonstrated on existing 
sources, but the degree of emission reduction (performance level) needs to be readily achievable by the 
control technology. 
 

3. The Division of Air Quality (DAQ)’s Approach for Determination of BSER  
 
The DAQ will consider the above general principles in determining BSER for CO2 emissions reduction 
from each EGU.  But, importantly, DAQ will determine BSER for each EGU based upon BB1-type 
measures only (i.e., measures which can be accomplished within the fence-line of the facility), 
conforming to the §111(d) of the CAA and the requirements of 40 CFR 60 “Adoption and Submittal of 
State Plans for Designated Facilities”.  Thus, DAQ’s approach will comprise of improving the 
operational efficiency of the EGUs in order to reduce CO2 emissions from the 2012 baseline levels. 
 
The DAQ’s BSER evaluation will specifically be based upon the following: 
 
 type of EGU 
 remaining useful life of the EGU 
 unit’s baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions)  
 unit’s projected future capacity factor  
 feasibility of applying specific heat rate improvement measure on a given unit  
 whether the measure is adequately demonstrated  
 degree of heat rate reduction potential for feasible heat rate improvement measures  
 site-specific limitations  
 associated costs (capital, fixed and variable operational and maintenance (O&M), and fuel savings) 
 cost per ton of CO2 reduction 
 
The evaluation is also based on literature review2 of technical feasibility for various heat rate 
improvement measures, degree of heat rate reduction potential, and costs data (capital, and fixed and 
variable O&M).   
 
It needs to be emphasized here that DAQ’s determination for each EGU will not be based upon some 
pre-determined heat rate improvement target, such as EPA’s selection of a 4.3% heat rate improvement 
potential for EGUs in the Eastern interconnection3, as discussed in the EG.      

                                                            
2 “Coal-fired Power Plant Heat Rate Reductions”, Final Report, Sargent & Lundy, Chicago, IL, January 22, 2009. 
“Analysis of Heat Rate Improvement Potential at Coal-Fired Power Plants”, US Energy Information Administration, 
Washington, DC, May 2015. 
S. Corellis, “Range and Applicability of Heat Rate Improvements”, Technical Update, Electric Power Research Institute, 
Palo Alto, CA, April 2014.  
3 Applies to coal-fired EGUs only.  
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The DAQ’s approach will include those adequately demonstrated, cost-effective measures that assure 
that the electricity is generated with lower CO2 emissions, thus improving public health and welfare. 
The selected heat rate improvement measures would be expected to produce non-air environmental co-
benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, reductions in 
emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  However, it should be noted that as 
the EGU becomes more cost-competitive due to heat rate improvements, it may be dispatched more 
frequently and/or at higher loads.  If the EGU is utilized more often, some increases in emissions of 
GHG (as CO2) and similarly, for non-GHG pollutants (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury) are possible, 
and those could partially offset the emissions reductions achieved through the heat rate improvement 
of the EGU.   
 
EPA has determined a cost estimate of $23 per ton4 reasonable for CO2 emissions reduction from 
EGUs under BB1 implementing heat rate improvement measures.   EPA has further determined that 
this cost is reasonable because it achieves “an appropriate balance between cost and amount of 
reductions.”5 In addition, EPA has used another benchmark in the form of social cost of carbon (SC-
CO2) at $40 per ton (2020) to $48 per ton (2030)6 to conclude that the above $23 per ton cost is 
reasonable.   
 
In determining a BSER for a particular EGU, DAQ will use the above cost effectiveness threshold of 
$23 per ton to determine reasonableness of cost and whether one or more technically feasible 
measure(s) can be implemented, as long as, collectively, the total cost does not exceed this threshold.   
 

4. BSER Evaluation 
 
Edgecombe Genco, LLC, has submitted a BSER analysis for each EGU considering numerous heat 
rate improvement measures as listed below:  
 
 Soot blower upgrades (replacements) 
 LP steam seal upgrade 
 Condenser maintenance 
 Boiler control system 
 Performance monitoring 
 Partial arc admission 
 Minimizing flow, pressure, and temperature oscillations 
 Cooling system optimization 
 Boiler feed pump overhaul 

                                                            
4 See page 446 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: 
Electric Utility Generating Units Clean Power Plan, August 3, 2015.  
 
Based on nation-wide coal fleet capacity of 213 GW, heat rate improvement capital cost of $100/KW, capital charge rate of 
14.3%, fleet-wide baseline net heat rate of 10,250 Btu/KWh, heat rate improvement of 4% for coal-fired EGUs, annual 
capacity factor of 78%, and future (2030) average coal delivered cost of $2.70 per million Btu. See page 2-65, Greenhouse 
Gas Mitigation Measures, Technical Support Document (TSD) for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants”, 
August 3, 2015. 
  
5 See page 457 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
 
6 See pages 458 and 459 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
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 LP steam path upgrade 
 HP steam seal upgrade 
 Boiler draft system control schemes 
 HP steam path upgrade 
 Steam turbine replacement 
 Cooling tower packing upgrade 
 Lower air heater leakage 
 Economizer replacement  
 IP steam path upgrade  
 IP steam seal upgrade 
 Lower air heater outlet temperature  
 Install variable speed drives (fans and motors)  
 Install variable frequency drives, induced draft fans on flue gas 
 
Edgecombe Genco has based its analysis on literature as identified in the previous section, among 
others, for evaluating types of heat rate improvement methods, technical feasibility, heat rate reduction 
potential, and costs (both capital and fixed and variable O&M).  Wherever actual data on costs are 
available, the literature data has been supplanted.  For example, for soot blower replacement, actual 
fixed O&M costs were available for the Edgecombe Genco facility.   
 
Edgecombe Genco has determined that all of the above heat rate improvement measures are 
technically feasible, at a cost per unit CO2 reduction in the range of $87 per ton (associated measure - 
upgrade of soot blowers) to $4,952 per ton (associated measure - install induced draft fans on flue gas), 
including fuel savings.  Based on these estimates, Edgecombe Genco determined the existing soot 
blower upgrades at a cost of $87 per ton of CO2 emissions reduction (including fuel savings) to be the 
BSER for the existing EGUs at its facility and declared all other measures listed above not to be BSER 
based on cost.  Refer to Edgecombe Genco's initial (August 31, 2015) and subsequent submittals 
(September 3 and 9, 2015). 
 
Edgecombe Genco has used the following data for the BSER determination consisting of soot blower 
upgrades on each unit (Unit 1 and Unit 2): 
 
Capital investment - $400,000 ± 85% 
Fixed O&M Cost - $35,000 per year ± 45% 
Project life for upgraded soot blowers - 40 to 50 years 
Heat rate improvement (reduction) - 90 Btu/KWh ± 0.5% (0.65% improvement over baseline net heat 
rate) 
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions - 79,170 metric ton/yr  
Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate - 13,779 Btu/KWh 
Baseline (2012) Net Generation - 61,733 MWh  
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor - 0.122 (heat input basis)  
Future (2030) Annual Capacity Factor - 0.106 (heat input basis) 
Future (2030) Projected Coal Delivered Cost - $3.82 per million Btu 
CO2 Emission Reductions (associated with 0.65% heat rate improvement) - 495 short tons/yr 
Commencement of operation of each EGU - October 1990 
Planned retirement year - None prior to 2030 
 
It needs to be emphasized here that Edgecombe Genco burns coal in its boilers for two purposes: steam 
generation for a nearby pharmaceutical facility and power generation when required for regional 
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electricity reliability.  However, as per DAQ’s request, Edgecombe Genco has provided the above data 
(both generation and emissions) associated with electricity power generation only.  In brief, the data 
does not account for additional fuel burning and emissions associated with steam sent to the 
pharmaceutical facility. 
 
With respect to the indirect annual cost for capital investment, Edgecombe Genco has simply divided 
the capital investment by 15 (time span between present year 2015 and 2030 final compliance date) to 
determine the indirect annual (capital) cost, which was then added to the direct annual (O&M) cost to 
arrive at the total annual cost (direct and indirect) of $87 per ton for each unit. 
 
The DAQ has used a different approach to transform the capital investment to indirect annual (capital) 
cost by using the capital charge rate of 14.3%, as discussed in the TSD previously cited in footnote 3. 
Assuming that NC’s compliance period for this EGU begins in 2019, the nationwide, average coal 
delivered cost is projected to be approximately $2.50 per million Btu7.  In addition, the DAQ believes 
that more accurate annual capacity factor (heat input basis) for the baseline year (2012) is 0.1298 
instead of 0.122 (as provided by Edgecombe Genco).  Finally, DAQ will adjust the capital and annual 
O&M costs estimates, provided by Edgecombe Genco in 2015 dollars, to 2019 dollars, using the 
growth factor of 1.8 percent compounded annually.9 With these changes, DAQ’s estimate for cost per 
unit reduction in CO2 (including fuel savings) is $187 per ton starting 201910 (instead of $87 per ton as 
estimated by Edgecombe Genco).  Refer to the tab “ElecGenOnly” in the attached spreadsheet on 
calculations for annualized cost and cost per unit reduction of CO2 for the heat rate improvement 
measure. 
 
Thus, Edgecombe Genco’s estimate of $87 per ton can be deemed a conservative and valid estimate.  
Although the project life for upgraded soot blowers is known (at least 40 years), the planned retirement 
year is unknown for each EGU.  Therefore, no adjustment to this calculated estimated cost of $87 per 
ton of CO2 can be made.  
 
Comparing it with the reasonable cost threshold of $23 per ton, as discussed above, cost estimate of 
$87 per ton of CO2 reduction at each of the EGUs at the facility can be considered “excessive”, 
“exorbitant” or “unreasonable”, as stated by EPA in the preamble to the final EG11.  
  
It needs to be highlighted here that the facility is an intermittent source for electricity generation and it 
only generates electricity when dispatched, which can be seen in its low baseline and future (projected) 

                                                            
7 For 2015 and 2020, the nationwide coal delivered prices are $2.41 per million Btu and $2.54 per million Btu, respectively.  
By interpolating, the 2019 coal delivered price is approximately $2.50 per million Btu.  Refer to "Annual Energy Outlook 
2015", US EIA. 
 
8 Using 13708 Btu/KWh net and 62858 MWh net (both for Unit 1) and 13851 Btu/KWh net and 60608 MWh net (both for 
Unit 2), the baseline (2012) annual capacity factors can be calculated as follows: 
Unit 1 = (13708 Btu/KWh * 62858000 KWh) / (2*375 x 106 Btu/hr * 8760 hr) = 0.131 
Unit 2 = (13851 Btu/KWh * 60608000 KWh ) / (2*375 x 106 Btu/hr * 8760 hr) = 0.128 
Thus, the average annual capacity factor for these two units is (0.131 + 0.128) / 2 = 0.129 
 
9 See both GDP Chain-Type Price Index and Metals and Metal Products Indicator, Table A20. Macroeconomics Indicators, 
USEIA Annual Energy Outlook 2015.  
10 For year 2030, the cost per unit reduction slightly reduces to $185 per ton of CO2 assuming nationwide fuel delivered 
price of $2.70 per million Btu as cited in the TSD in footnote 3 above and reference included in footnote 6 above.  
 
11 Page 298 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
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annual capacity factors.  In brief, it is not a base-loaded facility for electricity power generation.  Thus, 
any measures for heat rate improvements are expected to present significant costs, very likely 
exceeding the reasonable cost threshold.  If any of its EGUs were to operate at a higher annual capacity 
factor, then, the cost per unit reduction of CO2 would come down.  
 
Separately, if the total output (both electric output to the utility grid and useful thermal output to the 
nearby pharmaceutical facility) of the EGU and associated CO2 emissions are considered for the 
baseline year (2012), the cost per unit CO2 reduction drops to $78 per ton for 2019 (compared with 
$187 per ton using the DAQ’s approach).  Refer to the tab “ElecGen+ThermalOutput” in the attached 
spreadsheet. 
 
In summary, although Edgecombe Genco has proposed existing soot blowers upgrades as BSER at a 
cost of $87 per ton CO2, DAQ is determining this cost unreasonable (using the cost threshold of $23 
per ton CO2).  In general, this measure is expected to produce non-air environmental co-benefits in the 
form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, reduced emissions of non-
GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  Moreover, no adverse energy impact is expected 
from employing the measure.  Thus, considering cost, non-air environmental, and energy impacts, 
DAQ determines that there are no identified BSER measures for each unit (Units 1 and 2) at 
Edgecombe Genco.   
 
Finally, the following Table provides the summary of the above discussions.   
 

Existing Soot Blowers Upgrades  
Cost Effectiveness for CO2 Emissions Reductions 

Scenario Edgecombe Genco’s Approach 
Cost Per Unit Reduction 

DAQ’s Approach 
Cost Per Unit Reduction 

Fuel delivered cost $3.82 per million Btu 
(2030) 
 
Divides capital investment of $400,000 by 
15 (time period from 2015 to 2030) to 
determine annual cost for the capital 

Fuel delivered cost $2.50 per million Btu 
(2019) 
 
Uses capital charge rate of 14.3% to 
determine annual cost for $400,000 capital 

Electric 
power 
output 

only 

$87 per ton 
Baseline (2012) annual capacity factor = 
0.122 
Future (2030) annual capacity factor = 
0.106 

$187 per ton 
Baseline (2012) annual capacity factor = 
0.129 
Future (2019) annual capacity factor = 0.106 

Electric 
power 

output + 
useful 

thermal 
output 

$37 per ton12 
Baseline (2012) annual capacity factor = 
0.308 
Future (2030) annual capacity factor = 
0.267 

$78 per ton 
Baseline (2012) annual capacity factor = 
0.308 
Future (2019) annual capacity factor = 0.253 

 
5. BSER for Edgecombe Genco Units 1 and 2 

 
 None. 

                                                            
12 Edgecombe Genco did not provide this information.  The DAQ calculated this cost using the Edgecombe Genco’s 
approach for the total EGU output scenario (both electric power output and useful thermal output). 
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Case 1*

NOTES REFERENCES

$429,588 1

$429,588 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$429,588 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$37,589 1

$0 1

Fuel Savings -$11,413 3

$26,176 2(b)

14.3% CCR 4
$61,431 TCRC = TCI * CCR 2(b), 4

$61,431 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$87,607 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)

79170 1
13779 1

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MWh 61733 1
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor - Heat Input Basis 0.129 1
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor - Heat Input Basis 0.106 1
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 50726 5

90 1
0.65

CO2 Emissions Reduction (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.65
425 6
468

$187 7

$233 8
*Includes Annual Capacity Factors and Emissions Based on Electric Power Output Only. 

5. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 

6. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
7. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

8. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

1. Data averaged for each Unit as per Clean Power Plan BSER, Edgecombe Genco LLC, Battleboro, NC, August 31, 2015.  Cost data adjusted for 
2019.

4. Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures, TSD for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants, Section 2.7 Costs, p. 2-62 through 2-66, 
August 3, 2015.

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001

a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 

b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.

3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future (2019) average 
coal delivered price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.

References:

Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr
Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kWh

Average Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement), Btu/kw-hr
Heat Rate Improvement from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

CO2 Emissions Reduction from Baseline, Metric ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (exclude fuel savings)

CO2 Emissions Reduction from Baseline, Short ton/yr

Fixed Operation & Maintenance Cost

Variable Operation and Maintenance Cost 

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Capital Charge Rate (CCR)

Direct Annual Costs

Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for Soot Blowers Upgrades for Unit 1 or 
Unit 2

Edgecombe Genco LLC, Battleboro, NC 

Capital Cost
Direct Costs

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Total Capital Investment (TCI)
Annual Cost
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Case 2*

NOTES REFERENCES

$429,588 1

$429,588 DC 2(a)

None

$0 IC 2(a)

$429,588 TCI = DC + IC 2(a)

$37,589 1

$0 1

Fuel Savings -$11,410 3

$26,179 2(b)

14.3% CCR 4
$61,431 TCRC = TCI * CCR 2(b), 4

$61,431 IDAC = TCRC 2(b)

$87,610 TAC = DAC + IDAC 2(b)

188881 5
13779 1

Baseline (2012) Net Generation, MWh 61733 1
Baseline (2012) Annual Capacity Factor - Heat Input Basis 0.308 5
Future (2019) Annual Capacity Factor - Heat Input Basis 0.253 6
Future (2019) Net Generation, MW-h 50709 7

90 1
0.65

CO2 Emissions Reduction (corresponding to heat rate improvement), % 0.65
1013 8
1117

$78 9

$98 10

5. Total output-based (both steam and electric), averaged for each EGU, from data derived from Emissions-Unit Level Data Report, US EPA, CAMD.

7. Based on baseline net generation and ratio of baseline and future capacity factors. 
8. Based on baseline CO2 emissions and capacity factor, future capacity factor, and CO2 emissions reductions percentage.
9. Based on total annual cost including fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.
10. Based on total annual cost excluding fuel savings and CO2 emissions reductions from baseline.

6. Based on baseline capacity factor (total output-based, both steam and electric) and comparing it with capacity factors (baseline and future) for electric output-based.

CO2 Emissions Reduction from Baseline, Metric ton/yr
CO2 Emissions Reduction from Baseline, Short ton/yr

Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (include fuel savings)
Cost per Short Ton of CO2 Removed (exclude fuel savings)

References:

2. EPA Air Pollution Control Cost Manual, Sixth Edition, January 2002; EPA/452/B-02-001
a. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.1 Elements of Total Capital Investment. 
b. Section 1, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.3.2: Elements of Total Annual Cost.
3. Based on baseline net generation and net heat rate, ratio of baseline and future capacity factors, heat rate improvement, and future (2019) average coal delivered 
price included in "Annual Energy Outlook 2015", US EIA.
4. Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures, TSD for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants, Section 2.7 Costs, p. 2-62 through 2-66, August 3, 2015.

*  Includes Annual Capacity Factors and Emissions Based on Total Output (both Electric Power Output and Useful Thermal Output). 

1. Data averaged for each Unit as per Clean Power Plan BSER, Edgecombe Genco LLC, Battleboro, NC, August 31, 2015.  Cost data adjusted for 2019.

Heat Rate Improvement from Baseline Net Heat Rate, %

Fixed Operation & Maintenance Cost

Variable Operation and Maintenance Cost 

Total Direct Annual Costs (DAC)

Indirect Annual Costs 

Capital Charge Rate (CCR)
Total Capital Recovery Costs (TCRC)

Total Indirect Annual Costs (IDAC)

Total Annual Cost
Baseline (2012) CO2 Emissions, metric ton/yr
Baseline (2012) Net Heat Rate, Btu/kWh

Average Heat Rate Reduction (Improvement), Btu/kw-hr

Direct Annual Costs

Annualized Cost and Cost Per Unit CO2 Reduction for Soot Blowers Upgrades for Unit 1 or Unit 
2

Edgecombe Genco LLC, Battleboro, NC 

Capital Cost
Direct Costs

Equipment Cost

Total Direct Costs

Indirect Costs

Total Indirect Costs

Total Capital Investment (TCI)
Annual Cost
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North Carolina Department of Environment Quality  
Division of Air Quality  

 
Best System of Emission Reduction (BSER) for Duke Energy’s G G Allen Units 1, 2 and 3 

(ORIS code 2718) and Asheville Units 1 and 2 (ORIS code 2706) 
 
 
The EPA’s 111(d) rule for existing EGUs identified Asheville Units 1 and 2 (ORIS code 2706) 
and Allen Units 1, 2 and 3 (ORIS code 2718) as being subject to the requirements.  The purpose 
of the following information is to provide updated data regarding their upcoming retirements as 
the basis for explaining why Best System of Emission Reduction (BSER) is no additional control 
for these units.  
 
Each facility consists of coal-fired units that meet the applicability requirements under the 111(d) 
rule in §60.5845(b) for existing, currently operating fossil fuel-fired EGUs as follows:  
 

(1) Serves a generator connected to a utility power distribution system with a nameplate 
capacity of 25 MW-net or greater (i.e., capable of selling greater than 25 MW of 
electricity); and 
 
(2) Has a base load rating (i.e., design heat input capacity) greater than 260 GJ/hr (250 
MMBtu/hr) heat input of fossil fuel.  

  
However, under a consent decree approved by the U.S. District Court for the Middle District of 
North Carolina between the EPA and Department of Justice with Duke Energy Corporation, the 
G G Allen coal-fired Units 1, 2 and 3 are required to be retired by December 31, 2024.1  A 
comprehensive cost-effectiveness assessment was completed for Units 4 and 5 at plant Allen.  
These two units are larger than Units 1, 2 and 3, and have been operated at similar capacity 
levels in recent years.  DAQ concluded that BSER for Units 4 and 5 is no additional control.  
Since Units 1, 2 and 3 are smaller and will be shut down four years earlier than Units 4 and 5, 
DAQ also concludes that BSER for these units is no additional control. Duke Energy Carolina’s 
September 2015 Integrated Resource Planning Update Report specifies that all five Allen units 
(1,127 MW capacity) are projected to be retired in 2028.2 
 
Under a recent North Carolina session law, the Asheville coal-fired Units 1 and 2 owned by 
Duke Energy Progress are required to retire by January 31, 2020 and be replaced with new 
natural gas-fired units.3  These units will be shut down just after the compliance date for NC’s 
111(d) rules. Based on their limited remaining useful life of only a few years before their 
retirement, the DAQ concludes that BSER for both Asheville units should be no additional 
control.      

1  U.S. District Court for the Middle District of North Carolina Consent decree, see 
http://www2.epa.gov/enforcement/duke-energy-corporation-clean-air-act-caa-settlement 
2  Duke Energy Carolinas North Carolina 2015 IRP Update Report Integrated Resource Plan, September 1, 2015, 
see http://www.ncuc.commerce.state.nc.us/docket.htm, Docket E-100 Sub 141. 
3  North Carolina Session Law 2015-110, Senate Bill 716, signed into law on June 24, 2015;  
see http://www.ncleg.net/Sessions/2015/Bills/Senate/PDF/S716v5.pdf. 
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Note that upon retirement for the five subject EGUs, their CO2 emission rate will be reduced to 
zero, indicative of the ultimate extent of emission control.  
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North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality  
Division of Air Quality  

 
Supporting Basis  

Determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction for CO2 Emissions from  
Existing Electric Utility Generating Units  

 
October 23, 2015 

 
Facility 
Rosemary Power Station, Roanoke Rapids, NC 
Facility ID: 4200170 
Current Air Quality Permit 06586T16 
   
Affected Electric Utility Generating Units (EGUs) 
One natural gas/No. 2 fuel oil-fired combined cycle combustion turbine rated at 1136 million Btu per 
hour heat input when firing natural gas and 1095 million Btu per hour heat input when firing No. 2 fuel 
(ID No. ES1-CT1), and one natural gas/No. 2 fuel oil-fired combined cycle combustion turbine rated at 
541 million Btu per hour heat input when firing natural gas and 525 million Btu per hour heat input when 
firing No. 2 fuel oil (ID No. ES2-CT2).  The two combustion turbines and steam generators are rated at 
a total of 165 MW (nameplate capacity). 
 

1. Introduction  
 
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has adopted Emission Guidelines for 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Compliance Times for Electric Utility Generating Units on August 3, 
2015 and codified it in 40 CFR Subpart UUUU.    
 
The affected electric utility steam generating units (EGUs) under these emission guidelines (EG) are 
steam generating units, integrated gasification combined cycle units (IGCC), and stationary combined 
cycle or combined heat and power (CHP) combustion turbines that commenced construction on or before 
January 8, 2014.   
 
The EG includes uniform, nationwide emission standards, which are performance-based rates for 
emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) expressed as CO2 (lb CO2/net MWh), as follows: 
 
 Fossil fuel-fired steam generating units or IGCC: 1,534 lb CO2/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-

2029), 1,305 lb CO2/net MWh (final, starting 2030) 
 

 Natural gas-fired stationary combined cycle combustion turbines (including CHP combustion 
turbines): 832 lb/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-2029), 771 lb/MWh (final, starting 2030) 

 
In lieu of the above uniform rates, each EGU can comply with state-specific goal (lb CO2/net MWh).  
The other option is that all affected units in the state, in aggregate, comply with the mass-based state 
goal (short tons/yr).   
 
For North Carolina (NC), the rate-based interim and final goals are 1,311 lb CO2/net MWh and 1,136 lb 
CO2/net MWh, respectively.  Similarly, NC’s mass-based interim and final goals are 56,986,025 short 
tons/yr and 51,266,234 short tons/yr, respectively.  
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The above standards (whether uniform nationwide rates or state-specific goals) are based upon the 
determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction (BSER) consisting of following three building 
blocks:   
 
 Building Block 1 (BB1) - reducing the carbon intensity of electricity generation by improving the 

heat rate of existing coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 2 (BB2) - substituting increased electricity generation from lower-emitting existing 
natural gas plants for reduced generation from higher-emitting coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 3 (BB3) - substituting increased electricity generation from new zero-emitting 
renewable energy sources (like wind and solar) for reduced generation from existing coal-fired power 
plants. 

 
The EG requires that each state submit its plan complying with all applicable requirements by the 
deadline included therein.  One of the requirements consist of development of emission standard 
(“standard of performance”) and establishment of compliance time for each EGU. 
 
The Clean Air Act (CAA) §111(a)(1) defines “standard of performance” as “a standard for emissions of 
air pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through the application of the 
best system of emission reduction which (taking into account the cost of achieving such reduction and 
any non-air quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements) the Administrator 
determines has been adequately demonstrated”.  
 

2. History of Development of Emission Guidelines under CAA 
 
Over the last 40 years, under §111(d), the EPA has regulated four pollutants from five source categories, 
by promulgating associated EG.  These source categories are phosphate fertilizer plants (fluorides), 
sulfuric acid plants (acid mist), Kraft pulp plants (total reduced sulfur (TRS)), primary aluminum plants 
(fluorides), and municipal solid waste landfills (landfill gas emissions as non-methane organic 
compounds (NMOCs))1.  The following general principles / rationales were used by EPA in establishing 
BSER for these EGs: 
 
 The degree of emission reduction achievable through the application of various demonstrated control 

technologies. 
 

 The technical feasibility of applying various demonstrated technologies to existing sources 
considering variability in sizes and designs. 
 

 The impact of various demonstrated technologies on national energy consumption, water pollution, 
waste disposal, and ambient air concentrations of a designated pollutant.  
 

                                                            
1  See Footnote 18 at 79 FR 41776, July 17, 2014, including ‘‘Phosphate Fertilizer Plants; Final Guideline Document 
Availability,’’ 42 FR 12022 (March 1, 1977); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources; Emission Guideline 
for Sulfuric Acid Mist,’’ 42 FR 55796 (October 18, 1977); ‘‘Kraft Pulp Mills, Notice of Availability of Final Guideline 
Document,’’ 44 FR 29828 (May 22, 1979); ‘‘Primary Aluminum Plants; Availability of Final Guideline Document,’’ 45 FR 
26294 (April 17, 1980); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources and Guidelines for Control of Existing 
Sources: Municipal Solid Waste Landfills, Final Rule,’’ 61 FR 9905 (March 12, 1996).  
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 The cost of adopting the emission guidelines, after considering control costs for various demonstrated 
technologies and taking into account the level of any existing controls. 

 
Each of these EGs indicates that the cost of applying various control technologies can have a 
considerable impact in selection of a BSER for any designated pollutant for existing facilities.   They 
also indicate that the age, size, type, class, and process design of the facility, influence not only the BSER 
selection process, but can also support a decision-making for whether different EGs are to be established 
for differing sizes, types, or classes of equipment. 
 
The EGs for the above referenced source categories have been established for principal points of 
emissions (point and fugitive emissions sources) located within the facility and, not for any emissions 
sources located outside of the facility.  Finally, in these EGs, with respect to determining the EG, EPA 
has consistently recognized that not only the control technology needs to be demonstrated on existing 
sources, but the degree of emission reduction (performance level) needs to be readily achievable by the 
control technology. 
 

3. The Division of Air Quality (DAQ)’s Approach for Determination of BSER  
 
The DAQ will consider the above general principles in determining BSER for CO2 emissions reduction 
from each EGU.  But, importantly, DAQ will determine BSER for each EGU based upon BB1-type 
measures only (i.e., measures which can be accomplished within the fence-line of the facility), 
conforming to the §111(d) of the CAA and the requirements of 40 CFR 60 “Adoption and Submittal of 
State Plans for Designated Facilities”.  Thus, DAQ’s approach will comprise of improving the 
operational efficiency of the EGUs in order to reduce CO2 emissions from the 2012 baseline levels. 
 
The DAQ’s BSER evaluation is based on the following parameters: 
 
 type of EGU  
 remaining useful life of the EGU  
 unit’s baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions)  
 unit’s projected future capacity factor  
 whether the measure is adequately demonstrated to reduce heat rate  
 feasibility of applying a specific heat rate improvement measure on a given unit  
 degree of heat rate reduction potential for a specific feasible heat rate improvement measure  
 site-specific limitations  
 associated costs (capital, fixed and variable operational and maintenance (O&M), and fuel 

savings)  
 cost per ton of CO2 reduction 

 
The evaluation is also based on literature review2 of technical feasibility for various heat rate 
improvement measures, degree of heat rate reduction potential, and costs data (capital, and fixed and 
variable O&M).   
 

                                                            
2 “Coal-fired Power Plant Heat Rate Reductions”, Final Report, Sargent & Lundy, Chicago, IL, January 22, 2009. 
“Analysis of Heat Rate Improvement Potential at Coal-Fired Power Plants”, US Energy Information Administration, 
Washington, DC, May 2015. 
S. Corellis, “Range and Applicability of Heat Rate Improvements”, Technical Update, Electric Power Research Institute, 
Palo Alto, CA, April 2014.  
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It needs to be emphasized here that DAQ’s determination for each EGU will not be based upon some 
pre-determined heat rate improvement target, such as EPA’s selection of a 4.3% heat rate improvement 
potential for EGUs in the Eastern interconnection3, as discussed in the EG. 
 
The DAQ’s approach will include those adequately demonstrated, cost-effective measures that assure 
that the electricity is generated with lower CO2 emissions, thus improving public health and welfare. The 
selected heat rate improvement measures would be expected to produce non-air environmental co-
benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, reductions in 
emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  However, it should be noted that if 
the unit (EGU) is utilized more often after implementing heat rate improvement measure(s) (as it 
becomes more competitive due to fuel consumption and economic standpoints), some increases in 
emissions of GHG (as CO2) and similarly, for non-GHG pollutants (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury) are 
possible, and those could partially offset the emissions reductions achieved for GHG (as CO2) and non-
GHG (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury).   
 
EPA has determined a cost estimate of $23 per ton4 reasonable for CO2 emissions reduction from EGUs 
under BB1 implementing heat rate improvement measures.  EPA has further determined that this cost is 
reasonable because it achieves “an appropriate balance between cost and amount of reductions.”5 In 
addition, EPA has used another benchmark in the form of social cost of carbon (SC-CO2) at $40 per ton 
(2020) to $48 per ton (2030)6 to conclude that the above $23 per ton cost is reasonable.   
 
The DAQ will use the above cost effectiveness threshold of $23 per ton to determine reasonableness of 
cost for each of the technically feasible measure in determining BSER for a particular EGU. 
 

4. BSER Evaluation 
 

Rosemary Power Station (Rosemary) has submitted a BSER analysis for each of its EGUs showing 
various measures to improve heat rate along with associated estimated reductions in heat rate, capital 
costs (recurring costs have not been evaluated), and other information.   
 
In the final Clean Power Plan rule (40 CFR 60 Subpart UUUU) for existing EGUs, EPA “considered 
heat rate improvement opportunities at oil- and gas-fired steam EGUs and NGCC units and found that 
the available emission reductions would likely be more expensive or too small to merit consideration as 
a material component of the BSER.”7  
 
                                                            
3    Applies to coal-fired EGUs only. 
4 See page 446 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: 
Electric Utility Generating Units Clean Power Plan, August 3, 2015.  
 
Based on nation-wide coal fleet capacity of 213 GW, heat rate improvement capital cost of $100/KW, capital charge rate of 
14.3%, fleet-wide baseline net heat rate of 10,250 Btu/KWh, heat rate improvement of 4% for coal-fired EGUs, annual 
capacity factor of 78%, and future (2030) average coal delivered cost of $2.70 per million Btu. See page 2-65, Greenhouse 
Gas Mitigation Measures, Technical Support Document (TSD) for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants”, 
August 3, 2015. 
  
5 See page 457 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
 
6 See pages 458 and 459 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
 
7 See page 336-337 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
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In New Source Performance Standards for new, modified, and reconstructed EGUs (40 CFR Part 60 
Subpart TTTT), EPA stated, “For newly constructed and reconstructed base load natural gas-fired 
stationary combustion turbines, the BSER is the use of efficient NGCC technology.  For newly 
constructed and reconstructed non-base load natural gas-fired stationary combustion turbines, the BSER 
is the use of clean fuels (i.e., natural gas with an allowance for a small amount of distillate oil).  For 
multi-fuel-fired stationary combustion turbines, the BSER is also the use of clean fuels (e.g., natural gas, 
ethylene, propane, naphtha, jet fuel kerosene, distillate oils 1 and 2, biodiesel, and landfill gas).”8 
 
Rosemary is a “peaking” facility as operations of its EGUs are severely restricted under various permit 
conditions, and is not a base-load electric power plant.  
 
Based on the above EPA determinations and considering the nature of operations of this facility, DAQ 
believes that efficient NGCC technology combined with the use of clean fuels (natural gas and distillate 
fuel) is BSER for EGUs at Rosemary. 
 

5. BSER for Units 1 and 2 
 

Rosemary shall continue to implement efficient NGCC technology and burn only clean fuels (natural 
gas, distillate fuel) starting September 1, 2019.  

 

                                                            
8 See page 462 of 768, Standards of Performance for Greenhouse Gas Emissions from New, Modified, and Reconstructed 
Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units, August 3, 2015.  
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North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality  
Division of Air Quality  

 
Supporting Basis  

Determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction for CO2 Emissions from  
Existing Electric Utility Generating Units  

 
October 23, 2015 

 
Facility 
Buck Combined Cycle Facility (Duke Energy Carolinas LLC), Salisbury, NC 
Facility ID: 8000004 
Current Air Quality Permit 03786T31 
   
Affected Electric Utility Generating Units (EGUs) 
Two nominal 170 MW (GE Model 7FA) natural gas-fired combined-cycle combustion turbines rated at 
1984.1 million Btu per hour maximum heat input each, equipped a heat recovery steam generator with 
natural gas-fired duct burners rated at 620 million Btu per hour heat input each (ID Nos. ES-11 and ES-
12).  The two turbines and steam generators are rated at a total of 691.1 MW (nameplate capacity). 
 

1. Introduction  
 
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has adopted Emission Guidelines for 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Compliance Times for Electric Utility Generating Units on August 3, 
2015 and codified it in 40 CFR Subpart UUUU.    
 
The affected electric utility steam generating units (EGUs) under these emission guidelines (EG) are 
steam generating units, integrated gasification combined cycle units (IGCC), and stationary combined 
cycle or combined heat and power (CHP) combustion turbines that commenced construction on or before 
January 8, 2014.   
 
The EG includes uniform, nationwide emission standards, which are performance-based rates for 
emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) expressed as CO2 (lb CO2/net MWh), as follows: 
 
 Fossil fuel-fired steam generating units or IGCC: 1,534 lb CO2/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-

2029), 1,305 lb CO2/net MWh (final, starting 2030) 
 

 Natural gas-fired stationary combined cycle combustion turbines (including CHP combustion 
turbines): 832 lb/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-2029), 771 lb/MWh (final, starting 2030) 

 
In lieu of the above uniform rates, each EGU can comply with state-specific goal (lb CO2/net MWh).  
The other option is that all affected units in the state, in aggregate, comply with the mass-based state 
goal (short tons/yr).   
 
For North Carolina (NC), the rate-based interim and final goals are 1,311 lb CO2/net MWh and 1,136 lb 
CO2/net MWh, respectively.  Similarly, NC’s mass-based interim and final goals are 56,986,025 short 
tons/yr and 51,266,234 short tons/yr, respectively.  
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The above standards (whether uniform nationwide rates or state-specific goals) are based upon the 
determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction (BSER) consisting of following three building 
blocks:   
 
 Building Block 1 (BB1) - reducing the carbon intensity of electricity generation by improving the 

heat rate of existing coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 2 (BB2) - substituting increased electricity generation from lower-emitting existing 
natural gas plants for reduced generation from higher-emitting coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 3 (BB3) - substituting increased electricity generation from new zero-emitting 
renewable energy sources (like wind and solar) for reduced generation from existing coal-fired power 
plants. 

 
The EG requires that each state submit its plan complying with all applicable requirements by the 
deadline included therein.  One of the requirements consist of development of emission standard 
(“standard of performance”) and establishment of compliance time for each EGU. 
 
The Clean Air Act (CAA) §111(a)(1) defines “standard of performance” as “a standard for emissions of 
air pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through the application of the 
best system of emission reduction which (taking into account the cost of achieving such reduction and 
any non-air quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements) the Administrator 
determines has been adequately demonstrated”.  
 

2. History of Development of Emission Guidelines under CAA 
 
Over the last 40 years, under §111(d), the EPA has regulated four pollutants from five source categories, 
by promulgating associated EG.  These source categories are phosphate fertilizer plants (fluorides), 
sulfuric acid plants (acid mist), Kraft pulp plants (total reduced sulfur (TRS)), primary aluminum plants 
(fluorides), and municipal solid waste landfills (landfill gas emissions as non-methane organic 
compounds (NMOCs))1.  The following general principles / rationales were used by EPA in establishing 
BSER for these EGs: 
 
 The degree of emission reduction achievable through the application of various demonstrated control 

technologies. 
 

 The technical feasibility of applying various demonstrated technologies to existing sources 
considering variability in sizes and designs. 
 

 The impact of various demonstrated technologies on national energy consumption, water pollution, 
waste disposal, and ambient air concentrations of a designated pollutant.  
 

                                                            
1  See Footnote 18 at 79 FR 41776, July 17, 2014, including ‘‘Phosphate Fertilizer Plants; Final Guideline Document 
Availability,’’ 42 FR 12022 (March 1, 1977); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources; Emission Guideline 
for Sulfuric Acid Mist,’’ 42 FR 55796 (October 18, 1977); ‘‘Kraft Pulp Mills, Notice of Availability of Final Guideline 
Document,’’ 44 FR 29828 (May 22, 1979); ‘‘Primary Aluminum Plants; Availability of Final Guideline Document,’’ 45 FR 
26294 (April 17, 1980); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources and Guidelines for Control of Existing 
Sources: Municipal Solid Waste Landfills, Final Rule,’’ 61 FR 9905 (March 12, 1996).  
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 The cost of adopting the emission guidelines, after considering control costs for various demonstrated 
technologies and taking into account the level of any existing controls. 

 
Each of these EGs indicates that the cost of applying various control technologies can have a 
considerable impact in selection of a BSER for any designated pollutant for existing facilities.   They 
also indicate that the age, size, type, class, and process design of the facility, influence not only the BSER 
selection process, but can also support a decision-making for whether different EGs are to be established 
for differing sizes, types, or classes of equipment. 
 
The EGs for the above referenced source categories have been established for principal points of 
emissions (point and fugitive emissions sources) located within the facility and, not for any emissions 
sources located outside of the facility.  Finally, in these EGs, with respect to determining the EG, EPA 
has consistently recognized that not only the control technology needs to be demonstrated on existing 
sources, but the degree of emission reduction (performance level) needs to be readily achievable by the 
control technology. 
 

3. The Division of Air Quality (DAQ)’s Approach for Determination of BSER  
 
The DAQ will consider the above general principles in determining BSER for CO2 emissions reduction 
from each EGU.  But, importantly, DAQ will determine BSER for each EGU based upon BB1-type 
measures only (i.e., measures which can be accomplished within the fence-line of the facility), 
conforming to the §111(d) of the CAA and the requirements of 40 CFR 60 “Adoption and Submittal of 
State Plans for Designated Facilities”.  Thus, DAQ’s approach will comprise of improving the 
operational efficiency of the EGUs in order to reduce CO2 emissions from the 2012 baseline levels. 
 
The DAQ’s BSER evaluation is based on the following parameters: 
 
 type of EGU  
 remaining useful life of the EGU  
 unit’s baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions)  
 unit’s projected future capacity factor  
 whether the measure is adequately demonstrated to reduce heat rate  
 feasibility of applying a specific heat rate improvement measure on a given unit  
 degree of heat rate reduction potential for a specific feasible heat rate improvement measure  
 site-specific limitations  
 associated costs (capital, fixed and variable operational and maintenance (O&M), and fuel 

savings)  
 cost per ton of CO2 reduction 

 
The evaluation is also based on literature review2 of technical feasibility for various heat rate 
improvement measures, degree of heat rate reduction potential, and costs data (capital, and fixed and 
variable O&M).   
 

                                                            
2 “Coal-fired Power Plant Heat Rate Reductions”, Final Report, Sargent & Lundy, Chicago, IL, January 22, 2009. 
“Analysis of Heat Rate Improvement Potential at Coal-Fired Power Plants”, US Energy Information Administration, 
Washington, DC, May 2015. 
S. Corellis, “Range and Applicability of Heat Rate Improvements”, Technical Update, Electric Power Research Institute, 
Palo Alto, CA, April 2014.  
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It needs to be emphasized here that DAQ’s determination for each EGU will not be based upon some 
pre-determined heat rate improvement target, such as EPA’s selection of a 4.3% heat rate improvement 
potential for EGUs in the Eastern interconnection3, as discussed in the EG.      
 
The DAQ’s approach will include those adequately demonstrated, cost-effective measures that assure 
that the electricity is generated with lower CO2 emissions, thus improving public health and welfare. The 
selected heat rate improvement measures would be expected to produce non-air environmental co-
benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, reductions in 
emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  However, it should be noted that if 
the unit (EGU) is utilized more often after implementing heat rate improvement measure(s) (as it 
becomes more competitive due to fuel consumption and economic standpoints), some increases in 
emissions of GHG (as CO2) and similarly, for non-GHG pollutants (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury) are 
possible, and those could partially offset the emissions reductions achieved for GHG (as CO2) and non-
GHG (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury).   
 
EPA has determined a cost estimate of $23 per ton4 reasonable for CO2 emissions reduction from EGUs 
under BB1 implementing heat rate improvement measures.  EPA has further determined that this cost is 
reasonable because it achieves “an appropriate balance between cost and amount of reductions.”5 In 
addition, EPA has used another benchmark in the form of social cost of carbon (SC-CO2) at $40 per ton 
(2020) to $48 per ton (2030)6 to conclude that the above $23 per ton cost is reasonable.   
 
The DAQ will use the above cost effectiveness threshold of $23 per ton to determine reasonableness of 
cost for each of the technically feasible measure in determining BSER for a particular EGU. 
 

4. BSER Evaluation 
 

Duke Energy Carolinas LLC (DEC) has submitted a BSER analysis for the EGUs at this facility showing 
three possible measures that are available to improve heat rate along with associated estimated reductions 
in heat rate, costs (capital, and operation and maintenance), and other information.   
 
In the final Clean Power Plan rule (40 CFR 60 Subpart UUUU) for existing EGUs, EPA “considered 
heat rate improvement opportunities at oil- and gas-fired steam EGUs and NGCC units and found that 
the available emission reductions would likely be more expensive or too small to merit consideration as 
a material component of the BSER.”7  
 
                                                            
3    Applies to coal-fired EGUs only. 
4 See page 446 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: 
Electric Utility Generating Units Clean Power Plan, August 3, 2015.  
 
Based on nation-wide coal fleet capacity of 213 GW, heat rate improvement capital cost of $100/KW, capital charge rate of 
14.3%, fleet-wide baseline net heat rate of 10,250 Btu/KWh, heat rate improvement of 4% for coal-fired EGUs, annual 
capacity factor of 78%, and future (2030) average coal delivered cost of $2.70 per million Btu. See page 2-65, Greenhouse 
Gas Mitigation Measures, Technical Support Document (TSD) for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants”, 
August 3, 2015. 
  
5 See page 457 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
 
6 See pages 458 and 459 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
 
7 See page 336-337 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
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In New Source Performance Standards for new, modified, and reconstructed EGUs (40 CFR Part 60 
Subpart TTTT), EPA stated, “For newly constructed and reconstructed base load natural gas-fired 
stationary combustion turbines, the BSER is the use of efficient NGCC technology.  For newly 
constructed and reconstructed non-base load natural gas-fired stationary combustion turbines, the BSER 
is the use of clean fuels (i.e., natural gas with an allowance for a small amount of distillate oil).  For 
multi-fuel-fired stationary combustion turbines, the BSER is also the use of clean fuels (e.g., natural gas, 
ethylene, propane, naphtha, jet fuel kerosene, distillate oils 1 and 2, biodiesel, and landfill gas).”8 
 
Based on the above EPA determinations, DAQ believes that efficient NGCC technology combined with 
the use of natural gas9 is BSER for EGUs at the Buck Combined Cycle Facility. 
 

5. BSER for Units ES-11 and ES-12 
 
DEC shall continue to implement efficient NGCC technology and burn only natural gas starting 
September 1, 2019, at this facility. 
    

 

                                                            
8 See page 462 of 768, Standards of Performance for Greenhouse Gas Emissions from New, Modified, and Reconstructed 
Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units, August 3, 2015.  
9 Buck EGUs burn natural gas only.  
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North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality  
Division of Air Quality  

 
Supporting Basis  

Determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction for CO2 Emissions from  
Existing Electric Utility Generating Units  

 
October 23, 2015 

 
Facility 
Dan River Combined Cycle Facility (Duke Energy Carolinas LLC), Eden, NC 
Facility ID: 7900015 
Current Air Quality Permit 03455T30 
   
Affected Electric Utility Generating Units (EGUs) 
Two nominal 170 MW (GE Model 7FA) natural gas-fired combined-cycle combustion turbines rated at 
1984.1 million Btu per hour maximum heat input each, equipped a heat recovery steam generator with 
natural gas-fired duct burners rated at 620 million Btu per hour heat input each (ID Nos. ES-11 and ES-
12).  The two turbines and steam generators are rated at a total of 691.1 MW (nameplate capacity). 
 

1. Introduction  
 
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has adopted Emission Guidelines for 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Compliance Times for Electric Utility Generating Units on August 3, 
2015 and codified it in 40 CFR Subpart UUUU.    
 
The affected electric utility steam generating units (EGUs) under these emission guidelines (EG) are 
steam generating units, integrated gasification combined cycle units (IGCC), and stationary combined 
cycle or combined heat and power (CHP) combustion turbines that commenced construction on or before 
January 8, 2014.   
 
The EG includes uniform, nationwide emission standards, which are performance-based rates for 
emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) expressed as CO2 (lb CO2/net MWh), as follows: 
 
 Fossil fuel-fired steam generating units or IGCC: 1,534 lb CO2/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-

2029), 1,305 lb CO2/net MWh (final, starting 2030) 
 

 Natural gas-fired stationary combined cycle combustion turbines (including CHP combustion 
turbines): 832 lb/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-2029), 771 lb/MWh (final, starting 2030) 

 
In lieu of the above uniform rates, each EGU can comply with state-specific goal (lb CO2/net MWh).  
The other option is that all affected units in the state, in aggregate, comply with the mass-based state 
goal (short tons/yr).   
 
For North Carolina (NC), the rate-based interim and final goals are 1,311 lb CO2/net MWh and 1,136 lb 
CO2/net MWh, respectively.  Similarly, NC’s mass-based interim and final goals are 56,986,025 short 
tons/yr and 51,266,234 short tons/yr, respectively.  
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The above standards (whether uniform nationwide rates or state-specific goals) are based upon the 
determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction (BSER) consisting of following three building 
blocks:   
 
 Building Block 1 (BB1) - reducing the carbon intensity of electricity generation by improving the 

heat rate of existing coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 2 (BB2) - substituting increased electricity generation from lower-emitting existing 
natural gas plants for reduced generation from higher-emitting coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 3 (BB3) - substituting increased electricity generation from new zero-emitting 
renewable energy sources (like wind and solar) for reduced generation from existing coal-fired power 
plants. 

 
The EG requires that each state submit its plan complying with all applicable requirements by the 
deadline included therein.   One of the requirements consist of development of emission standard 
(“standard of performance”) and establishment of compliance time for each EGU. 
 
The Clean Air Act (CAA) §111(a)(1) defines “standard of performance” as “a standard for emissions of 
air pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through the application of the 
best system of emission reduction which (taking into account the cost of achieving such reduction and 
any non-air quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements) the Administrator 
determines has been adequately demonstrated”.  
 

2. History of Development of Emission Guidelines under CAA 
 
Over the last 40 years, under §111(d), the EPA has regulated four pollutants from five source categories, 
by promulgating associated EG.  These source categories are phosphate fertilizer plants (fluorides), 
sulfuric acid plants (acid mist), Kraft pulp plants (total reduced sulfur (TRS)), primary aluminum plants 
(fluorides), and municipal solid waste landfills (landfill gas emissions as non-methane organic 
compounds (NMOCs))1.  The following general principles / rationales were used by EPA in establishing 
BSER for these EGs: 
 
 The degree of emission reduction achievable through the application of various demonstrated control 

technologies. 
 

 The technical feasibility of applying various demonstrated technologies to existing sources 
considering variability in sizes and designs. 

 
 The impact of various demonstrated technologies on national energy consumption, water pollution, 

waste disposal, and ambient air concentrations of a designated pollutant.  
 

                                                            
1  See Footnote 18 at 79 FR 41776, July 17, 2014, including ‘‘Phosphate Fertilizer Plants; Final Guideline Document 
Availability,’’ 42 FR 12022 (March 1, 1977); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources; Emission Guideline 
for Sulfuric Acid Mist,’’ 42 FR 55796 (October 18, 1977); ‘‘Kraft Pulp Mills, Notice of Availability of Final Guideline 
Document,’’ 44 FR 29828 (May 22, 1979); ‘‘Primary Aluminum Plants; Availability of Final Guideline Document,’’ 45 FR 
26294 (April 17, 1980); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources and Guidelines for Control of Existing 
Sources: Municipal Solid Waste Landfills, Final Rule,’’ 61 FR 9905 (March 12, 1996).  
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 The cost of adopting the emission guidelines, after considering control costs for various demonstrated 
technologies and taking into account the level of any existing controls. 

 
Each of these EGs indicates that the cost of applying various control technologies can have a 
considerable impact in selection of a BSER for any designated pollutant for existing facilities.   They 
also indicate that the age, size, type, class, and process design of the facility, influence not only the BSER 
selection process, but can also support a decision-making for whether different EGs are to be established 
for differing sizes, types, or classes of equipment. 
 
The EGs for the above referenced source categories have been established for principal points of 
emissions (point and fugitive emissions sources) located within the facility and, not for any emissions 
sources located outside of the facility.  Finally, in these EGs, with respect to determining the EG, EPA 
has consistently recognized that not only the control technology needs to be demonstrated on existing 
sources, but the degree of emission reduction (performance level) needs to be readily achievable by the 
control technology. 
 

3. The Division of Air Quality (DAQ)’s Approach for Determination of BSER  
 
The DAQ will consider the above general principles in determining BSER for CO2 emissions reduction 
from each EGU.  But, importantly, DAQ will determine BSER for each EGU based upon BB1-type 
measures only (i.e., measures which can be accomplished within the fence-line of the facility), 
conforming to the §111(d) of the CAA and the requirements of 40 CFR 60 “Adoption and Submittal of 
State Plans for Designated Facilities”.  Thus, DAQ’s approach will comprise of improving the 
operational efficiency of the EGUs in order to reduce CO2 emissions from the 2012 baseline levels. 
 
The DAQ’s BSER evaluation is based on the following parameters: 
 
 type of EGU  
 remaining useful life of the EGU  
 unit’s baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions)  
 unit’s projected future capacity factor  
 whether the measure is adequately demonstrated to reduce heat rate  
 feasibility of applying a specific heat rate improvement measure on a given unit  
 degree of heat rate reduction potential for a specific feasible heat rate improvement measure  
 site-specific limitations  
 associated costs (capital, fixed and variable operational and maintenance (O&M), and fuel 

savings)  
 cost per ton of CO2 reduction 

 
The evaluation is also based on literature review2 of technical feasibility for various heat rate 
improvement measures, degree of heat rate reduction potential, and costs data (capital, and fixed and 
variable O&M).   
 

                                                            
2 “Coal-fired Power Plant Heat Rate Reductions”, Final Report, Sargent & Lundy, Chicago, IL, January 22, 2009. 
“Analysis of Heat Rate Improvement Potential at Coal-Fired Power Plants”, US Energy Information Administration, 
Washington, DC, May 2015. 
S. Corellis, “Range and Applicability of Heat Rate Improvements”, Technical Update, Electric Power Research Institute, 
Palo Alto, CA, April 2014.  
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It needs to be emphasized here that DAQ’s determination for each EGU will not be based upon some 
pre-determined heat rate improvement target, such as EPA’s selection of a 4.3% heat rate improvement 
potential for EGUs in the Eastern interconnection3, as discussed in the EG.      
 
The DAQ’s approach will include those adequately demonstrated, cost-effective measures that assure 
that the electricity is generated with lower CO2 emissions, thus improving public health and welfare. The 
selected heat rate improvement measures would be expected to produce non-air environmental co-
benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, reductions in 
emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  However, it should be noted that if 
the unit (EGU) is utilized more often after implementing heat rate improvement measure(s) (as it 
becomes more competitive due to fuel consumption and economic standpoints), some increases in 
emissions of GHG (as CO2) and similarly, for non-GHG pollutants (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury) are 
possible, and those could partially offset the emissions reductions achieved for GHG (as CO2) and non-
GHG (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury).   
 
EPA has determined a cost estimate of $23 per ton4 reasonable for CO2 emissions reduction from EGUs 
under BB1 implementing heat rate improvement measures.   EPA has further determined that this cost 
is reasonable because it achieves “an appropriate balance between cost and amount of reductions.”5 In 
addition, EPA has used another benchmark in the form of social cost of carbon (SC-CO2) at $40 per ton 
(2020) to $48 per ton (2030)6 to conclude that the above $23 per ton cost is reasonable.   
 
The DAQ will use the above cost effectiveness threshold of $23 per ton to determine reasonableness of 
cost for each of the technically feasible measure in determining BSER for a particular EGU. 
 

4. BSER Evaluation 
 

Duke Energy Carolinas LLC (DEC) has submitted a BSER analysis for the EGUs at this facility showing 
three possible measures that are available to improve heat rate along with associated estimated reductions 
in heat rate, costs (capital, and operation and maintenance), and other information.   
 
In the final Clean Power Plan rule (40 CFR 60 Subpart UUUU) for existing EGUs, EPA “considered 
heat rate improvement opportunities at oil- and gas-fired steam EGUs and NGCC units and found that 
the available emission reductions would likely be more expensive or too small to merit consideration as 
a material component of the BSER.”7  
 
                                                            
3    Applies to coal-fired EGUs only. 
4 See page 446 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: 
Electric Utility Generating Units Clean Power Plan, August 3, 2015.  
 
Based on nation-wide coal fleet capacity of 213 GW, heat rate improvement capital cost of $100/KW, capital charge rate of 
14.3%, fleet-wide baseline net heat rate of 10,250 Btu/KWh, heat rate improvement of 4% for coal-fired EGUs, annual 
capacity factor of 78%, and future (2030) average coal delivered cost of $2.70 per million Btu. See page 2-65, Greenhouse 
Gas Mitigation Measures, Technical Support Document (TSD) for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants”, 
August 3, 2015. 
  
5 See page 457 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
 
6 See pages 458 and 459 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
 
7 See page 336-337 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
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In New Source Performance Standards for new, modified, and reconstructed EGUs (40 CFR Part 60 
Subpart TTTT), EPA stated, “For newly constructed and reconstructed base load natural gas-fired 
stationary combustion turbines, the BSER is the use of efficient NGCC technology.  For newly 
constructed and reconstructed non-base load natural gas-fired stationary combustion turbines, the BSER 
is the use of clean fuels (i.e., natural gas with an allowance for a small amount of distillate oil).  For 
multi-fuel-fired stationary combustion turbines, the BSER is also the use of clean fuels (e.g., natural gas, 
ethylene, propane, naphtha, jet fuel kerosene, distillate oils 1 and 2, biodiesel, and landfill gas).”8 
 
Based on the above EPA determinations, regardless of information provided by Duke on technically 
feasible heat improvement measures, DAQ believes that efficient NGCC technology combined with the 
use of  natural gas9 is BSER for EGUs at the Dan River Combined Cycle Facility. 
 

5. BSER for Units ES-11 and ES-12 
 
DEC shall continue to implement efficient NGCC technology and burn only natural gas starting 
September 1, 2019, at this facility. 
    

 

                                                            
8 See page 462 of 768, Standards of Performance for Greenhouse Gas Emissions from New, Modified, and Reconstructed 
Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units, August 3, 2015.  
9 Dan River EGUs burn natural gas only.  
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North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality  
Division of Air Quality  

 
Supporting Basis  

Determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction for CO2 Emissions from  
Existing Electric Utility Generating Units  

 
October 23, 2015 

 
Facility 
H. F. Lee Steam Electric Plant (Duke Energy Progress), Goldsboro, NC 
Facility ID: 9600017 
Current Air Quality Permit 01812T40 
   
Affected Electric Utility Generating Units (EGUs) 
Three natural gas/No. 2 fuel oil-fired simple/combined-cycle internal combustion turbines, each 
equipped with a heat recovery steam generator with natural gas-fired duct burner, rated at 2,224 million 
Btu per hour heat input rate each when firing natural gas, and 2,153 million Btu per hour heat input rate 
each when firing No. 2 fuel oil in the simple-cycle mode; and rated at 2,248 million Btu per hour heat 
input rate each and 453 million Btu per hour heat input rate (each duct burner) when firing natural gas 
and 2,153 million Btu per hour heat input rate each with no duct burner firing when firing No. 2 fuel oil 
in the combined-cycle mode (ID Nos. Lee IC Unit No. 1A, Lee IC Unit No. 1B and Lee IC Unit No. 
1C).  The three turbines and steam generators are rated at a total of 1068 MW (nameplate capacity). 
 

1. Introduction  
 
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has adopted Emission Guidelines for 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Compliance Times for Electric Utility Generating Units on August 3, 
2015 and codified it in 40 CFR Subpart UUUU.    
 
The affected electric utility steam generating units (EGUs) under these emission guidelines (EG) are 
steam generating units, integrated gasification combined cycle units (IGCC), and stationary combined 
cycle or combined heat and power (CHP) combustion turbines that commenced construction on or before 
January 8, 2014.   
 
The EG includes uniform, nationwide emission standards, which are performance-based rates for 
emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) expressed as CO2 (lb CO2/net MWh), as follows: 
 
 Fossil fuel-fired steam generating units or IGCC: 1,534 lb CO2/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-

2029), 1,305 lb CO2/net MWh (final, starting 2030) 
 

 Natural gas-fired stationary combined cycle combustion turbines (including CHP combustion 
turbines): 832 lb/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-2029), 771 lb/MWh (final, starting 2030) 

 
In lieu of the above uniform rates, each EGU can comply with state-specific goal (lb CO2/net MWh).  
The other option is that all affected units in the state, in aggregate, comply with the mass-based state 
goal (short tons/yr).   
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For North Carolina (NC), the rate-based interim and final goals are 1,311 lb CO2/net MWh and 1,136 lb 
CO2/net MWh, respectively.  Similarly, NC’s mass-based interim and final goals are 56,986,025 short 
tons/yr and 51,266,234 short tons/yr, respectively.  
 
The above standards (whether uniform nationwide rates or state-specific goals) are based upon the 
determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction (BSER) consisting of following three building 
blocks:   
 
 Building Block 1 (BB1) - reducing the carbon intensity of electricity generation by improving the 

heat rate of existing coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 2 (BB2) - substituting increased electricity generation from lower-emitting existing 
natural gas plants for reduced generation from higher-emitting coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 3 (BB3) - substituting increased electricity generation from new zero-emitting 
renewable energy sources (like wind and solar) for reduced generation from existing coal-fired power 
plants. 

 
The EG requires that each state submit its plan complying with all applicable requirements by the 
deadline included therein.  One of the requirements consist of development of emission standard 
(“standard of performance”) and establishment of compliance time for each EGU. 
 
The Clean Air Act (CAA) §111(a)(1) defines “standard of performance” as “a standard for emissions of 
air pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through the application of the 
best system of emission reduction which (taking into account the cost of achieving such reduction and 
any non-air quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements) the Administrator 
determines has been adequately demonstrated”.  
 

2. History of Development of Emission Guidelines under CAA 
 
Over the last 40 years, under §111(d), the EPA has regulated four pollutants from five source categories, 
by promulgating associated EG.  These source categories are phosphate fertilizer plants (fluorides), 
sulfuric acid plants (acid mist), Kraft pulp plants (total reduced sulfur (TRS)), primary aluminum plants 
(fluorides), and municipal solid waste landfills (landfill gas emissions as non-methane organic 
compounds (NMOCs))1.  The following general principles / rationales were used by EPA in establishing 
BSER for these EGs: 
 
 The degree of emission reduction achievable through the application of various demonstrated control 

technologies. 
 

 The technical feasibility of applying various demonstrated technologies to existing sources 
considering variability in sizes and designs. 
 

                                                            
1  See Footnote 18 at 79 FR 41776, July 17, 2014, including ‘‘Phosphate Fertilizer Plants; Final Guideline Document 
Availability,’’ 42 FR 12022 (March 1, 1977); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources; Emission Guideline 
for Sulfuric Acid Mist,’’ 42 FR 55796 (October 18, 1977); ‘‘Kraft Pulp Mills, Notice of Availability of Final Guideline 
Document,’’ 44 FR 29828 (May 22, 1979); ‘‘Primary Aluminum Plants; Availability of Final Guideline Document,’’ 45 FR 
26294 (April 17, 1980); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources and Guidelines for Control of Existing 
Sources: Municipal Solid Waste Landfills, Final Rule,’’ 61 FR 9905 (March 12, 1996).  
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 The impact of various demonstrated technologies on national energy consumption, water pollution, 
waste disposal, and ambient air concentrations of a designated pollutant.  
 

 The cost of adopting the emission guidelines, after considering control costs for various demonstrated 
technologies and taking into account the level of any existing controls. 

 
Each of these EGs indicates that the cost of applying various control technologies can have a 
considerable impact in selection of a BSER for any designated pollutant for existing facilities.   They 
also indicate that the age, size, type, class, and process design of the facility, influence not only the BSER 
selection process, but can also support a decision-making for whether different EGs are to be established 
for differing sizes, types, or classes of equipment. 
 
The EGs for the above referenced source categories have been established for principal points of 
emissions (point and fugitive emissions sources) located within the facility and, not for any emissions 
sources located outside of the facility.  Finally, in these EGs, with respect to determining the EG, EPA 
has consistently recognized that not only the control technology needs to be demonstrated on existing 
sources, but the degree of emission reduction (performance level) needs to be readily achievable by the 
control technology. 
 

3. The Division of Air Quality (DAQ)’s Approach for Determination of BSER  
 
The DAQ will consider the above general principles in determining BSER for CO2 emissions reduction 
from each EGU.  But, importantly, DAQ will determine BSER for each EGU based upon BB1-type 
measures only (i.e., measures which can be accomplished within the fence-line of the facility), 
conforming to the §111(d) of the CAA and the requirements of 40 CFR 60 “Adoption and Submittal of 
State Plans for Designated Facilities”.  Thus, DAQ’s approach will comprise of improving the 
operational efficiency of the EGUs in order to reduce CO2 emissions from the 2012 baseline levels. 
 
The DAQ’s BSER evaluation is based on the following parameters: 
 
 type of EGU  
 remaining useful life of the EGU  
 unit’s baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions)  
 unit’s projected future capacity factor  
 whether the measure is adequately demonstrated to reduce heat rate  
 feasibility of applying a specific heat rate improvement measure on a given unit  
 degree of heat rate reduction potential for a specific feasible heat rate improvement measure  
 site-specific limitations  
 associated costs (capital, fixed and variable operational and maintenance (O&M), and fuel 

savings)  
 cost per ton of CO2 reduction 

 
The evaluation is also based on literature review2 of technical feasibility for various heat rate 
improvement measures, degree of heat rate reduction potential, and costs data (capital, and fixed and 
variable O&M).   

                                                            
2 “Coal-fired Power Plant Heat Rate Reductions”, Final Report, Sargent & Lundy, Chicago, IL, January 22, 2009. 
“Analysis of Heat Rate Improvement Potential at Coal-Fired Power Plants”, US Energy Information Administration, 
Washington, DC, May 2015. 
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It needs to be emphasized here that DAQ’s determination for each EGU will not be based upon some 
pre-determined heat rate improvement target, such as EPA’s selection of a 4.3% heat rate improvement 
potential for EGUs in the Eastern interconnection3, as discussed in the EG.      
 
The DAQ’s approach will include those adequately demonstrated, cost-effective measures that assure 
that the electricity is generated with lower CO2 emissions, thus improving public health and welfare. The 
selected heat rate improvement measures would be expected to produce non-air environmental co-
benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, reductions in 
emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  However, it should be noted that if 
the unit (EGU) is utilized more often after implementing heat rate improvement measure(s) (as it 
becomes more competitive due to fuel consumption and economic standpoints), some increases in 
emissions of GHG (as CO2) and similarly, for non-GHG pollutants (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury) are 
possible, and those could partially offset the emissions reductions achieved for GHG (as CO2) and non-
GHG (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury).   
 
EPA has determined a cost estimate of $23 per ton4 reasonable for CO2 emissions reduction from EGUs 
under BB1 implementing heat rate improvement measures.   EPA has further determined that this cost 
is reasonable because it achieves “an appropriate balance between cost and amount of reductions.”5 In 
addition, EPA has used another benchmark in the form of social cost of carbon (SC-CO2) at $40 per ton 
(2020) to $48 per ton (2030)6 to conclude that the above $23 per ton cost is reasonable.   
 
The DAQ will use the above cost effectiveness threshold of $23 per ton to determine reasonableness of 
cost for each of the technically feasible measure in determining BSER for a particular EGU. 
 

4. BSER Evaluation 
 

Duke Energy Carolinas LLC (Duke) has submitted a BSER analysis for the EGUs at this facility showing 
five possible measures that are available to improve heat rate along with associated estimated reductions 
in heat rate, costs (capital, and operation and maintenance), and other information. 
 
In the final Clean Power Plan rule (40 CFR 60 Subpart UUUU) for existing EGUs, EPA “considered 
heat rate improvement opportunities at oil- and gas-fired steam EGUs and NGCC units and found that 

                                                            
S. Corellis, “Range and Applicability of Heat Rate Improvements”, Technical Update, Electric Power Research Institute, 
Palo Alto, CA, April 2014.  
3    Applies to coal-fired EGUs only. 
4 See page 446 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: 
Electric Utility Generating Units Clean Power Plan, August 3, 2015.  
 
Based on nation-wide coal fleet capacity of 213 GW, heat rate improvement capital cost of $100/KW, capital charge rate of 
14.3%, fleet-wide baseline net heat rate of 10,250 Btu/KWh, heat rate improvement of 4% for coal-fired EGUs, annual 
capacity factor of 78%, and future (2030) average coal delivered cost of $2.70 per million Btu. See page 2-65, Greenhouse 
Gas Mitigation Measures, Technical Support Document (TSD) for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants”, 
August 3, 2015. 
  
5 See page 457 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
 
6 See pages 458 and 459 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
 

VI-235 A-12943



5 
 

the available emission reductions would likely be more expensive or too small to merit consideration as 
a material component of the BSER.”7  
 
In New Source Performance Standards for new, modified, and reconstructed EGUs (40 CFR Part 60 
Subpart TTTT), EPA stated, “For newly constructed and reconstructed base load natural gas-fired 
stationary combustion turbines, the BSER is the use of efficient NGCC technology.  For newly 
constructed and reconstructed non-base load natural gas-fired stationary combustion turbines, the BSER 
is the use of clean fuels (i.e., natural gas with an allowance for a small amount of distillate oil).  For 
multi-fuel-fired stationary combustion turbines, the BSER is also the use of clean fuels (e.g., natural gas, 
ethylene, propane, naphtha, jet fuel kerosene, distillate oils 1 and 2, biodiesel, and landfill gas).”8 
 
Based on the above EPA determinations, DAQ believes that efficient NGCC technology combined with 
the use of clean fuels (natural gas and distillate fuel) is BSER for EGUs at the H. F. Lee Steam Electric 
Plant. 
 

5. BSER for Units Lee IC Unit No. 1A, Lee IC Unit No. 1B and Lee IC Unit No. 1C 
 
Duke shall continue to implement efficient NGCC technology and burn only clean fuels (natural gas, 
distillate fuel) starting September 1, 2019. 
    

 

                                                            
7 See page 336-337 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
 
8 See page 462 of 768, Standards of Performance for Greenhouse Gas Emissions from New, Modified, and Reconstructed 
Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units, August 3, 2015.  
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North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality  
Division of Air Quality  

 
Supporting Basis  

Determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction for CO2 Emissions from  
Existing Electric Utility Generating Units  

 
October 23, 2015 

 
Facility 
L.V. Sutton Electric Plant (Duke Energy Progress), Wilmington, NC 
Facility ID: 6500036 
Current Air Quality Permit 01318T30 
   
Affected Electric Utility Generating Units (EGUs) 
Two natural gas/No. 2 fuel oil-fired simple/combined-cycle internal combustion turbines, each equipped 
with a heat recovery steam generator with natural gas-fired duct burner, rated at 2,224 million Btu per 
hour heat input rate each when firing natural gas, and 2,153 million Btu per hour heat input rate each 
when firing No. 2 fuel oil in the simple-cycle mode; and rated at 2,264 million Btu per hour heat input 
rate each and 453 million Btu per hour heat input rate (each duct burner) when firing natural gas and 
2,153 million Btu per hour heat input rate each with no duct burner firing when firing No. 2 fuel oil in 
the combined-cycle mode (ID Nos. Turbine 1A and Turbine 1B).  The two turbines and steam generators 
are rated at a total of 625 MW (nameplate capacity). 
 

1. Introduction  
 
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has adopted Emission Guidelines for 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Compliance Times for Electric Utility Generating Units on August 3, 
2015 and codified it in 40 CFR Subpart UUUU.    
 
The affected electric utility steam generating units (EGUs) under these emission guidelines (EG) are 
steam generating units, integrated gasification combined cycle units (IGCC), and stationary combined 
cycle or combined heat and power (CHP) combustion turbines that commenced construction on or before 
January 8, 2014.   
 
The EG includes uniform, nationwide emission standards, which are performance-based rates for 
emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) expressed as CO2 (lb CO2/net MWh), as follows: 
 
 Fossil fuel-fired steam generating units or IGCC: 1,534 lb CO2/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-

2029), 1,305 lb CO2/net MWh (final, starting 2030) 
 

 Natural gas-fired stationary combined cycle combustion turbines (including CHP combustion 
turbines): 832 lb/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-2029), 771 lb/MWh (final, starting 2030) 

 
In lieu of the above uniform rates, each EGU can comply with state-specific goal (lb CO2/net MWh).  
The other option is that all affected units in the state, in aggregate, comply with the mass-based state 
goal (short tons/yr).   
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For North Carolina (NC), the rate-based interim and final goals are 1,311 lb CO2/net MWh and 1,136 lb 
CO2/net MWh, respectively.  Similarly, NC’s mass-based interim and final goals are 56,986,025 short 
tons/yr and 51,266,234 short tons/yr, respectively.  
 
The above standards (whether uniform nationwide rates or state-specific goals) are based upon the 
determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction (BSER) consisting of following three building 
blocks:   
 
 Building Block 1 (BB1) - reducing the carbon intensity of electricity generation by improving the 

heat rate of existing coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 2 (BB2) - substituting increased electricity generation from lower-emitting existing 
natural gas plants for reduced generation from higher-emitting coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 3 (BB3) - substituting increased electricity generation from new zero-emitting 
renewable energy sources (like wind and solar) for reduced generation from existing coal-fired power 
plants. 

 
The EG requires that each state submit its plan complying with all applicable requirements by the 
deadline included therein.   One of the requirements consist of development of emission standard 
(“standard of performance”) and establishment of compliance time for each EGU. 
 
The Clean Air Act (CAA) §111(a)(1) defines “standard of performance” as “a standard for emissions of 
air pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through the application of the 
best system of emission reduction which (taking into account the cost of achieving such reduction and 
any non-air quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements) the Administrator 
determines has been adequately demonstrated”.  
 

2. History of Development of Emission Guidelines under CAA 
 
Over the last 40 years, under §111(d), the EPA has regulated four pollutants from five source categories, 
by promulgating associated EG.  These source categories are phosphate fertilizer plants (fluorides), 
sulfuric acid plants (acid mist), Kraft pulp plants (total reduced sulfur (TRS)), primary aluminum plants 
(fluorides), and municipal solid waste landfills (landfill gas emissions as non-methane organic 
compounds (NMOCs))1.  The following general principles / rationales were used by EPA in establishing 
BSER for these EGs: 
 
 The degree of emission reduction achievable through the application of various demonstrated control 

technologies. 
 

 The technical feasibility of applying various demonstrated technologies to existing sources 
considering variability in sizes and designs. 
 

                                                            
1  See Footnote 18 at 79 FR 41776, July 17, 2014, including ‘‘Phosphate Fertilizer Plants; Final Guideline Document 
Availability,’’ 42 FR 12022 (March 1, 1977); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources; Emission Guideline 
for Sulfuric Acid Mist,’’ 42 FR 55796 (October 18, 1977); ‘‘Kraft Pulp Mills, Notice of Availability of Final Guideline 
Document,’’ 44 FR 29828 (May 22, 1979); ‘‘Primary Aluminum Plants; Availability of Final Guideline Document,’’ 45 FR 
26294 (April 17, 1980); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources and Guidelines for Control of Existing 
Sources: Municipal Solid Waste Landfills, Final Rule,’’ 61 FR 9905 (March 12, 1996).  
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 The impact of various demonstrated technologies on national energy consumption, water pollution, 
waste disposal, and ambient air concentrations of a designated pollutant.  
 

 The cost of adopting the emission guidelines, after considering control costs for various demonstrated 
technologies and taking into account the level of any existing controls. 

 
Each of these EGs indicates that the cost of applying various control technologies can have a 
considerable impact in selection of a BSER for any designated pollutant for existing facilities.   They 
also indicate that the age, size, type, class, and process design of the facility, influence not only the BSER 
selection process, but can also support a decision-making for whether different EGs are to be established 
for differing sizes, types, or classes of equipment. 
 
The EGs for the above referenced source categories have been established for principal points of 
emissions (point and fugitive emissions sources) located within the facility and, not for any emissions 
sources located outside of the facility.  Finally, in these EGs, with respect to determining the EG, EPA 
has consistently recognized that not only the control technology needs to be demonstrated on existing 
sources, but the degree of emission reduction (performance level) needs to be readily achievable by the 
control technology. 
 

3. The Division of Air Quality (DAQ)’s Approach for Determination of BSER  
 
The DAQ will consider the above general principles in determining BSER for CO2 emissions reduction 
from each EGU.  But, importantly, DAQ will determine BSER for each EGU based upon BB1-type 
measures only (i.e., measures which can be accomplished within the fence-line of the facility), 
conforming to the §111(d) of the CAA and the requirements of 40 CFR 60 “Adoption and Submittal of 
State Plans for Designated Facilities”.  Thus, DAQ’s approach will comprise of improving the 
operational efficiency of the EGUs in order to reduce CO2 emissions from the 2012 baseline levels. 
 
The DAQ’s BSER evaluation is based on the following parameters: 
 
 type of EGU  
 remaining useful life of the EGU  
 unit’s baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions)  
 unit’s projected future capacity factor  
 whether the measure is adequately demonstrated to reduce heat rate  
 feasibility of applying a specific heat rate improvement measure on a given unit  
 degree of heat rate reduction potential for a specific feasible heat rate improvement measure  
 site-specific limitations  
 associated costs (capital, fixed and variable operational and maintenance (O&M), and fuel 

savings)  
 cost per ton of CO2 reduction 

 
The evaluation is also based on literature review2 of technical feasibility for various heat rate 
improvement measures, degree of heat rate reduction potential, and costs data (capital, and fixed and 
variable O&M).   

                                                            
2 “Coal-fired Power Plant Heat Rate Reductions”, Final Report, Sargent & Lundy, Chicago, IL, January 22, 2009. 
“Analysis of Heat Rate Improvement Potential at Coal-Fired Power Plants”, US Energy Information Administration, 
Washington, DC, May 2015. 
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It needs to be emphasized here that DAQ’s determination for each EGU will not be based upon some 
pre-determined heat rate improvement target, such as EPA’s selection of a 4.3% heat rate improvement 
potential for EGUs in the Eastern interconnection3, as discussed in the EG.      
 
The DAQ’s approach will include those adequately demonstrated, cost-effective measures that assure 
that the electricity is generated with lower CO2 emissions, thus improving public health and welfare. The 
selected heat rate improvement measures would be expected to produce non-air environmental co-
benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, reductions in 
emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  However, it should be noted that if 
the unit (EGU) is utilized more often after implementing heat rate improvement measure(s) (as it 
becomes more competitive due to fuel consumption and economic standpoints), some increases in 
emissions of GHG (as CO2) and similarly, for non-GHG pollutants (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury) are 
possible, and those could partially offset the emissions reductions achieved for GHG (as CO2) and non-
GHG (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury).   
 
EPA has determined a cost estimate of $23 per ton4 reasonable for CO2 emissions reduction from EGUs 
under BB1 implementing heat rate improvement measures.   EPA has further determined that this cost 
is reasonable because it achieves “an appropriate balance between cost and amount of reductions.”5 In 
addition, EPA has used another benchmark in the form of social cost of carbon (SC-CO2) at $40 per ton 
(2020) to $48 per ton (2030)6 to conclude that the above $23 per ton cost is reasonable.   
 
The DAQ will use the above cost effectiveness threshold of $23 per ton to determine reasonableness of 
cost for each of the technically feasible measure in determining BSER for a particular EGU. 
 

4. BSER Evaluation 
 

Duke Energy Carolinas LLC (Duke) has submitted a BSER analysis for the EGUs at this facility showing 
four possible measures that are available to improve heat rate along with associated estimated reductions 
in heat rate, costs (capital, and operation and maintenance), and other information.   
 
In the final Clean Power Plan rule (40 CFR 60 Subpart UUUU) for existing EGUs, EPA “considered 
heat rate improvement opportunities at oil- and gas-fired steam EGUs and NGCC units and found that 

                                                            
S. Corellis, “Range and Applicability of Heat Rate Improvements”, Technical Update, Electric Power Research Institute, 
Palo Alto, CA, April 2014.  
3    Applies to coal-fired EGUs only. 
4 See page 446 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: 
Electric Utility Generating Units Clean Power Plan, August 3, 2015.  
 
Based on nation-wide coal fleet capacity of 213 GW, heat rate improvement capital cost of $100/KW, capital charge rate of 
14.3%, fleet-wide baseline net heat rate of 10,250 Btu/KWh, heat rate improvement of 4% for coal-fired EGUs, annual 
capacity factor of 78%, and future (2030) average coal delivered cost of $2.70 per million Btu. See page 2-65, Greenhouse 
Gas Mitigation Measures, Technical Support Document (TSD) for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants”, 
August 3, 2015. 
  
5 See page 457 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
 
6 See pages 458 and 459 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
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the available emission reductions would likely be more expensive or too small to merit consideration as 
a material component of the BSER.”7  
 
In New Source Performance Standards for new, modified, and reconstructed EGUs (40 CFR Part 60 
Subpart TTTT), EPA stated, “For newly constructed and reconstructed base load natural gas-fired 
stationary combustion turbines, the BSER is the use of efficient NGCC technology.  For newly 
constructed and reconstructed non-base load natural gas-fired stationary combustion turbines, the BSER 
is the use of clean fuels (i.e., natural gas with an allowance for a small amount of distillate oil).  For 
multi-fuel-fired stationary combustion turbines, the BSER is also the use of clean fuels (e.g., natural gas, 
ethylene, propane, naphtha, jet fuel kerosene, distillate oils 1 and 2, biodiesel, and landfill gas).”8 
 
Based on the above EPA determinations, DAQ believes that efficient NGCC technology combined with 
the use of clean fuels (natural gas and distillate fuel) is BSER for EGUs at the L.V. Sutton Electric Plant. 
 

5. BSER for Units Turbine 1A and Turbine 1B 
 
Duke shall continue to implement efficient NGCC technology and burn only clean fuels (natural gas, 
distillate fuel) starting September 1, 2019. 
    

 

                                                            
7 See page 336-337 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
 
8 See page 462 of 768, Standards of Performance for Greenhouse Gas Emissions from New, Modified, and Reconstructed 
Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units, August 3, 2015.  
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North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality  
Division of Air Quality  

 
Supporting Basis  

Determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction for CO2 Emissions from  
Existing Electric Utility Generating Units  

 
October 23, 2015 

 
Facility 
Richmond County Combustion Turbine Facility (Duke Energy Progress), Hamlet, NC 
Facility ID: 7700070 
Current Air Quality Permit 08759T17 
   
Affected Electric Utility Generating Units (EGUs) 
Two natural gas/No. 2 fuel oil-fired combined-cycle internal combustion turbines, each equipped with a 
heat recovery steam generator and a steam turbine nominally rated at 1,628 million Btu per hour heat 
input each when firing natural gas, and 1,819 million Btu per hour heat input each when firing No. 2 fuel 
oil (ID Nos. Unit 7 and Unit 8); and 
      
Two natural gas/No. 2 fuel oil-fired simple/combined cycle internal combustion turbines, each equipped 
with a heat recovery steam generator with natural gas-fired duct burner, rated at 2,084 million Btu per 
hour heat input rate each when firing natural gas and 1,983 million Btu per hour heat input rate each 
when firing No. 2 fuel oil in the simple-cycle mode; and rated at 2,225 million Btu per hour heat input 
rate each when firing natural gas and 390 million Btu per hour heat input rate (each duct burner) when 
firing natural gas and 1,983 million Btu per hour heat input rate each with no duct burner firing when 
firing No. 2 fuel and in the combined-cycle mode (ID Nos. ES-13 and ES-14).  The four turbines and 
two steam generators are rated at a total of 1239.3 MW (nameplate capacity). 
 

1. Introduction  
 
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has adopted Emission Guidelines for 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Compliance Times for Electric Utility Generating Units on August 3, 
2015 and codified it in 40 CFR Subpart UUUU.    
 
The affected electric utility steam generating units (EGUs) under these emission guidelines (EG) are 
steam generating units, integrated gasification combined cycle units (IGCC), and stationary combined 
cycle or combined heat and power (CHP) combustion turbines that commenced construction on or before 
January 8, 2014.   
 
The EG includes uniform, nationwide emission standards, which are performance-based rates for 
emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) expressed as CO2 (lb CO2/net MWh), as follows: 
 
 Fossil fuel-fired steam generating units or IGCC: 1,534 lb CO2/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-

2029), 1,305 lb CO2/net MWh (final, starting 2030) 
 

 Natural gas-fired stationary combined cycle combustion turbines (including CHP combustion 
turbines): 832 lb/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-2029), 771 lb/MWh (final, starting 2030) 
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In lieu of the above uniform rates, each EGU can comply with state-specific goal (lb CO2/net MWh).  
The other option is that all affected units in the state, in aggregate, comply with the mass-based state 
goal (short tons/yr).   
 
For North Carolina (NC), the rate-based interim and final goals are 1,311 lb CO2/net MWh and 1,136 lb 
CO2/net MWh, respectively.  Similarly, NC’s mass-based interim and final goals are 56,986,025 short 
tons/yr and 51,266,234 short tons/yr, respectively.  
 
The above standards (whether uniform nationwide rates or state-specific goals) are based upon the 
determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction (BSER) consisting of following three building 
blocks:   
 
 Building Block 1 (BB1) - reducing the carbon intensity of electricity generation by improving the 

heat rate of existing coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 2 (BB2) - substituting increased electricity generation from lower-emitting existing 
natural gas plants for reduced generation from higher-emitting coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 3 (BB3) - substituting increased electricity generation from new zero-emitting 
renewable energy sources (like wind and solar) for reduced generation from existing coal-fired power 
plants. 

 
The EG requires that each state submit its plan complying with all applicable requirements by the 
deadline included therein.  One of the requirements consist of development of emission standard 
(“standard of performance”) and establishment of compliance time for each EGU. 
 
The Clean Air Act (CAA) §111(a)(1) defines “standard of performance” as “a standard for emissions of 
air pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through the application of the 
best system of emission reduction which (taking into account the cost of achieving such reduction and 
any non-air quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements) the Administrator 
determines has been adequately demonstrated”.  
 

2. History of Development of Emission Guidelines under CAA 
 
Over the last 40 years, under §111(d), the EPA has regulated four pollutants from five source categories, 
by promulgating associated EG.  These source categories are phosphate fertilizer plants (fluorides), 
sulfuric acid plants (acid mist), Kraft pulp plants (total reduced sulfur (TRS)), primary aluminum plants 
(fluorides), and municipal solid waste landfills (landfill gas emissions as non-methane organic 
compounds (NMOCs))1.  The following general principles / rationales were used by EPA in establishing 
BSER for these EGs: 
 
 The degree of emission reduction achievable through the application of various demonstrated control 

technologies. 
                                                            
1  See Footnote 18 at 79 FR 41776, July 17, 2014, including ‘‘Phosphate Fertilizer Plants; Final Guideline Document 
Availability,’’ 42 FR 12022 (March 1, 1977); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources; Emission Guideline 
for Sulfuric Acid Mist,’’ 42 FR 55796 (October 18, 1977); ‘‘Kraft Pulp Mills, Notice of Availability of Final Guideline 
Document,’’ 44 FR 29828 (May 22, 1979); ‘‘Primary Aluminum Plants; Availability of Final Guideline Document,’’ 45 FR 
26294 (April 17, 1980); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources and Guidelines for Control of Existing 
Sources: Municipal Solid Waste Landfills, Final Rule,’’ 61 FR 9905 (March 12, 1996).  
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 The technical feasibility of applying various demonstrated technologies to existing sources 

considering variability in sizes and designs. 
 

 The impact of various demonstrated technologies on national energy consumption, water pollution, 
waste disposal, and ambient air concentrations of a designated pollutant.  
 

 The cost of adopting the emission guidelines, after considering control costs for various demonstrated 
technologies and taking into account the level of any existing controls. 

 
Each of these EGs indicates that the cost of applying various control technologies can have a 
considerable impact in selection of a BSER for any designated pollutant for existing facilities.   They 
also indicate that the age, size, type, class, and process design of the facility, influence not only the BSER 
selection process, but can also support a decision-making for whether different EGs are to be established 
for differing sizes, types, or classes of equipment. 
 
The EGs for the above referenced source categories have been established for principal points of 
emissions (point and fugitive emissions sources) located within the facility and, not for any emissions 
sources located outside of the facility.  Finally, in these EGs, with respect to determining the EG, EPA 
has consistently recognized that not only the control technology needs to be demonstrated on existing 
sources, but the degree of emission reduction (performance level) needs to be readily achievable by the 
control technology. 
 

3. The Division of Air Quality (DAQ)’s Approach for Determination of BSER  
 
The DAQ will consider the above general principles in determining BSER for CO2 emissions reduction 
from each EGU.  But, importantly, DAQ will determine BSER for each EGU based upon BB1-type 
measures only (i.e., measures which can be accomplished within the fence-line of the facility), 
conforming to the §111(d) of the CAA and the requirements of 40 CFR 60 “Adoption and Submittal of 
State Plans for Designated Facilities”.  Thus, DAQ’s approach will comprise of improving the 
operational efficiency of the EGUs in order to reduce CO2 emissions from the 2012 baseline levels. 
 
The DAQ’s BSER evaluation is based on the following parameters: 
 
 type of EGU  
 remaining useful life of the EGU  
 unit’s baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions)  
 unit’s projected future capacity factor  
 whether the measure is adequately demonstrated to reduce heat rate  
 feasibility of applying a specific heat rate improvement measure on a given unit  
 degree of heat rate reduction potential for a specific feasible heat rate improvement measure  
 site-specific limitations  
 associated costs (capital, fixed and variable operational and maintenance (O&M), and fuel 

savings)  
 cost per ton of CO2 reduction 
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The evaluation is also based on literature review2 of technical feasibility for various heat rate 
improvement measures, degree of heat rate reduction potential, and costs data (capital, and fixed and 
variable O&M).   
 
It needs to be emphasized here that DAQ’s determination for each EGU will not be based upon some 
pre-determined heat rate improvement target, such as EPA’s selection of a 4.3% heat rate improvement 
potential for EGUs in the Eastern interconnection3, as discussed in the EG.      
 
The DAQ’s approach will include those adequately demonstrated, cost-effective measures that assure 
that the electricity is generated with lower CO2 emissions, thus improving public health and welfare. The 
selected heat rate improvement measures would be expected to produce non-air environmental co-
benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, reductions in 
emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  However, it should be noted that if 
the unit (EGU) is utilized more often after implementing heat rate improvement measure(s) (as it 
becomes more competitive due to fuel consumption and economic standpoints), some increases in 
emissions of GHG (as CO2) and similarly, for non-GHG pollutants (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury) are 
possible, and those could partially offset the emissions reductions achieved for GHG (as CO2) and non-
GHG (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury).   
 
EPA has determined a cost estimate of $23 per ton4 reasonable for CO2 emissions reduction from EGUs 
under BB1 implementing heat rate improvement measures.   EPA has further determined that this cost 
is reasonable because it achieves “an appropriate balance between cost and amount of reductions.”5 In 
addition, EPA has used another benchmark in the form of social cost of carbon (SC-CO2) at $40 per ton 
(2020) to $48 per ton (2030)6 to conclude that the above $23 per ton cost is reasonable.   
 
The DAQ will use the above cost effectiveness threshold of $23 per ton to determine reasonableness of 
cost for each of the technically feasible measure in determining BSER for a particular EGU. 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                            
2 “Coal-fired Power Plant Heat Rate Reductions”, Final Report, Sargent & Lundy, Chicago, IL, January 22, 2009. 
“Analysis of Heat Rate Improvement Potential at Coal-Fired Power Plants”, US Energy Information Administration, 
Washington, DC, May 2015. 
S. Corellis, “Range and Applicability of Heat Rate Improvements”, Technical Update, Electric Power Research Institute, 
Palo Alto, CA, April 2014.  
3    Applies to coal-fired EGUs only. 
4 See page 446 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: 
Electric Utility Generating Units Clean Power Plan, August 3, 2015.  
 
Based on nation-wide coal fleet capacity of 213 GW, heat rate improvement capital cost of $100/KW, capital charge rate of 
14.3%, fleet-wide baseline net heat rate of 10,250 Btu/KWh, heat rate improvement of 4% for coal-fired EGUs, annual 
capacity factor of 78%, and future (2030) average coal delivered cost of $2.70 per million Btu. See page 2-65, Greenhouse 
Gas Mitigation Measures, Technical Support Document (TSD) for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants”, 
August 3, 2015. 
  
5 See page 457 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
 
6 See pages 458 and 459 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
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4. BSER Evaluation 
 

Duke Energy Progress, Inc. (DEP) has submitted a BSER analysis for the EGUs at this facility showing 
four possible measures that are available to improve heat rate for Units 7 and 8, and five measures that 
are available for Units ES-13 and ES-14, along with associated estimated reductions in heat rate, costs 
(capital, and operation and maintenance), and other information.  
 
In the final Clean Power Plan rule (40 CFR 60 Subpart UUUU) for existing EGUs, EPA “considered 
heat rate improvement opportunities at oil- and gas-fired steam EGUs and NGCC units and found that 
the available emission reductions would likely be more expensive or too small to merit consideration as 
a material component of the BSER.”7  
 
In New Source Performance Standards for new, modified, and reconstructed EGUs (40 CFR Part 60 
Subpart TTTT), EPA stated, “For newly constructed and reconstructed base load natural gas-fired 
stationary combustion turbines, the BSER is the use of efficient NGCC technology.  For newly 
constructed and reconstructed non-base load natural gas-fired stationary combustion turbines, the BSER 
is the use of clean fuels (i.e., natural gas with an allowance for a small amount of distillate oil).  For 
multi-fuel-fired stationary combustion turbines, the BSER is also the use of clean fuels (e.g., natural gas, 
ethylene, propane, naphtha, jet fuel kerosene, distillate oils 1 and 2, biodiesel, and landfill gas).”8 
 
Based on the above EPA determinations, DAQ believes that efficient NGCC technology combined with 
the use of clean fuels (natural gas and distillate fuel) is BSER for EGUs at the Richmond County 
Combustion Turbine Facility. 
 

5. BSER for Unit 7, Unit 8, ES-13 and ES-14 
 
DEP shall continue to implement efficient NGCC technology and burn only clean fuels (natural gas, 
distillate fuel) starting September 1, 2019. 
    

 

                                                            
7 See page 336-337 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
 
8 See page 462 of 768, Standards of Performance for Greenhouse Gas Emissions from New, Modified, and Reconstructed 
Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units, August 3, 2015.  
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North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality  
Division of Air Quality  

 
Supporting Basis  

Determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction for CO2 Emissions from  
Existing Electric Utility Generating Units  

 
October 23, 2015 

 
Facility 
Public Works Commission Butler-Warner Generation Plant, Fayetteville, NC 
Facility ID: 2600094 
Current Air Quality Permit 03029T17 
   
Affected Electric Utility Generating Units (EGUs) 
Six natural gas/No. 2 fuel oil-fired simple-cycle/combined-cycle turbine generators rated at 341.1 
million Btu per hour nominal heat input rate (ID Nos. GT-1(1), GT-2(2), GT-3(3), GT-6(6), GT-7(7) 
and GT-8(8)).  The steam turbine portion for all six combined-cycle combustion turbines is identified as 
Generator 9.  The six turbines and steam generators are rated at a total of 245.8 MW (nameplate 
capacity). 
 

1. Introduction  
 
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has adopted Emission Guidelines for 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Compliance Times for Electric Utility Generating Units on August 3, 
2015 and codified it in 40 CFR Subpart UUUU.    
 
The affected electric utility steam generating units (EGUs) under these emission guidelines (EG) are 
steam generating units, integrated gasification combined cycle units (IGCC), and stationary combined 
cycle or combined heat and power (CHP) combustion turbines that commenced construction on or before 
January 8, 2014.   
 
The EG includes uniform, nationwide emission standards, which are performance-based rates for 
emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) expressed as CO2 (lb CO2/net MWh), as follows: 
 
 Fossil fuel-fired steam generating units or IGCC: 1,534 lb CO2/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-

2029), 1,305 lb CO2/net MWh (final, starting 2030) 
 

 Natural gas-fired stationary combined cycle combustion turbines (including CHP combustion 
turbines): 832 lb/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-2029), 771 lb/MWh (final, starting 2030) 

 
In lieu of the above uniform rates, each EGU can comply with state-specific goal (lb CO2/net MWh).  
The other option is that all affected units in the state, in aggregate, comply with the mass-based state 
goal (short tons/yr).   
 
For North Carolina (NC), the rate-based interim and final goals are 1,311 lb CO2/net MWh and 1,136 lb 
CO2/net MWh, respectively.  Similarly, NC’s mass-based interim and final goals are 56,986,025 short 
tons/yr and 51,266,234 short tons/yr, respectively.  
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The above standards (whether uniform nationwide rates or state-specific goals) are based upon the 
determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction (BSER) consisting of following three building 
blocks:   
 
 Building Block 1 (BB1) - reducing the carbon intensity of electricity generation by improving the 

heat rate of existing coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 2 (BB2) - substituting increased electricity generation from lower-emitting existing 
natural gas plants for reduced generation from higher-emitting coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 3 (BB3) - substituting increased electricity generation from new zero-emitting 
renewable energy sources (like wind and solar) for reduced generation from existing coal-fired power 
plants. 

 
The EG requires that each state submit its plan complying with all applicable requirements by the 
deadline included therein.  One of the requirements consist of development of emission standard 
(“standard of performance”) and establishment of compliance time for each EGU. 
 
The Clean Air Act (CAA) §111(a)(1) defines “standard of performance” as “a standard for emissions of 
air pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through the application of the 
best system of emission reduction which (taking into account the cost of achieving such reduction and 
any non-air quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements) the Administrator 
determines has been adequately demonstrated”.  
 

2. History of Development of Emission Guidelines under CAA 
 
Over the last 40 years, under §111(d), the EPA has regulated four pollutants from five source categories, 
by promulgating associated EG.  These source categories are phosphate fertilizer plants (fluorides), 
sulfuric acid plants (acid mist), Kraft pulp plants (total reduced sulfur (TRS)), primary aluminum plants 
(fluorides), and municipal solid waste landfills (landfill gas emissions as non-methane organic 
compounds (NMOCs))1.  The following general principles / rationales were used by EPA in establishing 
BSER for these EGs: 
 
 The degree of emission reduction achievable through the application of various demonstrated control 

technologies. 
 

 The technical feasibility of applying various demonstrated technologies to existing sources 
considering variability in sizes and designs. 
 

 The impact of various demonstrated technologies on national energy consumption, water pollution, 
waste disposal, and ambient air concentrations of a designated pollutant.  
 

                                                            
1  See Footnote 18 at 79 FR 41776, July 17, 2014, including ‘‘Phosphate Fertilizer Plants; Final Guideline Document 
Availability,’’ 42 FR 12022 (March 1, 1977); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources; Emission Guideline 
for Sulfuric Acid Mist,’’ 42 FR 55796 (October 18, 1977); ‘‘Kraft Pulp Mills, Notice of Availability of Final Guideline 
Document,’’ 44 FR 29828 (May 22, 1979); ‘‘Primary Aluminum Plants; Availability of Final Guideline Document,’’ 45 FR 
26294 (April 17, 1980); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources and Guidelines for Control of Existing 
Sources: Municipal Solid Waste Landfills, Final Rule,’’ 61 FR 9905 (March 12, 1996).  
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 The cost of adopting the emission guidelines, after considering control costs for various demonstrated 
technologies and taking into account the level of any existing controls. 

 
Each of these EGs indicates that the cost of applying various control technologies can have a 
considerable impact in selection of a BSER for any designated pollutant for existing facilities.   They 
also indicate that the age, size, type, class, and process design of the facility, influence not only the BSER 
selection process, but can also support a decision-making for whether different EGs are to be established 
for differing sizes, types, or classes of equipment. 
 
The EGs for the above referenced source categories have been established for principal points of 
emissions (point and fugitive emissions sources) located within the facility and, not for any emissions 
sources located outside of the facility.  Finally, in these EGs, with respect to determining the EG, EPA 
has consistently recognized that not only the control technology needs to be demonstrated on existing 
sources, but the degree of emission reduction (performance level) needs to be readily achievable by the 
control technology. 
 

3. The Division of Air Quality (DAQ)’s Approach for Determination of BSER  
 
The DAQ will consider the above general principles in determining BSER for CO2 emissions reduction 
from each EGU.  But, importantly, DAQ will determine BSER for each EGU based upon BB1-type 
measures only (i.e., measures which can be accomplished within the fence-line of the facility), 
conforming to the §111(d) of the CAA and the requirements of 40 CFR 60 “Adoption and Submittal of 
State Plans for Designated Facilities”.  Thus, DAQ’s approach will comprise of improving the 
operational efficiency of the EGUs in order to reduce CO2 emissions from the 2012 baseline levels. 
 
The DAQ’s BSER evaluation is based on the following parameters: 
 
 type of EGU  
 remaining useful life of the EGU  
 unit’s baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions)  
 unit’s projected future capacity factor  
 whether the measure is adequately demonstrated to reduce heat rate  
 feasibility of applying a specific heat rate improvement measure on a given unit  
 degree of heat rate reduction potential for a specific feasible heat rate improvement measure  
 site-specific limitations  
 associated costs (capital, fixed and variable operational and maintenance (O&M), and fuel 

savings)  
 cost per ton of CO2 reduction 

 
The evaluation is also based on literature review2 of technical feasibility for various heat rate 
improvement measures, degree of heat rate reduction potential, and costs data (capital, and fixed and 
variable O&M).   
 

                                                            
2 “Coal-fired Power Plant Heat Rate Reductions”, Final Report, Sargent & Lundy, Chicago, IL, January 22, 2009. 
“Analysis of Heat Rate Improvement Potential at Coal-Fired Power Plants”, US Energy Information Administration, 
Washington, DC, May 2015. 
S. Corellis, “Range and Applicability of Heat Rate Improvements”, Technical Update, Electric Power Research Institute, 
Palo Alto, CA, April 2014.  
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It needs to be emphasized here that DAQ’s determination for each EGU will not be based upon some 
pre-determined heat rate improvement target, such as EPA’s selection of a 4.3% heat rate improvement 
potential for EGUs in the Eastern interconnection3, as discussed in the EG.      
 
The DAQ’s approach will include those adequately demonstrated, cost-effective measures that assure 
that the electricity is generated with lower CO2 emissions, thus improving public health and welfare. The 
selected heat rate improvement measures would be expected to produce non-air environmental co-
benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, reductions in 
emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  However, it should be noted that if 
the unit (EGU) is utilized more often after implementing heat rate improvement measure(s) (as it 
becomes more competitive due to fuel consumption and economic standpoints), some increases in 
emissions of GHG (as CO2) and similarly, for non-GHG pollutants (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury) are 
possible, and those could partially offset the emissions reductions achieved for GHG (as CO2) and non-
GHG (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury).   
 
EPA has determined a cost estimate of $23 per ton4 reasonable for CO2 emissions reduction from EGUs 
under BB1 implementing heat rate improvement measures.  EPA has further determined that this cost is 
reasonable because it achieves “an appropriate balance between cost and amount of reductions.”5 In 
addition, EPA has used another benchmark in the form of social cost of carbon (SC-CO2) at $40 per ton 
(2020) to $48 per ton (2030)6 to conclude that the above $23 per ton cost is reasonable.   
 
The DAQ will use the above cost effectiveness threshold of $23 per ton to determine reasonableness of 
cost for each of the technically feasible measure in determining BSER for a particular EGU. 
 

4. BSER Evaluation 
 
Public Works Commission Butler-Warner Generation Plant (PWC Butler-Warner) has submitted an 
analysis for the EGUs stating that BSER measures could result in possible heat rate improvements.  The 
analysis included the associated estimated reductions in heat rate, costs, CO2 reductions, and other 
information.  The measures were excluded due to cost and plant age.  PWC Butler-Warner provided no 
details on which measures were included in their analysis.  
  
In the final Clean Power Plan rule (40 CFR 60 Subpart UUUU) for existing EGUs, EPA “considered 
heat rate improvement opportunities at oil- and gas-fired steam EGUs and NGCC units and found that 

                                                            
3    Applies to coal-fired EGUs only. 
4 See page 446 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: 
Electric Utility Generating Units Clean Power Plan, August 3, 2015.  
 
Based on nation-wide coal fleet capacity of 213 GW, heat rate improvement capital cost of $100/KW, capital charge rate of 
14.3%, fleet-wide baseline net heat rate of 10,250 Btu/KWh, heat rate improvement of 4% for coal-fired EGUs, annual 
capacity factor of 78%, and future (2030) average coal delivered cost of $2.70 per million Btu. See page 2-65, Greenhouse 
Gas Mitigation Measures, Technical Support Document (TSD) for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants”, 
August 3, 2015. 
  
5 See page 457 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
 
6 See pages 458 and 459 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
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the available emission reductions would likely be more expensive or too small to merit consideration as 
a material component of the BSER.”7  
 
In New Source Performance Standards for new, modified, and reconstructed EGUs (40 CFR Part 60 
Subpart TTTT), EPA stated, “For newly constructed and reconstructed base load natural gas-fired 
stationary combustion turbines, the BSER is the use of efficient NGCC technology.  For newly 
constructed and reconstructed non-base load natural gas-fired stationary combustion turbines, the BSER 
is the use of clean fuels (i.e., natural gas with an allowance for a small amount of distillate oil).  For 
multi-fuel-fired stationary combustion turbines, the BSER is also the use of clean fuels (e.g., natural gas, 
ethylene, propane, naphtha, jet fuel kerosene, distillate oils 1 and 2, biodiesel, and landfill gas).”8 
 
Based on the above EPA determinations, DAQ believes that efficient NGCC technology combined with 
the use of clean fuels (natural gas and distillate fuel) is BSER for EGUs at PWC Butler-Warner. 
 

5. BSER for Units GT-1, GT-2, GT-3, GT-6, GT-7 and GT-8 
 
PWC Butler-Warner shall continue to implement efficient NGCC technology and burn only clean fuels 
(natural gas, distillate fuel) starting September 1, 2019. 
 
    

 

                                                            
7 See page 336-337 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
 
8 See page 462 of 768, Standards of Performance for Greenhouse Gas Emissions from New, Modified, and Reconstructed 
Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units, August 3, 2015.  
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North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality  
Division of Air Quality  

 
Supporting Basis  

Determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction for CO2 Emissions from  
Existing Electric Utility Generating Units  

 
October 23, 2015 

 
Facility 
Plant Rowan County (Southern Power Company), Salisbury, NC 
Facility ID: 8000163 
Current Air Quality Permit 08758T17 
   
Affected Electric Utility Generating Units (EGUs) 
One natural gas/No. 2 fuel oil-fired combined-cycle internal combustion turbine rated at 1,628 million 
Btu per hour heat input rate when firing natural gas and 1,875 million Btu per hour heat input rate when 
firing No. 2 fuel oil (ID No. Unit 4), and one natural gas-fired combined-cycle internal combustion 
turbine rated at 1,628 million Btu per hour heat input (ID No. Unit 5).  The two turbines and steam 
generators are rated at a total of 593.8 MW (nameplate capacity). 
 

1. Introduction  
 
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has adopted Emission Guidelines for 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Compliance Times for Electric Utility Generating Units on August 3, 
2015 and codified it in 40 CFR Subpart UUUU.    
 
The affected electric utility steam generating units (EGUs) under these emission guidelines (EG) are 
steam generating units, integrated gasification combined cycle units (IGCC), and stationary combined 
cycle or combined heat and power (CHP) combustion turbines that commenced construction on or before 
January 8, 2014.   
 
The EG includes uniform, nationwide emission standards, which are performance-based rates for 
emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) expressed as CO2 (lb CO2/net MWh), as follows: 
 
 Fossil fuel-fired steam generating units or IGCC: 1,534 lb CO2/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-

2029), 1,305 lb CO2/net MWh (final, starting 2030) 
 

 Natural gas-fired stationary combined cycle combustion turbines (including CHP combustion 
turbines): 832 lb/net MWh (interim, average of 2022-2029), 771 lb/MWh (final, starting 2030) 

 
In lieu of the above uniform rates, each EGU can comply with state-specific goal (lb CO2/net MWh).  
The other option is that all affected units in the state, in aggregate, comply with the mass-based state 
goal (short tons/yr).   
 
For North Carolina (NC), the rate-based interim and final goals are 1,311 lb CO2/net MWh and 1,136 lb 
CO2/net MWh, respectively.  Similarly, NC’s mass-based interim and final goals are 56,986,025 short 
tons/yr and 51,266,234 short tons/yr, respectively.  
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The above standards (whether uniform nationwide rates or state-specific goals) are based upon the 
determination of Best System of Emissions Reduction (BSER) consisting of following three building 
blocks:   
 
 Building Block 1 (BB1) - reducing the carbon intensity of electricity generation by improving the 

heat rate of existing coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 2 (BB2) - substituting increased electricity generation from lower-emitting existing 
natural gas plants for reduced generation from higher-emitting coal-fired power plants. 
 

 Building Block 3 (BB3) - substituting increased electricity generation from new zero-emitting 
renewable energy sources (like wind and solar) for reduced generation from existing coal-fired and 
natural gas-fired power plants. 

 
The EG requires that each state submit its plan complying with all applicable requirements by the 
deadline included therein.  One of the requirements consists of development of an emission standard 
(“standard of performance”) and establishment of compliance time for each EGU. 
 
The Clean Air Act (CAA) §111(a)(1) defines “standard of performance” as “a standard for emissions of 
air pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through the application of the 
best system of emission reduction which (taking into account the cost of achieving such reduction and 
any non-air quality health and environmental impact and energy requirements) the Administrator 
determines has been adequately demonstrated”.  
 

2. History of Development of Emission Guidelines under CAA 
 
Over the last 40 years, under §111(d), the EPA has regulated four pollutants from five source categories, 
by promulgating associated EG.  These source categories are phosphate fertilizer plants (fluorides), 
sulfuric acid plants (acid mist), Kraft pulp plants (total reduced sulfur (TRS)), primary aluminum plants 
(fluorides), and municipal solid waste landfills (landfill gas emissions as non-methane organic 
compounds (NMOCs))1.  The following general principles and/or rationales were used by EPA in 
establishing BSER for these EGs: 
 
 The degree of emission reduction achievable through the application of various demonstrated control 

technologies. 
 

 The technical feasibility of applying various demonstrated technologies to existing sources 
considering variability in sizes and designs. 
 

 The impact of various demonstrated technologies on national energy consumption, water pollution, 
waste disposal, and ambient air concentrations of a designated pollutant.  
 

                                                            
1  See Footnote 18 at 79 FR 41776, July 17, 2014, including ‘‘Phosphate Fertilizer Plants; Final Guideline Document 
Availability,’’ 42 FR 12022 (March 1, 1977); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources; Emission Guideline 
for Sulfuric Acid Mist,’’ 42 FR 55796 (October 18, 1977); ‘‘Kraft Pulp Mills, Notice of Availability of Final Guideline 
Document,’’ 44 FR 29828 (May 22, 1979); ‘‘Primary Aluminum Plants; Availability of Final Guideline Document,’’ 45 FR 
26294 (April 17, 1980); ‘‘Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources and Guidelines for Control of Existing 
Sources: Municipal Solid Waste Landfills, Final Rule,’’ 61 FR 9905 (March 12, 1996).  
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 The cost of adopting the emission guidelines, after considering control costs for various demonstrated 
technologies and taking into account the level of any existing controls. 

 
Each of these EGs indicates that the cost of applying various control technologies can have a 
considerable impact in selection of a BSER for any designated pollutant for existing facilities.   They 
also indicate that the age, size, type, class, and process design of the facility, influence not only the BSER 
selection process, but can also support a decision-making for whether different EGs are to be established 
for differing sizes, types, or classes of equipment. 
 
The EGs for the above referenced source categories have been established for principal points of 
emissions (point and fugitive emissions sources) located within the facility and, not for any emissions 
sources located outside of the facility.  Finally, in these EGs, with respect to determining the EG, EPA 
has consistently recognized that not only the control technology needs to be demonstrated on existing 
sources, but the degree of emission reduction (performance level) needs to be readily achievable by the 
control technology. 
 

3. The Division of Air Quality (DAQ)’s Approach for Determination of BSER  
 
The DAQ will consider the above general principles in determining BSER for CO2 emissions reduction 
from each EGU.  But, importantly, DAQ will determine BSER for each EGU based upon BB1-type 
measures only (i.e., measures which can be accomplished within the fence-line of the facility), 
conforming to the §111(d) of the CAA and the requirements of 40 CFR 60 “Adoption and Submittal of 
State Plans for Designated Facilities”.  Thus, DAQ’s approach will comprise of improving the 
operational efficiency of the EGUs in order to reduce CO2 emissions from the 2012 baseline levels. 
 
The DAQ’s BSER evaluation is based on the following parameters: 
 
 type of EGU  
 remaining useful life of the EGU  
 unit’s baseline data (net heat rate, net generation, annual capacity factor, and CO2 emissions)  
 unit’s projected future capacity factor  
 whether the measure is adequately demonstrated to reduce heat rate  
 feasibility of applying a specific heat rate improvement measure on a given unit  
 degree of heat rate reduction potential for a specific feasible heat rate improvement measure  
 site-specific limitations  
 associated costs (capital, fixed and variable operational and maintenance (O&M), and fuel 

savings)  
 cost per ton of CO2 reduction 

 
The evaluation is also based on literature review2 of technical feasibility for various heat rate 
improvement measures, degree of heat rate reduction potential, and costs data (capital, and fixed and 
variable O&M).   
 

                                                            
2 “Coal-fired Power Plant Heat Rate Reductions”, Final Report, Sargent & Lundy, Chicago, IL, January 22, 2009. 
“Analysis of Heat Rate Improvement Potential at Coal-Fired Power Plants”, US Energy Information Administration, 
Washington, DC, May 2015. 
S. Corellis, “Range and Applicability of Heat Rate Improvements”, Technical Update, Electric Power Research Institute, 
Palo Alto, CA, April 2014.  
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It needs to be emphasized here that DAQ’s determination for each EGU will not be based upon some 
pre-determined heat rate improvement target, such as EPA’s selection of a 4.3% heat rate improvement 
potential for EGUs in the Eastern interconnection3, as discussed in the EG.      
 
The DAQ’s approach will include those adequately demonstrated, cost-effective measures that assure 
that the electricity is generated with lower CO2 emissions, thus improving public health and welfare. The 
selected heat rate improvement measures would be expected to produce non-air environmental co-
benefits in the form of reduced water usage and solid waste production, in addition to, reductions in 
emissions of non-GHG pollutants such as SO2, NOx, and mercury.  However, it should be noted that as 
the EGU becomes more cost-competitive due to heat rate improvements, it may be dispatched more 
frequently and/or at higher loads.  If the EGU is utilized more often, some increases in emissions of 
GHG (as CO2) and similarly, for non-GHG pollutants (such as SO2, NOx, or mercury) are possible, and 
those could partially offset the emissions reductions achieved through the heat rate improvement of the 
EGU.    
 
EPA has determined a cost estimate of $23 per ton4 reasonable for CO2 emissions reduction from EGUs 
under BB1 implementing heat rate improvement measures.   EPA has further determined that this cost 
is reasonable because it achieves “an appropriate balance between cost and amount of reductions.”5 In 
addition, EPA has used another benchmark in the form of social cost of carbon (SC-CO2) at $40 per ton 
(2020) to $48 per ton (2030)6 to conclude that the above $23 per ton cost is reasonable.   
 
The DAQ will use the above cost effectiveness threshold of $23 per ton to determine reasonableness of 
cost for each of the technically feasible measure in determining BSER for a particular EGU. 
 

4. BSER Evaluation 
 

Plant Rowan County has submitted a BSER analysis for each EGU stating that they are not aware of any 
potential opportunities available for achieving meaningful CO2 emissions reductions.  They believe that 
their ongoing efficient combined-cycle generation technology represents the BSER for natural gas-fired 
combined cycle (NGCC) EGUs. 
 
In the final Clean Power Plan rule (40 CFR 60 Subpart UUUU) for existing EGUs, EPA “considered 
heat rate improvement opportunities at oil- and gas-fired steam EGUs and NGCC units and found that 
the available emission reductions would likely be more expensive or too small to merit consideration as 
a material component of the BSER.”7  
                                                            
3    Applies to coal-fired EGUs only. 
4 See page 446 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: 
Electric Utility Generating Units Clean Power Plan, August 3, 2015.  
 
Based on nation-wide coal fleet capacity of 213 GW, heat rate improvement capital cost of $100/KW, capital charge rate of 
14.3%, fleet-wide baseline net heat rate of 10,250 Btu/KWh, heat rate improvement of 4% for coal-fired EGUs, annual 
capacity factor of 78%, and future (2030) average coal delivered cost of $2.70 per million Btu. See page 2-65, Greenhouse 
Gas Mitigation Measures, Technical Support Document (TSD) for Carbon Pollution Guidelines for Existing Power Plants”, 
August 3, 2015. 
  
5 See page 457 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid. 
 
6 See pages 458 and 459 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
 
7 See page 336-337 of 1560 (pre-publication version), Ibid.  
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In New Source Performance Standards for new, modified, and reconstructed EGUs (40 CFR Part 60 
Subpart TTTT), EPA stated, “For newly constructed and reconstructed base load natural gas-fired 
stationary combustion turbines, the BSER is the use of efficient NGCC technology.  For newly 
constructed and reconstructed non-base load natural gas-fired stationary combustion turbines, the BSER 
is the use of clean fuels (i.e., natural gas with an allowance for a small amount of distillate oil).  For 
multi-fuel-fired stationary combustion turbines, the BSER is also the use of clean fuels (e.g., natural gas, 
ethylene, propane, naphtha, jet fuel kerosene, distillate oils 1 and 2, biodiesel, and landfill gas).”8 
 
Based on the above EPA determinations, DAQ believes that efficient NGCC technology combined with 
the use of clean fuels (natural gas and distillate fuel) is BSER for the EGUs at Plant Rowan County. 
 

5. BSER for Units 4 and 5 
 
Plant Rowan County shall continue to implement efficient NGCC technology and burn only clean fuels 
(natural gas, distillate fuel) starting September 1, 2019. 
    

 

                                                            
8 See page 462 of 768, Standards of Performance for Greenhouse Gas Emissions from New, Modified, and Reconstructed 
Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units, August 3, 2015.  
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North Carolina Department of Environment Quality  
Division of Air Quality  

 
Justification for Excluding Elizabethtown Energy (ORIS code 10380) and Lumberton 

Energy (ORIS code 10382) from 111(d) Requirements 
 
The EPA’s 111(d) rule for existing EGUs identified Elizabethtown Energy (ORIS code 10380) 
and Lumberton Energy facilities as being subject to the requirements.  The purpose of the 
following information is to provide updated data regarding the operation and permitting status of 
the two facilities and to explain why they no longer meet the 111(d) criteria for an affected unit 
under the 111(d) rule.  
 
Each facility: 

- consists of 2 units with each unit initially designed with 215 million Btu/hr heat input 
with a combined nameplate capacity of 35 MWe.  
- is equipped with overfire air, SNCR, multiclone, dry sorbent injection system and 
baghouse.   
- has not been in operation since 2009, but has kept its Title V permit active.   
- was previously permitted to burn fossil fuels (coal/natural gas/No. 2 and 4 fuel oils) and 
non-CISWI subject fuels subject to the federal Clean Air Interstate Rule (CAIR).   
- is permitted as an industrial boiler subject to Subpart JJJJJJ as the units do not meet the 
applicability criteria as an EGU subject to the federal Subpart UUUUU MATS rule. 
- is currently owned under the new name of North Carolina Renewable Power - 
Elizabethtown, LLC and North Carolina Renewable Power - Lumberton, LLC, 
respectively.   
The Elizabethtown facility continues to be non-operational and permitted to burn fossil-
fuels and non-CISWI subject fuels.   
However, the Lumberton facility has recently become operational and permitted to burn 
non-CISWI subject wood/poultry litter but not fossil fuels in steam/electric generating 
boilers which were de-rated to 180 MMBtu/hr heat input.   

 
The applicability requirements under the 111(d) rule in §60.5845 for existing fossil fuel-fired 
EGUs are as follows: 
 

(1) Serves a generator connected to a utility power distribution system with a nameplate 
capacity of 25 MW-net or greater (i.e., capable of selling greater than 25 MW of 
electricity);  
 
(2) Has a base load rating (i.e., design heat input capacity) greater than 260 GJ/hr (250 
MMBtu/hr) heat input of fossil fuel (either alone or in combination with any other 
fuel). 
 

Note that §60.5850(a)(3) of the rule excludes non-fossil fuel-fired units (i.e., units that are 
capable of combusting 50 percent or more non-fossil fuel) that have always historically limited 
the use of fossil fuels to 10 percent or less of the annual capacity factor, or are subject to a 
federally enforceable permit limiting fossil fuel use to 10 percent or less of the annual capacity 
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factor. 
 
Due to the ambiguity contained in paragraphs §60.5845(b)(1) and (2), the DAQ requested a 
clarification to EPA Region 4.  The EPA confirmed that an EGU must meet both criteria to be 
subject to the regulations.  Since both Elizabethtown and Lumberton facilities meet only one of  
the requirements (nameplate capacity greater than 25 MW-net criteria), and the Lumberton 
facility is permitted to burn only non-fossil fuels, the DAQ concludes that both facilities should 
be excluded from 111(d) requirements. 
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Addendum to the Support Basis Document 

 

Comments and Responses Related to the Supporting Basis Document 

Commenter Comment Response 

Mark McIntire, 
Duke Energy 

Heat Rate Reduction for 
the BSER measure – FDF is 
not consistent with the 
likely heat rate 
improvement of 0.3%.  
Heat Rate Reduction for 
IBD is inconsistent with 
the likely heat rate 
improvement of 0.7%. 
 
The benefit should be 
changed appropriately 
and results recalculated. 

In developing the proposed rules, the DEQ and Duke 
Energy staff met on several occasions and exchanged 
operational data and technology specific information 
regarding the anticipated heat rate reductions for 
each candidate measure.  In the case of FDF and IBD, it 
was communicated that benefits should be estimated 
by assuming an inverse linear relationship between 
the 2019 projected capacity factors and the range of 
heat rate reduction benefits provided by Duke Energy.  
The DEQ’s final calculations and BSER determinations 
are based on this recommendation.  The DEQ’s results 
correspond to a more conservative estimate of heat 
rate reduction.  If the load variability performance 
impacts were not accounted for and the static 0.3% 
and 0.7% reductions are used for FDF and IBD, 
respectively, as requested by the commenter, actual 
heat rate improvements would have been higher, 
resulting in greater emission reductions and fuel 
savings reported in the Supporting Basis document.  
The DEQ’s conclusions remain the same regarding the 
application of FDF and IBD at the subject units, and no 
further changes are needed. 

Heat Rate Reduction for 
the Intelligent 
Sootblowers (ISB) shown 
for Marshall 3 and 
Marshall 4 are 
inconsistent.  Marshall 3 
shows the halved amount 
while Marshall 4 shows 
the full amount.   
 
The ISB benefit should be 
halved if the measure is 
implemented alongside a 
Combustion Optimization 
measure. 

In the Supporting Basis document, Table 2 for Marshall 
Unit 3 shows the benefit associated with ISB to be 50% 
of its value when used alone since it is used in 
conjunction with the CO2 measure.  Table 2 for 
Marshall Unit 4 shows the benefit when ISB measure is 
used alone.  However, Table 4 for Marshall Unit 4 
reflects the benefits associated with the different 
possible combinations of measures.  Table 4, as well as 
the rest of the discussion of the BSER determination 
for Marshall 4, correctly uses the reduced heat rate 
reduction benefit of the ISB measure as requested by 
the commenter. 
 
Although both Table 2 for Marshall Unit 3 and 4 are 
not consistent with each other, the BSER 
determinations do not directly depend on this data.  
Table 3 for Marshall Unit 3 and Table 4 for Marshall 
Unit 4 correctly summarize the different possible 
combinations of measures; and hence the subsequent 
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BSER determination are based on these identification 
specifications, and are correctly applied.   
No changes to the BSER computation method are 
needed. 
 

Mark McIntire, 
Duke Energy 

Implementation date 
should be changed to 
reflect and be consistent 
with the EPA CPP 
implementation date.  The 
September 1, 2019 date 
does not allow for 
adequate time for proper 
project planning, 
scheduling and 
implementation based on 
outage cycles. 

This comment is addressed in Chapter 1 of the Hearing 
Record under the title, Public Comments and 
Responses Thereto:  Comments Related to 15A NCAC 
02D .2703 Standards of Performance.  
 
Revisions to the Supporting Basis document, 
consistent with DEQ’s response, will be made at a later 
date. 

Significance of the 
asterisks after “Clifside 
U6*” is unclear 

The asterisks are not intended for any specific 
purpose, and should be removed from the text. 
 
Revisions to the Supporting Basis Document, will be 
made at a later date. 

Marshall Steam Station is 
located in Terrell, NC not 
Belmont, NC 

The DEQ acknowledges this correction. 
 
Revisions to the Supporting Basis document, will be 
made at a later date. Correct unit designations 

for Dan River CC. 

Replace the first 
paragraph of each Section 
“4. BSER Evaluation” with: 
 
"Duke Energy Carolinas, 
LLC (DEC) has provided 
information to aid in 
DAQ’s efforts in 
determining BSER for the 
EGUs at this facility 
including possible heat 
rate improvement 
measures along with 
associated estimated 
reductions in heat rate, 
estimated costs (capital, 
operation and 
maintenance), and other 
information." 

The DEQ acknowledges that the requested text change 
correctly describes the activity. 
 
Revisions to the Supporting Basis document, will be 
made at a later date. 
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Under Section “5.  BSER 
for Unit” 
 
After the term 
“implement”, insert 
“economically justified, 
proven, cost effective, 
and"  

The requested text addition is consistent with other 
parts of the BSER discussion in the Supporting Basis 
document.  The section revision will be made at a later 
date. 

Under Section “5.  BSER 
for Unit” 
 
Replace reference to 
"natural gas" with "natural 
gas and distillate" for 
consistency and account 
for NGCCs that are dual 
fuel capable. 

This comment is addressed in Chapter 1 of the Hearing 
Record under the title, Public Comments and 
Responses Thereto:  Comments Related to 15A NCAC 
02D .2703 Standards of Performance.  
 
Revisions to the Supporting Basis document, 
consistent with DEQ’s response, will be made at a later 
date. 

William Smith, 
Power Plant 
Managements 
Services, LLC – 
Edgecombe 
Genco 

Page B-172, DEQ describes 
the boilers and would like 
clarifying langue added 
that “these boilers are 
primarily coal-fired, and 
are permitted to burn the 
other listed fuels as 
supplemental fuels only.  

The DEQ acknowledges the request to modify the text 
to describe non coal fuels as “supplemental.” 
 
Clarification text requested by the commenter will be 
added to the Supporting Basis document at a later 
date. 
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Preface 
 

The federal Environmental Protection Agency (“EPA”), in response to the President’s June 2013 

memorandum “Power Sector Carbon Pollution Standards,” is developing greenhouse gas (“GHG”) 

emission standards for fossil fuel-fired electric generating units (“EGUs”).1 Specifically, the EPA is 

developing Clean Air Act (“CAA”) §111 emission standards for new EGUs and emission guidelines for 

existing units.  EPA has requested that States, such as North Carolina, provide information to the EPA to 

assist it in developing the CAA §111(d) federal emission guidelines for existing emission units.  North 

Carolina has provided comments to the EPA and, in addition to those comments, has developed this 

guidance document outlining principles that it believes are important in the development and 

implementation of any program designed to impose CAA §111 greenhouse gas emission standards on 

existing fossil fuel-fired electric generating units.     

North Carolina, like many States, has a long and successful history of protecting its environment and 

natural resources while at the same time providing for economic development.  Adherence to the 

principles in this document will help ensure continued success.    

  

                                                           
1
 Presidential Memorandum, Power Sector Carbon Pollution Standards (June 25, 2013), available at 

http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2013/2013/06/25/presidential-memorandum-power-sector-carbon-
pollution-standards. 
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ntroduction 
This document will address several important principles associated with EPA’s decision to regulate 

GHGs from existing fossil fuel-fired electric generating units and how this decision impacts North 

Carolina.  The principles covered include: 

 Legal Constraints – CAA §111(d) is a unique statutory provision with limited applicability.  

This paper will summarize several of these limitations and will discuss whether and to 

what extent EPA is authorized under §111(d) to regulate GHGs from existing fossil fuel-

fired electric generating units. 

 The Starting Point – In cases where §111(d) is authorized, its implementation is 

constrained by statutory boundaries and the application of sound technical and 

engineering principles.  As discussed herein, any resulting GHG reduction achieved are at 

the unit level and is driven by these principles.  An emission guideline developed under 

§111(d) cannot be the result of any preconceived emission reduction goal.   

 Engineering Function – At its heart the proper implementation of CAA §111(d) is an 

engineering function.  This paper will include a brief discussion of several GHG emission 

reduction strategies.   One or more of these strategies, when applied at the required 

unit-specific level, can form the basis for an achievable §111(d) emission standard.   

As important as the above issues are, there are some issues that this paper will not address. First, this 

paper will not discuss the scientific uncertainty the impact of anthropogenic greenhouse gas emissions 

have on climate.  It will not address the accuracy or inaccuracy of the IPCC models relied upon by EPA or 

the divergence between the models’ predictions and actual temperatures over the past 15 years.  These 

issues are critical to any decision on whether, in the absence of Congressional authorization, EPA should 

regulate greenhouse gas emissions from stationary sources.  

  

I 
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Legal Issues 
EPA’s decision to regulate GHGs from existing stationary sources using Clean Air Act §111(d) is a 

landmark policy decision and has therefore engendered considerable discussion among States, sources, 

and environmental groups.  There are several important legal issues that have been raised that need to 

be addressed within the context of developing a §111(d) State plan.   

Clean Air Act §111(d) Statute  
For reference purposes, the following are excerpts from the CAA §111.   

(d) Standards of performance for existing sources; remaining useful life of source 

(1) The Administrator shall prescribe regulations which shall establish a procedure similar to that 

provided by section 7410 [CAA §110] of this title under which each State shall submit to the 

Administrator a plan which 

(A) establishes standards of performance for any existing source for any air pollutant 

(i)  for which air quality criteria have not been issued or which is not included on a 

list published under section 108(a) or [emitted from a source category which is 

regulated under section 112 {or} 112(b)] but (ii) to which a standard of 

performance under this section would apply if such existing source were a new 

source, and (B) provides for the implementation and enforcement of such 

standards of performance. Regulations of the Administrator under this paragraph 

shall permit the State in applying a standard of performance to any particular 

source under a plan submitted under this paragraph to take into consideration, 

among other factors, the remaining useful life of the existing source to which 

such standard applies, but (ii) to which a standard of performance under this 

section would apply if such existing source were a new source, and 

(B) provides for the implementation and enforcement of such standards of performance. 

Regulations of the Administrator under this paragraph shall permit the State in applying a 

standard of performance to any particular source under a plan submitted under this 

paragraph to take into consideration, among other factors, the remaining useful life of 

the existing source to which such standard applies. 

42 U.S.C. 7411 (CAA §111) http://www.epw.senate.gov/envlaws/cleanair.pdf , (emphasis added).2  

The CAA defines “standard of performance” under §111 as, 

                                                           
2
 The language quoted here is from the Statutes at Large which control over the language set forth in the U. S. Code 

(which is different).  See William J. Haun, The Clean Air Act as an Obstacle to the Environmental Protection Agency’s 
Anticipated Attempt to Regulate Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Existing Power Plants, THE FEDERALIST SOCIETY 
(March 2013). 
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 (1) The term “standard of performance” means a standard for emissions of air 

pollutants which reflects the degree of emission limitation achievable through the 

application of the best system of emission reduction which (taking into account the cost 

of achieving such reduction and any nonair quality health and environmental impact and 

energy requirements) the Administrator determines has been adequately demonstrated. 

42 U.S.C. §7411 (CAA §111), Retrieved from http://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/42/7411.  
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rohibition for Pollutants Listed under CAA §108 
CAA §111(d) prohibits regulating pollutants listed under §108.  A pollutant must be listed 

under §108 when three criteria are satisfied.3  

 First, CAA §108(a)(1)(A) requires an endangerment finding.  EPA has already made an 

endangerment finding under CAA § 202.4 

 Second, CAA §108(a)(1)(B) requires a finding that greenhouse gases in the ambient air 

result from numerous or diverse mobile or stationary sources. EPA has already made this 

finding.5 

  Third, CAA §108(a)(1)(B) provides that EPA must plan to issue air quality criteria.  Legal 

precedent has established that once the first two provisions under §108(a)(1) are met 

the third provision is constructively satisfied.6   

While North Carolina takes no position on whether EPA should establish a NAAQS for greenhouse gas 

emissions, North Carolina is concerned that a CAA §111(d) action is prohibited because GHGs have 

constructively been listed under CAA §108.7  It would appear, at least facially, as a result of the EPA’s CAA 

§202 rulemaking, that all of the conditions precedent to list greenhouse gases under CAA §108 have 

already been met. Indeed, some have argued that the EPA may already be under a pre-existing, non-

discretionary duty to issue criteria and simultaneously propose a National Ambient Air Quality Standard 

for greenhouse gases. 8   

  

                                                           
3
 42 U.S.C. §7408(a)(1); CAA §108(a)(1). 

4
 74 Fed. Reg. 66496 (December 15, 2009). 

5
 Id. 

6
 NRDC v. Train, 545 F.2d 320 (2nd Cir. 1976).   

7
 In commenting on the EPA’s Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (“ANPR”) California’s Attorney General 

(Brown) and Connecticut’s Attorney General (Blumenthal) stated “In other words, Section 108(a)(1)(C) does not 
provide EPA with discretion to decide whether it is appropriate to apply the NAAQS structure to a global air 
pollution problem like GHGs.” ANPR EPA-HQ-OAR-2008-0318 (comments dated November 26, 2008).   
8
 See 

http://www.biologicaldiversity.org/programs/climate_law_institute/global_warming_litigation/clean_air_act/pdfs/
Petition_GHG_pollution_cap_12-2-2009.pdf 

P 
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The text of §111(d) makes 

clear that EPA may not set 

standards for a pollutant 

that is “emitted from a 

source category which is 

regulated under Section 

112” -  CAMR Environmental 

Petitioners Brief (2007) 

ource Category Prohibition 
The second express statutory limitation under §111(d) provides that EPA is prohibited from 

regulating a “source category” under §111(d) if that same source category is already regulated 

under CAA section 112.  On February 16, 2012 the EPA issued a §112 regulation for fossil fuel-

fired EGUs thus foreclosing regulation under §111(d).9  While there are many areas of disagreement 

between many of the stakeholders, this is one area where there is almost universal agreement.  North 

Carolina agrees with the interpretation of §111 advanced by 14 States and five major environmental 

groups that opposed EPA’s attempt to regulated mercury 

as part of the Clean Air Mercury Rule (“CAMR”).10   

 14 CAMR State Petitioners:  New Jersey, California, 

Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois, Maine, 

Massachusetts, Minnesota, New Hampshire, New 

Mexico, New York, Rhode Island, Vermont, and 

Wisconsin. 

 5 CAMR Environmental Petitioners: Natural 

Resources Defense Council, WaterKeeper Alliance, 

Chesapeake Bay Foundation, Earthjustice, Clean 

Air Task Force.  

 

In 2007 the 14 CAMR State Petitioners and the five (5) CAMR Environmental Petitioners submitted  briefs 

to the D.C. Circuit Court arguing that, as a matter of law, EPA is prohibited from using §111(d) to set 

standards for a pollutant that is emitted from a source category regulated under §112.11     

                                                           
9
 77 Fed. Reg. 9304 (February 16, 2012) “National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants From Coal and 

Oil-Fired Electric Utility Steam Generating Units and Standards of Performance for Fossil-Fuel-Fired Electric Utility, 
Industrial-Commercial-Institutional, and Small Industrial-Commercial-Institutional Steam Generating Units.”  
10

 In addition to the 14 CAMR State Petitioner listed below, Attorneys General of seventeen (17) States sent a 
“white paper” to EPA expressing concern about EPA’s “recent unwillingness to appropriately defer to State 
authority under the Clean Air Act.”  The white paper set forth the States’ position on §111(d) and included was a 
reference to the “source category” prohibition. See Perspective of 18 States on Greenhouse Gas Emission 
Performance Standards for Existing Sources under § 111(d) of the Clean Air Act, submitted to EPA under cover letter 
dated September 11, 2013 by the State of Nebraska Office of the Attorney General (“Nebraska”) (Nebraska, 
Oklahoma, Alaska, Florida, Kansas, Montana, Michigan, Alabama, Arizona, Georgia, Kentucky, North Dakota, Ohio, 
South Dakota, Wisconsin, South Carolina, and West Virginia.) 

S 

VI-269 A-12977



NORTH CAROLINA §111(D) PRINCIPLES January 2014 

 

8 
 

“Thus, the text of §111(d)(1)(A) makes clear that EPA may not set standards for a 
pollutant that is ‘emitted from a source category which is regulated under section 112’ 
or included on the §112(b) list of hazardous air pollutants.” 

Proof Opening Brief of CAMR Environmental Petitioners (NRDC, et. al.), p. 20.   

“Subsection (d) of Section 111 provides authority for regulation of existing sources, but 
it explicitly limited to those air pollutants that are not ‘emitted from a source category 
which is regulated under section 7412 of this title.’”  

Opening Brief of CAMR State Petitioner’s (New Jersey, et. al.,) p. 27.  

At the time the CAMR rule was promulgated the EPA advanced a theory that there was ambiguity in 

§111(d) with respect to whether the prohibition was pollutant or source category specific.12  Both the 

CAMR State government and Environmental Petitioners rejected this theory.   

The CAMR Petitioning States stated that ambiguity between the amendment versions cannot be relied 

upon to avoid the plain meaning of the statute. 13  Likewise, the CAMR Environmental Petitioners 

described the suggestion that there might be ambiguity as something the EPA “manufacture[d]” in an 

“attempt[ ] to exploit a non-substantive difference between the two amendments to §111.”  Proof 

Opening Brief of CAMR Environmental Petitioners (NRDC, et. al.), p. 21.   

North Carolina agrees with the position taken in 2007 by the CAMR State Petitioners and Environmental 

Petitioners that §111(d) contains no such ambiguity.  In fact, the provisions of §111(d) make sense given 

Congress’ decision to shift the focus of the §112 program as part of the 1990 CAA Amendments.  Prior to 

1990, §112 was a pollutant-specific program.  In 1990 the structure of §112 was changed from a program 

that regulated pollutants to one that regulates source categories.  To prevent overlap with the newly 

structured 112 program §111(d) was revised to exclude not only §112 pollutants (i.e. hazardous air 

                                                                                                                                                                                             
11

 Challenge to the EPA Clean Air Mercury Rule (CAMR), State of New Jersey v. EPA (No. 05-1162); “Proof Opening 
Brief of Environmental Petitioners” dated January 12, 2007; 
http://www.catf.us/resources/filings/UHAPR/20070112-Environmental Petitioners Opening Brief 05-1162.pdf; 
“Opening Brief of Government Petitioners” dated January 11, 2007);  
http://www.nj.gov/oag/newsreleases07/Mercury.PDF. But See footnote 13.  
12

 See 70 Fed. Reg. 15994 at 16030 (March 29, 2005).  
13

 On December 16, 2013 nine of the fourteen of the CAMR Petitioning States submitted comments to the EPA that 
appears to have reversed the position they had argued to the D.C. Cir. in 2007 when litigating the CAMR rulemaking.  
See http://www.ag.ny.gov/pdfs/Final-111d-white-paper-121613-with-signatures.pdf.  It appears that these States 
now argue that the ambiguity in §111(d) can be relied upon. Moreover, these States reversed their 2007 statutory 
interpretation that EPA is prohibited from using §111(d) to regulate pollutants emitted from source categories 
regulated under §112.  No legal explanation for these reversals was included in the white paper other than to note 
that CAMR regulated mercury and EPA now proposes to regulate GHGs.      
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pollutant (“HAPs”), but also §112 regulated source categories.  The two exclusions complement each 

other.  

Finally, some have suggested that a footnote in the 2011 Supreme Court decision AEP v Connecticut 

supports an interpretation that §111(d) requires the regulation of carbon dioxide emissions from fossil 

fuel-fired electric generating units.  This is not the case.  In paraphrasing the CAA, the Court actually 

misstated the statutory prohibition under §111(d). 

7    There is an exception: EPA may not employ § 7411(d) if existing stationary sources of 
the pollutant in question are regulated under the national ambient air quality standard 
program, §§ 7408-7410, or the "hazardous air pollutants" program, § 7412. See § 
7411(d)(1). 

American Electric Power Co. v. Connecticut, 131 S.Ct. 2527, 2537 (2011). This paraphrasing is confusing at 

best because it refers to sources regulated under §§108 and 111.  Of course, CAA §108 directs the 

regulation of pollutants (so-called criteria pollutants) while, since 1990 CAA §112 regulates “source 

categories.”  The footnote is difficult to reconcile with the CAA but it clearly does not stand for the 

proposition that §111(d)’s prohibition is limited to pollutants regulated under §112.  Moreover, AEP v 

Connecticut was decided prior to the promulgation of the EGU MACT under §112.  An argument could be 

made that EGUs were not regulated under §112 at the time of the decision. 

What is clear is that unless EPA decides to withdraw its §112 regulation governing fossil fuel-fired EGUs, 

§111(d) prohibits the Agency from regulating fossil fuel-fired EGUs under §111.  If EPA nevertheless 

moves forward with emission guidelines, States put themselves at risk by preparing a rule in response to 

the EPA guideline that is facially inconsistent with the CAA.14  The uncertainty resulting from such an 

approach suggests that EPA should, at a minimum, make State plan submittal deadlines contingent on 

conclusion of legal challenges to a §111(d) emission guideline rule. (See “Legal Trigger Approach” 

discussed below).  

  

                                                           
14

 This is a particularly difficult legal issue in States that have statutory prohibitions against adopting regulations 
more stringent that federal law.   
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Nit-Specific Requirement Under §111(d)  
In cases where the EPA does have the authority to establish emission guidelines under 

§111(d), that authority is limited.  The EPA is not authorized to impose emissions standards 

on existing sources.  Rather, EPA can only establish a unit-specific guideline that describes 

what control technologies have been adequately demonstrated.  The CAA and implementing regulations 

at 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart B require §111(d) standards to apply on a unit specific basis rather than 

include activities beyond the unit itself (i.e.“outside the fence” approach).    

North Carolina again finds almost universal agreement with environmental groups, trade organizations, 

and a number of States that CAA §111 prohibits “outside the fence” approaches to establishing emission 

guidelines under §111(d). This issue was raised in the EPA’s CAMR rule, and in 2007 the CAMR 

Environmental Petitioners took the position that §111(d) had to be applied at each emissions unit.  

“[T]he statute mandates that each State plan apply the best system of emission 
reduction ‘to any source’ – on a source specific basis – and that each source subject to 
this standard demonstrate “continuous emission reduction[s]’.”  

Proof Opening Brief of CAMR Environmental Petitioners (NRDC, et. al. ) pgs. 25-26 (emphasis in original).  

“That is, each State plan must reduce emissions from any and all existing sources 
covered by its plan.” 

Id. at 27. 

When discussing the possibility of allowing trading whereby decreases in mercury at one facility could be 

relied upon to satisfy another facility’s reduction obligation, the CAMR Environmental Petitioner’s noted, 

“EPA’s convoluted interpretation of §§111(a) and (d)(1) leads to a topsy-turvy outcome 
where ‘reduction’ can actually mean ‘increase.’” 

Id. at 28. 

CAMR Environmental Group’s reading of the unit-specific applicability of §111(d) was not without 

precedent.  In its 2007 brief to the D.C. Cir in the CAMR litigation, the CAMR Environmental Petitioners 

argued that §111 prohibits trading.  

“This Court has previously rebuffed EPA’s efforts to authorize pollution trading under 
§111.  In ASARCO, Inc., v. EPA, 578 F.2d 319 (D.C. Cir. 1978), the Court rejected even a 
limited emission trading scheme, whereby existing plants could avoid §111 standards 
when making changes so long as offsetting emission reductions could be identified 
elsewhere at the same plant site.” 

U 
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CAA §111 prohibits 

“outside the fence” 

approaches to establishing 

emission guidelines 

Id.    Moreover, in 1990, well after the 1978 ASARCO decision, Congress amended the CAA and included 

very specific trading provisions.  However, Congress amended §111 to include the “source category” 

prohibition discussed above, but did not provide for any trading mechanism.  See also, Clean Air Council 

v. Sunoco, Inc., 2003 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 5346 (D. Del. April 2, 2003) (“The NSPS program does not regulate 

entire plant sites, such as petroleum refineries. Instead, it regulates individual pieces of equipment and 

process units ("affected facilities") within a plant.”)    

In addition to the purely legal prohibition on “outside-the-fence” approaches under §111(d) there are 

practical consequences of an expanded interpretation of §111(d).15  Those advocating an expansive 

reading of §111(d) rely on the use of the word “system” in 

the statutory definition of emission standard. The word 

“system” is also used to define the CAA’s Best Available 

Control Technology (“BACT”) emission standard under the 

Prevention of Significant Deterioration (“PSD”) permitting 

program.  Despite 30 years of BACT implementation with 

the potential for additional cost-effective emission 

reductions, to date the EPA has never allowed the BACT requirement to be satisfied by a system-based 

outside-the-fence emission reduction.16  Similarly, with an expanded interpretation of “system,” new 

units under section 111(b) might also be allowed to satisfy their reduction requirements for both GHGs 

and traditional pollutants by reducing emissions within the “system.”  This would mean that an entirely 

new fossil fuel-fired EGU could be built and operating without state-of-the-art controls as long as an 

existing unit within the “system” makes reductions equivalent to those that would have been achieved at 

the new unit.  A shutdown of a single older coal-fired unit might provide enough emission reductions 

within the “system” to allow one or more new coal-fired units to construct and operate without installing 

unit-specific, state-of-the-art controls.  North Carolina does not believe this system-based approach is 

consistent with the purpose of either the PSD or the NSPS programs of the CAA.   

                                                           
15

 See van der Vaart & Evans, GHG Regulation, The Siren Song of Cap-and-Trade, ABA Trends, May/June 2012, Vol. 
43, No. 5.  
16

 The term "best available control technology" means an emission limitation based on the maximum degree of 
reduction of each pollutant subject to regulation under this Act emitted from or which results from any major 
emitting facility, which the permitting authority, on a case-by-case basis, taking into account energy, environmental, 
and economic impacts and other costs, determines is achievable for such facility through application of production 
processes and available methods, systems, and techniques, including fuel cleaning, clean fuels, or treatment or 
innovative fuel combustion techniques for control of each such pollutant.” 42 U.S.C §7465; CAA §165 (emphasis 
added).  
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dequately Demonstrated and DOE Funding  
On November 14, 2013 Acting Assistant Administrator Janet McCabe testified in front of the  

U.S. House of Representatives Committee on Energy and Commerce and confirmed that the 

EPA was using information from four government funded projects as the basis for meeting 

the CAA §111 requirement that Carbon Capture and Sequestration (“CCS”) technologies could be 

adequately demonstrated.  On November 15, the House Committee on Energy and Commerce sent a 

letter to the EPA Administrator 2013 stating:  

The Energy Policy Act of 2005 specifically prohibits EPA from considering 
technology used at a facility receiving assistance under the Department of 
Energy’s CCPI, or at a facility that is receiving an advanced coal project tax credit, 
from being “adequately demonstrated” for the purpose of Section 111 of the CAA. 

Letter to EPA Administrator McCarthy from U.S. House of Representatives Committee on Energy and 

Commerce, November 15, 2013.17  Given that three of the four projects the EPA are relying on to support 

CCS as being “adequately demonstrated” received funding from the Energy Policy Act, the Committee 

requested the Agency withdraw the proposed rule.  To date the EPA has not responded to this letter.18  

Notwithstanding the legal question raised by the Committee’s letter, none of the four projects cited by 

the EPA is actually operational.  North Carolina is not aware of any fossil fuel-fired EGU that is currently 

operating with CCS and consequently, North Carolina does not believe that CCS is “adequately 

demonstrated” for the purposes of 111(d).19  In addition to the fact that there is not a single fossil fuel-

fired utility plant operating with CCS, EPA has acknowledged geologic sequestration is not available at 

some existing emission units.  Even if a State is blessed with the requisite geologic formations, facilities 

would be required to build miles of pipelines simply to reach the formation. EPA’s proposed approach 

would pit the reliability of North Carolina’s, and possibly this nation’s, electricity supply against the 

                                                           
17

 http://energycommerce.house.gov/sites/republicans.energycommerce.house.gov/files/letters/20131115EPA.pdf. 
18

On December 5, 2013 the Environmental Defense Fund  provided an alternative interpretation of the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 that would allow to EPA to rely on projects that receive federal funding provided at least one 
source that has adequately demonstrated use of CCS did not receive federal funding.  See 
http://blogs.edf.org/climate411/files/2013/12/Response-to-House-Committee-Letter-on-EPAct.pdf.  It is unclear 
whether the EPA agrees with this interpretation.   
19

 It is interesting to note that in 1996 the EPA proposed a definition of the term “demonstrated in practice” to  
include any technology that meets the following criteria: (1) it has been installed and operating continually for at 
least 6 months on an emissions unit(s) which has been operating at least at 50 percent of design capacity during 
that period of time; and (2) its performance has been verified during that 6-month period with a performance test 
or performance data while operating under a load that coincides with either the operation of the emissions units 
served by the control technology at their PTE, or 90 percent of the control technology's design specifications.  See 
61 Fed. Reg. 38249 at 38275.  

A 
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considerable uncertainty of environmental permitting of pipelines sufficient to reach geologic structures 

superimposed on the unproven technology of CCS.  North Carolina believes sound science, rather than 

speculation, should be relied upon to develop §111(d) emission guidelines and plans.   
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A “legal trigger approach” 

will ensure States do not 

expend their limited 

resources attempting to 

satisfy another EPA rule 

that is ultimately vacated 

or remanded 

iming – A “Legal Trigger Approach” 
Given the almost certain litigation associated with a §111(d) emission guideline, States such 

as North Carolina are at risk if they move forward with developing and enacting State §111(d) 

plans prior to the resolution of litigation. For the reasons described in more detail below, 

North Carolina recommends that EPA amend submittal deadlines contained in the Subpart B regulations  

- the §111(d) procedures regulations. EPA should require each State to submit a §111(d) plan within 

three years following the expiration of the legal litigation process – a “legal trigger approach.”20 

Employing a legal trigger approach would ensure that States and sources do not expend their limited 

resources attempting to satisfy another EPA rule that ultimately is vacated or remanded.   

The risk associated with taking action before the 

conclusion of the legal process is best demonstrated by the 

recent EPA rulemakings to address alleged interstate 

transport - the Clean Air Interstate Rule (“CAIR”) and the 

Cross State Air Pollution Rule (“CSAPR”).  The federalist 

structure of the CAA establishes a procedure whereby the 

EPA first promulgates a rule setting forth requirements 

designed to address some aspect of the CAA (e.g., 

interstate air pollution).  States are given the opportunity 

to adopt regulations, based in large part on the federal 

rulemaking, that satisfy the federal requirement (as interpreted by EPA’s rule).  The State submits their 

rule to the EPA for approval into the State Implementation Plan (SIP). The EPA review process takes 

anywhere from a few months to many years during which time the States are implementing and 

enforcing their State rule.21  When the EPA ultimately approves the State rule into the SIP, the rule 

becomes federally enforceable through the CAA.  The difficulty comes when the federal rule that 

required the State to take action is remanded and/or vacated.  If, at the time of the vacatur, a State is 

enforcing a State rule that is based on an illegal EPA rulemaking, the State must begin the process of 

repealing the State rule.  Meanwhile, the EPA must revise the original federal rule to correct the legal 

deficiency that caused the rule to be vacated.  When EPA promulgates a revised rule the process starts all 

                                                           
20

 EPA can either amend the Subpart B rules or provide a different deadline in the applicable subpart. See 40 CFR 
60.23(a) and 60.27(a).  
21

 See Tex. v. United States EPA, 690 F.3d 670, 673-674 (5th Cir. 2012) (“Sixteen years tardy, the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) disapproved a revision to Texas’s plan for implementing the requirements of the Clean Air 
Act.”).  

T 
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over again.   There is significant harm associated with the State and sources located in the State having 

expended resources to develop, implement, and comply with a rule that fails to comply with the Clean 

Air Act.   

This is not an abstract academic problem.22  In the case of CAIR and CSAPR, the EPA promulgated CAIR in 

2005 and States responded by adopting rules requiring sources to install hundreds of millions of dollars 

of air pollution control.  In 2008, in the midst of State efforts to implement CAIR, the D.C. Court initially 

vacated then remanded CAIR.  States and sources were left in the lurch.  In 2010 the EPA attempted to 

correct the legal deficiency of the CAIR rule by promulgating an entirely new rule – CSAPR.  States were 

then sent chasing the requirement of this rule only to have the court vacate CSAPR because of EPA’s 

illegal interpretation of the CAA again.    

The EPA can avoid all of these wasted resources by simply including a timing provision in the §111(d) 

guideline that requires State plans to be submitted after the conclusion of any legal challenge to the rule.  

Once the judicial review process has run its course, States can safely move forward developing plans that 

satisfy CAA §111(d).23   

 

 

  

                                                           
22

 An informal study of all litigation involving EPA at the appellate level in 2012 found that the courts found against 
EPA in more than 50% of the cases.   
23

 Some might argue that implementing a “legal trigger approach” will delay GHG reductions.  To the extent that 
implementation of §111(d) does result in GHG reductions that would not otherwise occur, the additional time may 
allow the EPA to consider the recent divergence observed between the climate change models and actual 
measurements. See A Sensitive Matter, (20132, March 30) The Economist. Retrieved from 
http://www.economist.com/news/science-and-technology/21574461-climate-may-be-heating-up-less-response-
greenhouse-gas-emissions.  
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§111(d) is a scientific – not 

political - endeavor 

tarting Point for §111(d) 
A considerable number of articles and proposals surrounding CAA §111(d) have been 

circulated in the past year.  Many of these publications make the mistake of assuming that 

§111(d), if it could be legally implemented, can be applied to achieve some predetermined 

reduction in GHGs and, in some cases, that the level can be changed over time.  For example, several 

widespread white papers begin their analysis assuming §111(d) must achieve a 17 percent reduction in 

GHGs by 2020.24  This predefined goal appears to have been sourced from the President’s GHG reduction 

commitment made at the 2009 Copenhagen Climate Summit to reduce GHG by 17 percent by 2020 and 

reiterated in the 2013 Climate Action Plan.25  

Of course, implementation of §111(d) can only yield the reductions in GHG emissions that the law allows.  

It cannot yield a predetermined level of reduction, and the level of reductions allowed may well be 

considerably less than the President’s goal.  The 

incongruence of the President’s goal and a reduction 

consistent with §111(d) is simply due to there not being 

adequately demonstrated add-on control technologies to 

reduce GHG emissions from fossil fuel-fired EGUs.  It is the 

universal recognition of this fact that has led those who seek to use §111(d) to meet the President’s goal 

to create expansive interpretations of §111(d) including “outside-the-fence” approaches in place of the 

source specific requirement of the law.  Again, the legal failing of this approach was forcefully and 

correctly opposed by NRDC and associated plaintiff States in the CAMR litigation as quoted above.    

North Carolina believes that §111(d) is a scientific – not political – endeavor.  As such, §111(d) emission 

standards developed by States cannot be designed to achieve any preconceived emission reduction.  

Rather, §111(d) emission standards must be established after careful scientific application of engineering 

principles on a unit-by-unit basis.   

 

                                                           
24

 See Kentucky Greenhouse Gas Policy Implications for Kentucky under Section 111(d) of  the Clean Air Act 
(“Kentucky Kentucky’s framework contains the following provisions:…Establish the following baseline CO2 reduction 
targets for 2020 (17 percent reduction)…) Retrieved from 
http://eec.ky.gov/Documents/GHG%20Policy%20Report%20with%20Gina%20McCarthy%20letter.pdf 
25

 See http://www.nrdc.org/international/copenhagenaccords/;  
http://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/image/president27sclimateactionplan.pdf 
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EGU efficiency is a highly 

unit-specific and therefore  

“achievability” and whether 

a particular technique can 

form the basis of a §111(d) 

emission standard must be 

made on a case-by-case 

basis 

Potential CO2 Control Options for Existing Fossil fuel-fired Electric Generating 

Units 

As was previously discussed, the proper implementation of CAA section §111(d) is an engineering 

function.  One or more of the CO2 emission reduction strategies discussed below, when applied to a 

particular unit, can form the basis for achievable §111(d) emission guidelines. 

There are several options that existing fossil fuel-fired EGUs might consider for reducing CO2 emissions 

besides the addition of CCS technologies that have not, to date, been adequately demonstrated on these 

units.  These options are aimed at increasing the efficiency of fuel combustion in the boiler and ancillary 

equipment supporting the boiler, such as air and water handling systems, and steam handling systems 

and electric generating turbines, among others.  There are several important issues to note: 

 Most of these options have been “adequately 

demonstrated” but are highly unit-specific and 

therefore their “achievability” and whether they 

can form the basis of a §111(d) emission 

standard must be made on a case-by-case basis.  

This unit specific analysis is the reason Congress 

limited the federal EPA’s role and emphasized 

the States’ flexibility.   

 While several of these options can be 

implemented on a single unit, their respective 

efficiency gains are not additive.  Because of the complex nature of these various options it is 

recommended that work practices, as opposed to numerical limitation (input or output), should 

be the form of any §111(d) emission standard.  

 EPA acknowledged in its 2010 report on Available an Emerging Technologies that determining  

unit-specific efficiency is dependent on a number of factors including, but not limited to, EGU 

thermodynamic cycle, coal rank and quality, plant size, pollution system, operating and 

maintenance practices, cooling system, geographic location, load generation characteristics, 

equipment manufacturer, and plant components.26  It is not feasible for EPA to establish any 

                                                           
26

 Available and Emerging Technologies for Reducing Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Coal-Fired Electric Generating 
Units, EPA Sector Policies and Programs Division, OAQPS, October 2010. 
http://www.epa.gov/nsr/ghgdocs/electricgeneration.pdf 
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assumed numeric efficiency to any existing unit, much less a numerical standard for the 

approximately 1,200 coal-fired EGUs in the country.  For this reason alone it is impractical for EPA 

to attempt design a “target rate” to all units with the goal of establishing tradable emission 

credits.   

 As a result of the EPA’s interpretation of the New Source Review (NSR) regulations, many of 

these proposed changes could be considered to be “physical change[s]” or a “change in the 

method of operation” and trigger NSR review.  As a result, many of these projects might actually 

achieve less than, and in some cases an increase in GHG emissions.  For example, adding heat 

recovery to an existing EGU is considered by EPA to be a physical change; if the NSR review is 

triggered it could result in the requirement to install add-on controls to satisfy BACT for a 

traditional pollutant like SO2 such as Flue Gas Desulfurization (FGD).  While BACT for CO2 might 

require a combination of work practices that could reduce CO2 by 0.3 and 1.5 percent, the 

addition of an FGD unit could increase CO2 by 3-6 percent.  The project, designed to reduce CO2, 

would actually increase CO2.     

The EPA prepared a comprehensive review of existing options for improving energy efficiency of existing 

EGUs.27   A summary of those options is provided below.   

Flue Gas Heat Recovery - Air preheaters, which essentially consist of various types of heat exchangers, 

allow the boiler combustion air to be elevated from the ambient air temperature, thus creating 

efficiencies in that the combustion air is not using fuel for heating the air in the boiler fire box.   

Combustion Instrumentation Upgrades - Improving instrumentation and controls, including continuous 

combustion and steam quality monitors, to provide feedback to boiler operators allowing them to 

optimize boiler performance in real time.  The EPA estimates efficiency increases in the range of 0.15 to 

0.84 percent. 

Sootblower Optimization – Sootblowing is a necessary boiler cleaning procedure that is designed to 

maintain or improve the unit’s heat rate.  Soot blowers intermittently inject high velocity jets of steam or 

air to clean coal ash deposits from boiler tube surfaces in order to maintain adequate heat transfer. 

Proper control of the timing and intensity of individual soot blowers is important to maintain steam 

temperature and boiler efficiency. The identified technologies include intelligent or neural network soot 

                                                           
27

 Id. 
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blowing (i.e., soot blowing in response to real time conditions in the boiler).  The EPA estimates efficiency 

increases in the 0.1 to 0.65 percent range.   

Steam Turbine Design – Advances in steam turbine blade design and materials can increase efficiency and 

output.  As noted above, the EPA considers changes in non-pollutant emitting steam turbines, particularly 

changes designed to increase efficiency and decrease fuel usage on a per MW basis, to be a physical 

changes or a change in the method of operation that can trigger NSR review.  Assuming that any NSR 

requirements do not offset any possible gains in CO2 reduction, EPA estimates that steam turbine design 

changes to existing units could yield between a 0.84 and 2.6 percent efficiency increase.  

Cooling System Heat Loss Recovery – In a typical coal-fired EGU system relatively warm water exiting the 

steam condenser prior to recirculation to a cooling tower or discharge has energy value.  That energy 

value can be partially recovered by replacing cooler tower heat transfer surfaces and tuning the cooling 

tower and condenser.  The EPA estimates efficiency gains of between 0.2 to 1 percent.   

Improvements to Existing Add-on Controls for Traditional Pollutants – Additional air pollution control 

devices designed to control traditional pollutants result in increased CO2 emissions.  All FGD processes 

require varying amounts of electric power to operate, which contributes to the overall parasitic load of 

the unit. The FGD parasitic load requirements are typically between one-two percent of the gross output 

of the facility. In addition, some FGD processes use carbon-containing reagents (e.g., carbonates) that 

form CO2 as a byproduct of the chemical reactions of the reagent with SO2. For a typical unit, the CO2 that 

is chemically created in a scrubber adds an additional one percent to the overall GHG emissions, but it 

can be as high as three percent for facilities burning high sulfur coals.28  It is unfortunate that when the 

EPA establishes an emission standard under NSPS it is prohibited from considering the impact of 

increased CO2 emissions resulting from installation of control systems.  Nevertheless, there are methods 

that can reduce parasitic load on EGUs by improving environmental control system design and operation.  

Specific improvements can be made to wet flue gas desulfurization units (FGDs) and electrostatic 

precipitators (ESPs) to reduce the parasitic load.  FGD systems can be made more efficient by reducing 

pressure drop across them including making air flow more uniform as well as providing an alternative to 

the high pressure drop associated with venturi throats common to many wet scrubber systems.  

Eliminating or reducing reagent flow during periods of low SO2 emissions can save electricity.  

                                                           
28

 Available and Emerging Technologies for Reducing Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Coal-Fired Electric Generating 
Units, EPA Sector Policies and Programs Division, OAQPS, October 2010. 
http://www.epa.gov/nsr/ghgdocs/electricgeneration.pdf 

VI-281 A-12989



NORTH CAROLINA §111(D) PRINCIPLES January 2014 

 

20 
 

Cumulatively these FGD improvements can add up to overall efficiency increases of up to 0.5 percent at a 

cost of $3M for a 500 Megawatt plant.29  These values mean a cost of approximately $0.6 per kW.  These 

improvements can be variably site specific depending on the existing FGD system design. 

ESPs are another opportunity to reduce parasitic load on the EGU.  Optimizing the ESP for plant and flue 

gas conditions can reduce sparking, which is a source of unnecessary high power drain in those systems.  

Additionally, using state of the art energy management systems to control ESP operations can reduce 

energy consumption of these control devices.  Some of these changes, however, may require changes to 

overall plant control systems. 

                                                           
29

 Id. p. 3-9 
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15A NCAC 02D .2700, STANDARDS OF PERFORMANCE FOR EXISTING 

ELECTRIC UTILITY GENERATING UNITS UNDER CLEAN AIR ACT SECTION 111(d)

Emails with attachments 42

Mailed Comments 5

Charlotte hearing 36

Raleigh hearing 54

Wilmington hearing 30

Postcards 399

KnowWho Services emails 1802

Emails without attachments 10200

Comments cosigned by multiple commenters

Sent by Number of Group represented

Cosigners

Lloyd Smith 43 Business Owners

James Kenny 171 Medical Advocates for Healty Air

Racheal Estes 20 Environmental Organizations

Liz Kazal 1657 Environment NC

Katie Todd 780 NC League of Conservation Voters

Total Comments 15239
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Chapter VII 

 

The following documentation of filing and notification is incorporated as part of this hearing 

record and is maintained on file: 

 

1. ENR 101 Internal Approval Form. 

 

2. Submission for Notice Form and material submitted to the Office of 

Administrative Hearings. 

 

3. The public notice as it appears in The North Carolina Register Volume 30, 

Issue 10, pages 1110-1117. 

 

4. Memorandum transmitting hearing notice and proposal to regional offices for 

public inspection. 

 

5. Memorandum transmitting hearing notice and proposal to local programs. 

 

6. Submission of Filing Forms and material filed with Office of Administrative 

Hearings. 

 

 7. Executive Order No. 70 Certification Form  

 

8. Letter notifying EPA of hearing. 

 

9. Letter transmitting hearing record to EPA. 
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